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Abstract; The serious threats to amphibians globally over recent decades have become critical scientific concerns within the
realms of global biodiversity conservation and biogeographic studies. As keystone species and vital indicators of ecosystem
health ,amphibians play an essential role in regulating pest populations, facilitating nutrient cycling, and maintaining the
stability of food chains. The decline in amphibian populations is not only a major biodiversity crisis but also a signal of
broader ongoing ecological disruptions, making the conservation of amphibians paramount for preserving ecosystem
functioning. The need for effective conservation strategies has reached an unprecedented level of urgency, making it essential
to thoroughly understand the current status and underlying causes of amphibian decline in order to devise such strategies.
This paper reviews and synthesizes the findings on amphibian population declines of the past few decades, offering a
comprehensive view of the advancements in amphibian decline research, focusing on two dimensions: the status and the
etiology. Amphibian species worldwide are experiencing a severe decline, attributed to a multitude of complex factors. Our

comprehension of these factors is continually expanding. The main factors include habitat loss and modification, climate
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change , UV-B radiation , chytridiomycosis , chemical pollution,the introduction of alien species,over-exploitation and species
traits. Among these , habitat loss is identified as the underlying and paramount threat. Furthermore ,climate change poses an
intensifying threat to amphibians, aggravating their survival challenges. In light of the current status of amphibian
conservation in China, several protective recommendations are proposed to mitigate the decline of amphibian populations,
including: (1) strengthening the construction of amphibian monitoring networks; (2) optimizing the design of amphibian
conservation areas; (3) enhancing law enforcement and supervision to effectively combat illegal activities threatening
amphibians. Additionally,there is still significant room for further research in the study of amphibian decline due to the
complexity and uncertainty of human activities, climate change, and diseases. Given the existing gaps in research on
amphibian decline, the paper proposes future directions, particularly the application of emerging technologies, such as
artificial intelligence and remote sensing,to monitor amphibian populations more effectively and identify potential threats in
real time. Cross-disciplinary collaboration between fields such as geography, data science, and ecology will be vital for
developing innovative strategies that can address the multifaceted challenges facing amphibian conservation. Ongoing and
continuous research and monitoring efforts are vital to understanding and mitigating the causes of amphibian decline,
ensuring that effective conservation strategies are in place to protect these critical species. These efforts will contribute to

better understanding and responding to this global issue.

Key Words: amphibians; the situation of decline; threat factors; biodiversity; habitat loss; climate change

P Sl 2 i A S D RE AN R BE (e (9 B 248 7 A, RN, 20 TiE2 70 SRR LLR , WA 3l ) 76 42 SRV
PSRRI 419 WP RR G K 4 jgi | B AT A sz U A s, TR R T R LUK
FIRL 40 RAF AL S 2 U0 R R | & A 5 56 B 1 () ), AR 22 4 IXC T8 X B ek 248 25 T G 288 40 ol 53
i PRV 3 PRS2 R ik 37.5% ,357 RRERFI R 42.09% 0 2 BUBI RN FEC NS SR
WA B [ A AR v A 2 i iR S 3 S TE R 3G E R e e oK Bh e R R R
BT A, U0 A R AR W) ZREE R A b AT 50 A5 S0 1Y) R 2 )

E 1989 45— Ji tH A WA T 2 2 K 45 b, W sh P 8500 1 DR T B bl & B S — Fh s sk 42
I 5 25 [ B R 22001 58 22 51 2> ( National Research Council, NRC) JF eI 2 | &1 X5 W4 # 3 4 3= 1B 1Y) [a] Bk 47
REEVHEN L, RS R AIEE R TR A2 G IR AEST ., 2004 4F 2022 45T J (1 B K 42k
PEPIR SR BCITAG DL AR e 3R B — FR AR SESCIR A = i BF S (B, AR SCHR AL 1T 32 6 i St L il
B, ACEET Web of Science #2005 8 £ ZE AN E R 5 | SCHHE 2, LA amphibian | decline 45/E 3278
SCHER] R JE] 5 B4 1990—2023 4F | SCRRZE IR $E Article” 1 Review” , X 8di 847 26 55 wEAT T 3h i ik
KL ER 6712 T STHR , 2 00 A SCRROC B a1 3L BRI 3E (18 1) A SBT3 (36 1), KL A G 2l ) 5
IRWFFE AR St 38 DGR i) e 1R % AR R AT LA ARk B AR E AR TP AR A R L C R
H AR A Z RO R 2 RS SE T, A SO BT AF ST, IR 45 P S PG 2 5
RSB SR AT R | U R PR 2 ) S iR ARG B 2R W) Z R A T 8l iR 2 %

