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Research progress in avian dispersal behavior
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Abstract; Dispersal, defined as a linear spreading movement of individuals away from others of the population is a
fundamental characteristic of organisms in nature. Dispersal is a central concept in ecological, behavioral and evolutionary
studies, driven by several forces such as avoidance of inbreeding depression, density-dependent competition and the need to
change breeding locations. By effective dispersal, organisms can enlarge their geographic range, and adjust the dynamic,
sex ratio and genetic structure of a population. Birds are one of the groups that are studied intensively by human beings.
Due to their diurnal habits, diverse life history strategies and complex movement, birds are also ideal models with which to
study dispersal behaviors. Such studies on avian species represent a new frontier of ornithological research.

Dispersal is distinguished between natal dispersal and breeding dispersal. The former refers to the movement between
the natal area and the first breeding site. Breeding dispersal is the movement between two successive territories. The main
objective of avian dispersal research is to obtain the proximate and ultimate perspectives in a diversity of bird species.
Certain topics of avian dispersal including sex-biased, asymmetric dispersal caused by differences in body conditions,

dispersal processes, habitat selection and long distance dispersal are discussed here. To collect data of parameters of
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dispersal like distance and rate, it is sensible to mark individuals. Bird-banding or marking, radio-telemetry and genetic
markers are useful tools widely applied in many studies. Moreover, satellite-tracking, stable isotope analysis and hormone
examination are methodologies currently underway.

A number of empirical studies on avian dispersal have been published in recent years, proving it to be an active field
in ornithology. The challenges that surround theories and methodologies impel scientists to continue their studies by
following three aspects: (1) furthering methodological advances, (2) strengthening theoretical research, and (3) applying

research into the conservation efforts for threatened birds and the management of their habitats.
Key Words: birds;dispersal ;dispersal distance ;natal dispersal ;breeding dispersal

P #(dispersal) RYIFFH—Fhia siE X, RAEYHERRIELZ —, BREDZE T NEMEMEYFFFE
P —MEERRAE" . P REREY KT AR, A% T HBERSH SN, BB T RE4E
O PR TR SR R A R G MAZ FIR 3R T, 7220 4R 40 ERZ T, — e Y
FI GRS AT AT o ER, TRV ESERAN —MEE N, LB R T A4S
SR — AR5 R Bk A2 (dispersal ecology)

BT RS SIOETH, & TWE, HIWENEDF PR ARBENEANREZ — SREETEY
BUER SRR S o LS H2E RIK A2 (American Omithologists” Union) 45 115 & 71 121 J&
MFELh BE X TSR B ETIFHT Y . ERE S ZAEWITI( Condor) 435I F 2000 4712004 4F Lh £
BAKRT —RIVE RIS HHIRIC. MEFRERIEIE T BE LN ST TR BB R &
ﬁz_[10,11] o
1 §FEITHREXFEE
L1 JEEEESRE

FAE 20 42 60 4F X, Howard ¥4 BUE X - sh4 MM A4 3 B B R 2 B R AE 3™ o BEJR
Greenwood & Harvey S XXM SGHAT T 0 &, YOAY BRI MAM EIZ B ) e ol 72, B 16 H AR s FI 3K
FEH 2 ] 94 B A4 natal dispersal ) DA KA [F] K58 31 2 B B9 4 0 ( FH Y™ B breeding dispersal) ™,
PHEREEEAIBNERERRER . 59RTERSIH, I B— BB T E MR 51, JAh
BB — TR B &

BR T iRy HEREISE, Newton R ERH T “ I FFH Y H(non-breeding dispersal) ” BI#E & , B ShHI7E S LEPI A
BAMZ R o ER 3 R BURAR IR A, H b A B E R4 S B AU, B AR
Y RO EER RS,

BYIANAE I BT B A IR, 7 B % B P R —E RO ¥ 35X (home range) ™ 13T
R ESRSEENMESIE B . H T REEEY B S, F AR B Greenwood MY BUE X5
HHX AL BRI B E S KRR T (B 1), WE1TUEN, s 5
TR : A JEY B (ex-natal dispersal) : B iy MK AR 30 3 i A4 5 58 — MR E K T sh X Z i #9328
Bl 3R i A= 18 B (extra-natal dispersal) : B\ H A= JG 265 — M B X B 5 > A X 2 (6] 1932 31 BL XA R
(pre-nuptial dispersal ) . 76 SFE 7 I , M4 X B S50 i 2 W] (932 3 ; FFH [F] 3 B (post-nuptial dispersal ) : BiX
Aokt BE PIR B Z R 38 3l o

WRGEE AR R KT R, AN SRNY BOREE LU T — 8. S MY 8, RS
PSS X Z R B2 thia 3l , 7] LUK A TR 5 SR 2 1R) B[R] — S FE 200~ S 4 2 ) 5 T
B R 18 SR MR B R EF AT, T E LT 3 X Z[A] Y B2 M35 30, 45 S ikt AR 3 5 S SRS 16 3
X A5 A B M DA B A A S R B M R B M S5 A L TR B SR
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1.2 PHEIER T

FX TR R AN, 808 t TR 3 2 WG A 3R T @ 5 # /@
BARBRERBE NS T RN REEE L
FHESE" . AT BT IIET SIS [ rr i
BB AN A BT RS R+ A R G
WMEBANT 3 ARE. _ 5

(1) 3 % i 3 Z 7 R ¥ (inbreeding avoidance @@7 4 %Eﬁhﬁf —)@
hypothesis )

Begon Motro 5 AN, E REHEBAMERE g1 a1 s B i B Kemwned 79
HEERFER VR R TR EAFAFMILR,  Fie 1 Definitions of dispersal motioned by “home-range” model
BBl T AR R A P B R E S PP, JEAS 1. The natal place; 2. ex-natal dispersal; 3. Autumn home range; 4.
WS 4%%;% l%l‘ﬁﬁ %&"j: ﬁZ HEK 1‘% g;@ H_’jﬁ%% 9% E extra-natal dispersal; 5. The wintering ground; 6. pre-nuptial
/I\WBEHEB]"FEE B‘JE’{’%E‘J%%[ZH , ﬁ&ﬁ %%’ﬁz%ﬂ dispersal; 7. The first breeding site; 8. posz-nuptial dispersal; 9. The
A SR AR RIS TSR
RFHEABERIEE™ . XFEELHKF A —BIRE, WK1 E (Parus major) ™ G HE 83 ( Melospoza
melodia) "%, Jyiit, BARGER B FHR ARSI E R SR AT N, MRLIRG. V8%, SEFRH
YW ER, FEBEEFEHMBI. B0, Cockburn %8 T WU K94 W 41 B BT (Malurus
cyaneus) WRMBEMEY B, LWARREE R —MAIEEHEM DK, KRB EE MR B EEMETE Y
“BhF (helper) 7, IR R RBH BRI ZR, HEEIREEIMETEE RGREXRN BT AR,
FokS 5 EMEIE REEEST BBIBTI T . X BT 4RI R T R R — LR

(2) 3 7% 4R ( competition avoidance hypothesis )

R BAFRPFHFEIRCNEY) RURESREIER S8, RIER R G HIS, SiY MES IR BTN R 2
HeE HAE B PIE B g iA , SREERARRAMAT S, NSRBI RE N, LIABIAMER 34
iR, IRIERENREEHERS KR ENBERZ . 8— 1 HRETREENEERLES
BEITFAPRA, X FRRA AR “ B48 A 1437 (Ideal Free Distribution, IFD) ” "7, TFD #27Y B B4R 4% £ 2 Fi
FEFOREAMAEY T2 5 B8 0 A R ELIES i) W] A R MRS RS A R B i 3 IR AIR . SEBR b, RN 32 4
RENAT RS —HE, A TR BB M L 55 EA R RS B 5E B Ry ¥ aS , B BA B MR ER IR A A L
A4 IFD BR ™ shppMATER E 20 ERREURR RN ES N2 L3 BRI N ES
BRI S, HERSE R A SR H 4P A9 Y 847 W (density-dependent dispersal) % 4= 5%, ZEFFRESK
BT SRS MG, SEAMEST BRI AT . M SR S AL SRR B R
B AN, 4 8 10 R B R AR B LA R S RRAE Y B BE B T s ZE Ay (L) B B4R
By AR ST IR I R BOAE Y BUEE ™ ™ . Waser YA, 76 SR 9 19 26500 — Be R B R I 2240 T B R L K
3717, Newton FI Marquiss t5IA W, 4 H A s IR 2 0, ¥ B B LAY BE B RBERK
ez