1 AlEERBEEHAR

SERAYIZREVEIEAE R, TP S R AR IR A AR D S HE S W L, WA B 1
BORETE LU s B R RAE 20 HEZD 70 AR, 3 b DX I TRV 215 G S L i R4 JE S 249 FEOK A I i
(Bufo canorus) " 3 )k 25245 B B WE & ( Eleutherodactylus) 'Y B 28 5 IR T et 20 40 80 4E1R LU
K, G T PRI F R T R AN AR XA (i 1 22 0 (I 2) B 17— 2 470 Xl 9 A 28 3 A 0 )
B, BWEER (B, periglenes) & RHITIA RN = 25 AR R A D G R SEAFAE . 1987 4F 4—5 it 1500 H
o Al XU 38 7 A L 2% R ) B B A MR AT S, 0 —AF S5 U — H A B e 12l & B TRD R B £

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



8 HWoCE 4 SR it 3595

L T
B i
3
» W
E* %
AN

@
B 1 Az REH R KRR HLIEE
Fig.1 Keywords coexistence network of research on amphibian decline
F1 PRI FIRH T A STk S SIS (H 20)
Table 1 Keywords frequencies in research on amphibian decline ( top 20)
B K] B s PSiiat| LI8/8
Number Keywords Frequencies Number Keywords Frequencies
1 Pitfi 3% Amphibian 1333 11 W Salamander 126
2 AR Chytridiomycosis 661 12 PR Disease 117
3 PiRi25 2R Amphibian decline 603 13 AEIHIEE Xenopus 114
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UV-B §@ 5 52 I sh ) i) OB | S BURR R T 58 S SR S I IR iR S 45 5 7E 78 25 05 T s o [R]INF UV-B 48 55F
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X ZH AT A 1 e A 4 of 7 A B RO, — TS 4G B AE UV-B 4 R 5 — BLE RS B R
( Bufo) ZE AN ( Rana ) WRHISHY S 6 SO #5800 8 5 Bl B A8 A% . S f ikl 7 10, UV-B & 5T
TS T IS G ) =R 2 ZEHLH 0 E A . (1) UV-B 857 S0 DNA 45145 Rl 5z 40 i Hh 1)
SR EIRAT LA B B i i SR 5 S0 P 0 L R T A0 LA A 2R —4 R 10 BRI (2) JGRA i RE F AR LA K UV -
B 555 T 1043 A5 B SR T4 1T BB F T HAh 2 ) BE A B B I, (45 5% 5 (3) UV-B Hi it
T IS IO SR | DA% 3 T SR AT SR 8 V8 1 P A e R R o S [ VAR 4 A T G ) o 32 58 58
LR ER AT, BB IRl — R SR AU IE B ARS8 SN AT R, A e A Sl AR
VR e LR ( Nanorana parkeri) SARHEAR I 25 X 28 SN 14 B g BB, 58 A1 2 REURT i v LU AZ: ek 2 ik 32
B i A A A N 87 8l N TR U 717 11 = W A -l VAR N O S R R I A s A P ST B LS
APk,
2.4 WA

FIAiS E 605 R B2 (6 Sk 32 A A0 L0 e 7 JSE sh ) BT A2y A B o B
o DR A TR 15 | A 11 A1 R 25 TG Sl 0 R ety > 17 AROR A e P2 e 2 i bt 5750 T P AV 30 A 5 v 2
KA IR HFEZ T
2.4.1 A