F& 7% (kin competition) 5| & WY B AT h¥ e fp 9 38 S 9 — R RE9R 1R 0L . Hamilion & May B
RSB TIXMEM . ERENIE D, AR B R EH BT RERES TR, IR
( Perisoreus infaustus ) %4 5 25 vh , [7] 51 /5 U (siblings) Z A& H R4 MR, Wi R BRBNMERS BAEH £
M TSR B AR MR R A 1 B

(3) B2 a5 R 4. changing the breeding locations hypothesis )

5,20 % 5 iy B S [P BE A S A SRR (site fidelity) 7, — BB S K7E HE A FANE B2 B AL
Be— BRI E E, T — 2 MRS BB FEOR I R B . XHRRELRKP TR, N—ERE

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



434 X & SR BATABT LR 1357

FEY RO B AR B, R e v SRS AR S et X S kP SR, 7 — B MA R AE T3 BG Y B TTRRR S T ¥
5 SR B S R T R A , 4K T 7 B B LA YRR T A O B sk A

AMEYBOI PR R B S AL BB R B E R, BR BRix T 8 AL IR A + 2 1
#1 BERUOX — R, DY BT A X ) B 5 R O 5 L DA R O B AR T SR SR TR R Bl
BHEWATT , EFR—MRS Y BAAY B MR MRS TN ARG RE TR EZ R, X
2 B L KRR R AMARRE AR MR R
2 BERFRTHRARHEENE

B2KY BT MR 2B AR TR BT 9 #3E B ( proximate factors ) FIE B ( ultimate factors) , 5
Y B HFREMEH, FENRERBAAHEE,. 7S E MRS AIR S, A F Y32 2 0 k8
SRR, ETEA R ; R R %52 A —E WAL, By BN ESEPE
FRESSPY HOERMET L Gman™ g™ MasE AES HRSa " RN E
P g™ hREERD S,
2.1 YRR A

AR E BB 2 2ME Y B BE S1 IR A HEIR] . Greenwood & Greenwood F1 Harvey 75 545 B A B T4ERY
R : BREY BB DR A ARG, 7EE TR S 28, 48 R B R i) Ml BURE ) 0508 Tl , VA
4 MY B DA REARMATHI ™ o Greenwood X 1M AR 2 - 3 B Ak B0 A4 2 12 25 w7 ) 4 . 1 B8 308 K
B, RAR AR R ITAT, B R AT B MBI P3R5 . Clarke ZABE TELSHHT BB, BT
DIy SRR AR LAY BN SR BRI L BIFE 2 b, 5 R R SR EERMMEY B B, 7]
& B T BRI R SR, WAMBATE I , S I AT B RSP B — AR

B2RY BT AR Z IR SAR R LA Greenwood FYFRIS gAY , HE T I~ 18 A I 28 B 1 J38 X4y R0 A 314 e )
B, ANPARER}( Tetraonidae ) 5 2K7E 2 FRILH 17 F, IFECHIERAK L . MR DOORBR IR EELH
B MERA XS AR AR R ORI BRI %55 AR BLUR AR R o TEBIENY( Tetrao tetrin) ™) 3 15
3% ( Bonasa umbellus) ™" 25 BLA B AR B 19 52 265 vp, MEME Y SRR BE S — R I B BT, 78 AT R 9 6 B
B3 (Bonasa bonasia) ¥, HEMERGY BOBE B I LEMEME' o Xb— 2o BB A /RSP I 5 3 (InF8RL) B9
BT E RIR, B ESHS ( Calocitta formosa) ZFp 9 Bm " , NS (Aphelocoma coerulescens ) % 57 — Bofip
HKNMwME'™ , Yaber & Rabnold RBFFE R , AEY L& A 70 BB B, A4 ok BIR BR3¢ s 2R 7 B
C R SURECE R B SRR P ESS, DUEE 20 57 32 e 3 B % ZILE B St ae i
AL, FFREPLAALRE T 8 R M 3 e, XA B T B VAR T B TRV A, AL B 3l T A7 R o e A R
gm®,
2.2 PR TYER R

Y HOZ SR HFERE R B A2 , Bl B2 T RE s BB I FE 1 283G I 5 S 78 8 37 B S Y i A2 vt T s o )
HAAMAR RS . BIHAMRR KRR R E S B (3 BEA Y 80 U e (R (5 R
(KsiE) S EHEEEAC Y, BREF RN TiLREMHE T RS RE A KAH—E kB
Y8 XARBSMY BRI R, Ny B EEES ", Barbraud 25 A LA A B B AR AR A RS
( Phoenicopterus ruber ) Kk RS MEHEAR, & BT BIFR MATT MO BE RS 98" o X8R IL%E (Parus palustris)
%1 B Y ER RN R RS & B, 5 BIE 46 B 17 S5 AR B R AE b o 7E 7 35 4158 ( Otus kennicottii) ¥ , $EAE SR G045
BEAMA AR SRR MR B AR, R B R R, o —sesE M R 9 S, BB R SR M
HOY B IR B B R . X T AR i TR R MA R G B 3R, T8 (1 R SR MR HEA T
VL, BT B UBEE B Y B

A FRME X S 269 B B me) 5 T R — S8R5, 40, Belthoff 5 Dufty Xif 74 38 £ 55 F14< H-55 ( Otus
asio) BRI, B b R BERIR —— L% B B Bl , 76 32 B A IR A MR i B R i s me g i 31— e 7K
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T, SRR B BE R AT SR TR B o AR SRR B A B SRR i B — € i K SR B HR
B, WP H B B (Aquila adalberti) 7 [F] A I 3% F B4 SR 8 AR BR K SEREAT I 5E , 2 BRAR 4 bk R 25
B BB B A R AR

2.3 YRR KR b

BHIRBIR 0 R Y B BEREE R, Iy Bl B AR TR, BV ARSI RREFERMER
9™, ZEYEuS AR, BT LA AR B TR B A TR R A SR Az R SRR B R
RIS NI R A 3 AP B, — AR BE R LR W B . AR RS AE SR, T Ak
R EJFA B B, XEARIZRE T Jiil B, TR ISR TRUE AN B o X TR epLH, B 23y
BREEEERER, B EMITE. SRR BEEEEIEEM AL FRERNNS™, BT
BABAERRE SRR, BRxHERAM BB R ™ ™, AXER I ROEEEE+
FEATE R CNSIRRE ) DA R BRI S Z BT filn . AW T A A B B ( Syrmaticus
ellion) FIBZY BEHEAT T AR, YEARME EAK T B BEMEARES ESEHEXNETFEFmaM
KEEY HESINEERE™ . s ARBEER FEAGRE EBSSBRAR, R RS A E M
E[E ( habitat imprinting) M8 T XEA R EE™ . Serrano F1 Tella X 7§ ¥ F Ze 6.3 % N4 ( Falco naumanni) ¥~
BAT MBI RRI A SRR S & i — R AR R R A R R BT A BB I AR, B i K
B FEEE " . Davis Ml Stamps 75 AL T S4 57 5N JBEH A 1 B B M SRANUE Y00 - ShFE
AR B B R R —FPENIEAT N , S4B 2 B 04 H AR 3R 5E B 00 RIS DM %, B RR A ¢ i AR
5 B #1755 ” ( Natal Habitat Preference Induction, NHPI) ™7
2.4 KEEEY#

R, KIEBEY B A AL -2 a YRR RIERENEREAE RN XD, kS A8 .88
B2%, 10, LRERAEI R ERE T RAME BRI K R, e A7 S5 0 & SR, TS 2K
BRI A R KR . 2T RE94EGY, 41 BT (Anas acuta) T SEBIALAR BIPY S5 , SR Y BUAIEE
BRKE ETAR™ , KB (Asio otus) \ 5135 (Aegolius funereus ) % — OB AT AR 8 LA KR A 15 A1 #648 2 iy
THEI IR (FZRRR) B3 68 YA W a5 B — S B I — 5 Bk i IR BE B RO R
%1% TR A DNA S50 B B FIZ Rk DNA 37 &5 %358 ( Gymnorhina tibicen ) 4% Z R B BFFE
B, 7EBE B 1599km Fy s3BUR A ] o 77 70 55 DR S UL , BRY M4 00 B 8 P B % T B 1 DA B B AR IE H 4 LR
BEL™,

3 BERYBITAHANRRSZE

BRY BB R — TN B sh#Tinic. HRE EEXARicsiM e, RG R MR 2 b
BBk 2k OB , X BB S B Sh BT ROt AR , T ELTT LAE TR BLiE s ™,