W55 1 ( Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis ) JEL 1 Chytridiomycota [ THE— R0 20 142 90 4EAR7E IR
DA B 22 M AT 52 B Lyl R bR, i JC R IS S FIAE T, S50 R Bl A I 5 e 1 X S8 3l ) 110 3R B 7%
b, IR T BB , 3 e A 1 A R A T O A R Y AR 2 A, A R S AT B A s
(4 R IFAIL TR R e — e O o el T U 8 0 3 sk 2 T A T G 3 0 4 A 1 2 AR AV 3 ) R
MR TE F . R B RIS E TS TR0 P PR AU N AR AR 7 22°C TR 4ad 4—5 RIG I &
B USRS TR T IR LR IEE AN L YR AR F B I R, B R T RERE A IR A
FAbIL B R AR Wt IRPEN R LRSI A S R BOE TN BRI AR RS IR S Y
AR BOE IR 20 17—25°C (HZRX A B B AEAEARIR (7—10°C) T EPHMR F HAE R R RIR T 447 3h
HF RO Z 0 sh T '  Greenspan' " W T LB Qnfuf 52 mi J& e 3 g 2% UE WA 43 K 32 88 T 29°C
FIREET 4 /NS AR PN ERIS I (L. caerulea) S PRFFFE 18°C AT YN S ML A LU | JERGY5i BE FNFE T 6 5 35 AR,
e B P R X AR, 25/ 500 Ff TG 1) R S Sk e ek A B I S BOE T A 2019 ARk R B 7E 42K
PN X AR I A B ORI AR b S U2 8 R S U 9 R AR BRI R TR A R &
(7] — 0 A AN [ P 30 AR % B BOR e e o 1) 2y ST A AR 22 5 . (e TR H 3h Wb 459% 19 7™ B IR FUK 46
ARG IR Atelopus , Craugastor F Telmatobius™ 752 N FI A5 JE 0 F 0 XM 42 10 1) 78 o Je i
(R. boylii) ", BUATHEVE Lo MEVE SR 4 AT P R0 T 258 5) e R JRR e ) A T R 14 XU 5 B85 (1 2 AT L
MR MR HISE ) YRR (B S B A ) A OG0 S8 NI O A U 8 1) g A5 PR T A B X
PRIIK A7 BT B 32 BR A G FE BT S M de R % et AT A M b X 25 5 BT, 900308 e X 0 R Tk 0
BRAFIE AR 1O BRI MK A A B T I 0 b 32 e At B R M S SO R T R R G S vh T A
[T AR BV A, A B TR A R Al R I FE T L WA B4 1) SR SRR BB Ak 37 BT B2 IR A
Yyae T LA A B i s AR S8R . 5 50 BMARAR FL B A 1A AT R HLA TG A4 2 Y B AR, andit
B K ( Antimicrobial peptides, AMPs ) FIHEAE A B, - T REAE B G F AT B8 T A5 8500 6 K 1 ey 0 227 () Bl sl £
el A PR 5 035 IO R T 28 B a1 R A RS T A B 1 A R G A AR R S LR i R 3R R e A T
() 5341 FEAE 4 57 ) S AP R IR s 1 S 0 20 A B T Rg i, 5 AR IR 25 AR LA OC
2.4.2  BRWEAE

KIRWE ( Salamandra salamandra) FREECE7E 2010—2013 4E[EIH /D T 96% , W Wi 4% B ( Batrachochytrium
Batrachochytrium J& W55 A B B0 Tk B R R E X R F AR gl R B ek B AT

salamandrivorans)
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PR WA T H (Anura , Urodela #11 Gymnophiona) , H5EARFEPZE ,%%ﬂ?%ﬁ@ﬁﬂf?ﬁ EaE , Ho gy B
H (Urodela) "™, el o i) A Kl IR 290 10—15°CH ) BEAFIE T 5—25°C ", HUBe R IR 2,
SRR (AN SR AR T B AR i o R T A R R U £ B A 1 B R A e
BRI B4 A LT 0 A 8 4 AR 00 L Pl T IR AT T 15 e B 00300 S O 2R, TR L A o A T 194 2 7 R 328 4k kL
BN R TT RESE ALY e TR TR W A B B AT ARS8 B M PR B A T, T RE 2 05 R I Y A
an g I R A RS TR T AR, AL AT 3 4 [ I 52 ) T R e A T 5 ) A R S
A R A %o et BT 1) SR R IRAFAEAR K 22 57 . SEI R BB T IO A9 8 H — B R i A oy Je e e 2%
FET il — L5 7= N A4 8 H T LATE R G e A P AR S A7 61 A G 52 ekt AT 1) G 8 B A T
REAS 2 PR il e Wt R B, I FLA T B T BE R e B A1 56 B AW ( Notophthalmus viridescens ) 7]
I SR ek A P R EE At R, Xl SR b Bt e B R B, I LR g ek A T 179 P O 2 R T IR WE A v
SR T X A DR 1) S
25 Ay