3.1 HE

HE P AR (banding 5, ringing) B 55Xt SAAMMEBATIRIC, A W FHFEE W ES A I FF |G T IE %o
THAETEATHRSENERRAE™ . — RSN S IAMATER M B & A BT R ER, A%
37 545 BT LA R S B 5250938 3, IR R B B Y B R P R B R — R r k" . B SEET
BRAERIGE, W AR IC R A RIR K, WARFEREB T — B (40 100 ~1000 R) , i B i R ik 3] — &
R (0.04% L ) B3, 50 W AR R BV SRR 1B 5 R B8 MY 8/ F AR A MARK, M-
SURGE &%, i FERERERENTEREKEN 1%, BRI EN T LR EFHNIERIT IR ER
BB, T 4R 3R ATAE 1 A B ARIE (color-ringing ) , ] LASE i R B €5 (B4 A ) RARITAE, T
ErETFAMERE SMRG], Nice BB R IMFIC T BH BY ( Melospiza melodia) ,3FRF5E T HAETE S, R
FAEFEFTARICH SRR 47% MMERE T R ST . BRZIE, KEWA XY BTk &
YERZEARB BT B, 40 : Reed 1 Oring 5E 1T 18 4EH R EW TAE, 48 T BB ULAES (Actitis macularia) W4
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B AIEIE R, B T R EE B SR Y B TR Km0 B ™, Chemetsov %%t 4 #8 ( Ciconia ciconia ) I 22
PR IA 25a IR EF BT T 2 EIH 247, R B B P EE TR 94km, 3 BB E B2 4 L
ANk g BN i A SR R

BAREHAGES B, BREGEE O+ ANE, §5, ZFEURTAS/DRBHAERY, kinHs
B Bl R BEE A B S E R RS AME, AR I E ¥ R R 7E A R BE B AT (/N F 2km) , T AN
MR B g R s Hak, 3RS R B Tl E SRR, T ELRE B i A A Bk, 4
HEFERKMOMEED ., B85, WERMEIRRA N 25% , 2T B S8 BRI N 1%kt . BIERAE
BRPH A3 B e N T5 ) FRBRAE ( Passer domesticus) , AR WAL N 1% ~2% ™,

3.2 Tk EN

ToZk v M ( radio-telemetry ) S I TE I & b L3 /NEI TR B R 5 2% , FI B & 5 19 B BB SR 7
YN B IFRER RE RN —R k. TEEBUHEARTFRZSEASY ERE” (MEREFEIX) B
LRE” (B RAE) CTETARA” (F70) S REP . ML THRERAR, BLEENA KT iRio MR E
8, TRPSE L s A=A SHER"Y o B R BEBTEAXT B R B B R B B f, T4 B W iARiCsh
YIRESh, FEENRE, S ANEK R ELREEE , T2k b 18I0 W 5 A8 S B MR 32 ShEE 1R , BEFE X VR
M B RBY BOT R EETE . X F— 5y SR HESR M 228, TLE BN RHREY BATAE AN TR
— BRRIRNTHERAEE ", HIin, Caizergues F1 Ellison fBZEXY ( Tetrao tetrin ) B H A F BT T
15 9a BB IS IS & 50 - SUAE MEPE B0 HH A2 3 BB T R T4, A Y B B B R A E 5 E i Kaplan-
Meier R BRI FET- 2R, M FET- R IR B Y 8om it |, B TV 8RR Bl MEE A E
BEAE" ) MU R T LI T IF48 2 TR IR0 TV 25 885 Otus legans botelensis ) RV 20 BT
BT TRE, 25 U A TE 2059 RS TR 3, MEY B 58 5 B R ER A5G %7,

BRI LK HE BN R S RY B R P RERAN T AL — , BXM A EBAEERBY, 5%, T2
FENPRBI R NI R ST ER R B AT RIS, T BB EN T /MBS 2, Hk, Tk R HEE T RES ST
YIEFIT AR, BAR BRI T SRR ARS8 0y Bua s BE W, BN S RFE RN
MR FWMAFER S . 7E—T0E E (Accipiter gentilis) BIBFSEH , Reynolds H T 3R Fl B 963 (tail-mount ) | 754%
¥ (backpack ) 9 5, B & S aS X HAF WG BB BH , 45 RIESL B e vk B E MK T NS B EE R, it
Ab, Tadk B B I A G B BRAER TS R B AR S IR R A 1 LB B T B8 R ),

3.3 SFEYERRTE

FFEYEFTEINSMUET ERBREREFAR, U ER TR e AR LW AR; MAERE
BB BRI B R B B0 s Y AR EER A S BEE D TEYEE AR R, DI E T
PUE TR T Zeokifk DNA FEHLY 3 £ 3 DNA(RAPD) ./h L2 DNA. ff{ P& DNA FAR%F T Hrid
RBFSRIRE Y B, , 5 7E Rt E) R BBy B T s,

ST AT TR AR Y AR AR A A R B R R A BUBE , I 45 A “ Anic- BB B X
KRR T I EAMH N, SRR B R '™, Peterson ZEBF 3L A [F] 15 BE 1 B 1 79
Ry B, KA FRIFP 254 T A2 DNA 15 Sk fi 1Y 8RR X A — & W IEAE, R\ T ¥ BEE B X
FHEERIEEMAE "™ Wang Fl Trost 33 RAPD 23047 , Xt B B 39 ( Pica hudsonia) B H 44 B R HEAT
T, R BER D BRI B A MM 24 T 98, WS B MARR & =% B T e g RE
HA , A 2 A B B AR T MR ™ o 38 B R BR A2 1 J R R 7R AL T o M 5 e = i A
S5ERZRIMEZAR ; BERNEEHEF SR B, @5 83 b, 2 FhHhicBex
PEMFRICHELL & B B0, 40 Edward LA mt DNA 43 F4Ri0, Y T 8UH 20357 JLA W43 76 19 JK 8 25
J8% ( Pomatostomus temporalis) 12 AR R B, DIEMT BRI X R S R0 85 HEH, B
RARHIESE T 7B 1390km BB REZ 77705 HER R

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn
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S XY B R B E R FEYF BRI — BB R I 5E [ — Yy A 5] b e o AR R (B B9 38t %
Z5 . FRASFRICEA R IR R RN REZF (Fofd) , BN BEEES (Fa) 8/, Bk
TR AT 7E 2L R O, R IR 8 2 4 BRI A A 5 IR AR o Rl v 7 T R L R S G R
B ARG 2 By BeE 5 SRR AR R EAR T RA™ o BN : Austin 25 %R A TR B R E R
% (Puffinus tenuirostris ) 11 AR HR L BAEMERAT T IR, SRR MEZ M B E 2 RR/N, A8
&2 (haplotypes ) JLF- i BRLE BT A B RE (R rp , HETHEDU DG S8 LR XA R, R &l T 2y i
U, %R 5 (Pachyptila turtur) ZERE KRR MR, HoB S S REHRIR. BB AR —HERBE T %
FRER T ST .52 s 53— T AT AR R 85 T MRS ( bottlemeck event) ” 3% “ BUHEH MUY
(founder effect)” '®1
3.4 HEWE

RS2y B T s DEIBER MR RER RS, AU REESIEETR K, i — St fe i m
KEFERES, BHFEEERKBERE ERRHY BIT . DEBERIRX NS LY BT AN EES
Bk, DEBERENASBO R, BRRAR R, Bl RE— X BKNEH SR HEE T M
FH, iR EE % ( Platalea minor) "™ | F1#5 ( Grus leucogeranus) ™ | j8 3¢ B ( Haliaeetus pelagicus) "™ %, It
4 Rempel SF8 A48 T FI R A 2BRE N RFEHIHLES ( Global Positioning System, GPS ) Jlll i S sh7 K
H" o Weimerskirch ZELABCR 7 BISL T BIACF- B RO B 1% R4 (Diomedea exulans) My #1470 o i
45k , R e P R 2 7347 (stable-isotope analysis ) B B HE— 2PN IRAEY) 5 HAEFIERMAEXRNAE LT
B s RIH R P R A R 4R, T LABRE A () ) B9 0% s KR R A 15 B it 5Bk £
EREBHAFEN D MM S RGP L IRAL B, @8 R R R R 5 R ANMATE £ n) R I8 3 #2443
TAHRIE" T b 15 57 22 YR IR HE 0 32 1986 4Rt IR S ik 75 M IX B RPREFIX BEH X 1986 4E
B SREE M) ZFE (Hirundo rustica) FIBREARY §°C A 8°N R-& &, bk AR e R R M2 S E B R, 3
A MR B TR R RSB BRAP Y, 1878 T Tt B Rt M P At e D10 ZR o8 DO )t X o e ) B3 58 R (B L
of BR X A B i 78 57, BRSO R R A R S A e RS “ JR-TE B B ( source-sink population ) ” Hr#33 “ L7
Bfa S s SRR E B E RN SHAT R RNEET R ", Hlep RANERE
K977 , 40 Belthoff 71 Duffty BYBFSSIERA T B B /K 7 7T LA EL 8 R el 79 35 £ 58 W bk 9 1 A 7 BE 30
R AR B LR B RN BB Z A, B UL B ISR TR N R R
4 RE

B 20 40 90 AERUAR , A X B HEY BUT MRIBIST IS U B R BRI . Bl SRy Bms
SR 2 8 S S BB MR TAR T, SR ST I8 a0 “ YEAEY 8L, AT A BB 8L, 3 B2 S5 [r) 8, LAk
Y RN AR R T AR SR, BlAn Y B0 T S 28 MR S R A BT B, X TR R s A By
PEREE > XIS RE R XY BAIEE . S B T AR B 24 | 3h7S 23 1) A 243
i BB EASRAENEY N BRFETEASHPA T B BN MAS g RE"™ , BEERARRE
B, AR R AR 7 ¥E A R — SR [ R B 5 3k (0 : 43 Fhn e R I R ) B BT g o H R H]
B, FtARRESHREBLREPIFRAEMBOIHS SR ERTT R, ok, A — S KB T-EBdn
&R BT BT R B R AR Y R

WE LL IS RAEREMRN 3 N EERR. HBERIE BB B MR8 2 — 268
BREBOTN . EEEBIFILE SSRGS S TR 317 B 3CH ,UE 4 4% WP TS X
BB, W R BRI A PR . A 20 42 90 SERTT iR, REHEFSMER RET S
YRR R PRV VRO, R R S 2R B IE AR . XSRS T2 SR B
FENHE, (BSRYREL A LR, i B BT SBIAa MR R, F 4 TSR AR,
H, RN S RKY BT AR R4S K R E [E B, BN E S Y BRIy . BRI LA
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BB IR TR, W RUS B T R AP 5 269 B I, ABR 4L 238 ( optimization approach)
RIME G B B i BOY RCEE S s AREAEARS E XT3 (ESS) Ml Py B MBE ST E B s EER, N TifE R
PHREGEES%, 55k, BRI SR PR EE S E T R, D205 B9 BOROBH T 2017 B9 LA
( comparative studies) RARA> , MX I FA By THaAY BRI R 10 5928 5, BE R 73R B — ol e
SR WAL

NG BB T B ML, EIRTARAERR UL KSR AR SR B R ), Bulb &5t 52K Y
AT AR B ST A Rk B N, A S B I IE BN AR GURA 3™ o 5 B B 3G 3 2k B
- PBRRAERS S BOR BIR G, JE T S BRI REE & BRI I ZEIR T B A A SR R R
TH,ERNFZYUHBENEERRE™ . §EEWRHIGSHRY K, TE—ERE ERNE0H L
RE AT, R R A B RER N i T R ] 69 SR R S AR AR TE A
B PR 2 IR H, B Y AT AR R R AR ShA T T EANE B R BT . P RAES¥IIR
TAEENSHEYHHRPVEEMHERF IR TAERES SRR, FI0. 7E 3 4% EE (habitat
recreation ) \ 7 JAF3E  corridors ) 253 i R SR WP RO Y HEBE L

DI EEE N SRY BEIBTE R R D, 2004 SRR ERFHER BREEEESMB“PE
PR ERBRERERE LY B AR EXE 3, % B URE K XY & ( Crossoptilon) | fi 4R
(Tragopan) 1K FEHEIR ( Syrmaticus ) MHRHS & ( Chrysolophus ) SRR W EHEI A B FTX 4, 8 HEMAE ¥ 0T
AR R YR BRI, TR SRR AR R EE M AR R R, T BT W A
AEHEHAER, HEl, ZHEEERUS T —SH B iR, SR E SR BT v g% T BB
Mo U, RERRERSTEEE B BRTIEER B S RPRHALELSH XY BT w8 R T,
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