PRI ) 22 B4 A I AR 3 T K58 AR I e 45, B JER I, 32 8 5, X PR ST MO M 5 L4 I RE
551200 R nT AV A AR R SR A BREE ) F5 A, x2S e S KA R I R B AR AR R R AT N U, T
JR T B VE 2 W R AR A2 T 0 B BB RE WIS G W R8O RO P s Y X AT 20 1 BOE ST
BB 25 B A AGE BT R R 22512 SRS Y B R A e a1 xR 4 X FR R
A 2SR GE RS LT AT FURT RS R S0 R ATE A P BASI HE  RLPY  FE ALY RS
B SOEARLER AT LA A Sl R TEXT 7= YU (Alytes obstetricans ) WIS HEAT ) — T0UGAOUL S 56 v
BEE TR B ARG 0, SRHIk A B8 £ A RIS RAR L Y 52 I 1) 52 R R A 3 R SR BE (1.8 < 10° Mok /mL)
FI TR T R SRR SE T B 4 R e ( Physalaemus cuvieri ) WL 5 52 T R IG5 KL (PE-
MPs) W1 3, PE G088 RE 23 75 5 4 7R 16 8 08 e} i) S vh BRUZR 5 AR 1 300 JHF 5 4 IS 7 19 R R 248 i 2 7
PR AR AR A SRR AR S R S TR R RTIE R S R B A B AT Bh A P 40 | 5 AR S A s IR
U O Y A B AR BRI SRR O T R AR AR SRR BRI (2,4-D = SUE A
R Sh P AERE AR 5 TR \2,4-D TR0 B L I S LA PR Sh A gh i B K R R AT
— R IRG RTINS YA F R, SEUe R, 5 [ rb 7 o 26 0K b fff 1T A LA AR 35 0] ( DO A Bk
FI) A S TR R AN = R U)) TR AW X 59 (R, pipiens ) @ HUAE K& B A /R T L B R i RS &
HbamERR, 5w ks BeE O EMMsh G EHRZ —, —SiFREZUEN N
Wi (Cr( VD)) TR BAEPINIZh Y hi S T At A JE Rt AR R M 0 A, E A T A 23 i
S PG 80 400 1 i RN L PSR, A A A T g e o £ XURS A R T
2.6 SRR AR

HISRA R AR BB A A T S FE P G S D R R 4 () E B R 22— X 415 G A
PR OB 7 o B TTAT DA Bl i 6 SR A5 AR AR HURIBEIE 1 A 4% , S 25 S AV B b 1 S0 X AR
PR S 7= A A s 0 IR AR IS R G 5 Z BIAAR L B OK A A W B R BLRE T e W B B
ZHMKRIEMR SR Y M0 A0k (Lithobates catesbeiana) (FEYH SEIRIFEEEUR ( Procambarus clarkii) WA
LTI A AR AR o TP SRR )2 5 A AS 3 9 G 2l 40y Ok % 2 2 8 A7 A DI, %o Y
R HANE 24 R T RE S INAS M B sh i BB T 56 RO R W ah S i A m > A ek K
RIS A X B 2R 1 HET RIS (S WA S (AT | LR B A S | R
2 e RIS ) D KRR ST A T A SO IR K R G b o RS IR S ) s . 2 SO A5 1 PP o
FE PR LR b AR A AR AR e X A b e 288 1) 52 M ¢ B, AR ML S A A ik AARE 15 AR SR ATI A TS D i R i A, 4
B A\ AR A 10 A b e SIS 5 B 0 R E 18 0 AR T LU B B2 ok AR A M S R R R L E
IR 125 AN b BT BTS2 B S S U v FC B IR i S AROH G R T RS M A A A TR SRR
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B ARE R T REBUE AR A AT ORI . Pujol-Buxe SN WFSY R B, 16 5 50 QB AR R [C AT
IS8 ( Gambusia holbrooki ) FeAF A 30 4- 2 J5 , A HBER 71 ( Pelodytes punctatus ) X AMZE v FRJREL MR H TP
BB IR A R B R I AT 2 B B FERINE K ( Pelophylax perezi) MUHEAE A AR 5 G5
EUMEEMTEOL T & & IR B ILA , SRR RRAE T B AT s PR i e vk Rk Bl ", Nunes i
TEZEFE AT e B BLAT RS Sl et S ke e 2 0 S T 19 [, R R A D A B R
G A MR RIS AN I 22 58 1T gt st V5 g P EOR MBS JE I K4
2.7 ERA

VFZMsh iy I E R ] 2 H] WS A BF I E g N U A (AR R B ) o TE I B ek | jR 4L
e 455 e G PR G PR JB SR 9 | e S 8 ) N S ok B v ) A DO I A L R A B e 2 AR PR X e R
FHRT RAT I, BAF DA ERBE JE PG 055 2R 1 ) 58 1 1 DR e R S 2 e R Y e I U, ki WSS PR 47
P BOELSY) . RS 2R AT AR IR YT IEMK  SAE Y 25 5, 76 b 2R TR 7 O IR Rk i, B2 1
YHEAR &, WETR WEAN FuE WSSk B nT A2y B R R TH I G B R AR Tk Y s I A S o A LI
WA IR B R U . RS W) 52 5 i s vh Rtk | Al A st € 2 A 1) PG Sh A sz W, 7
EE 5 E Y 5 5 ik C i, 2017 4F 9 A 2 2018 4F 9 A slic sk 1 352 Pt A 2c 5y , B 8s T A il
FHSE YRR AR IE 0 A T DA SR = R i W 5 | ) S s, dn - LG g TR FUEE DL mEvE SRR SF R R 5
I ( Theloderma nebulosum ) B AR« Fe s A BTk 10 Ik, DARR I KOBEE (S, salamandra) V90 K i 8¢
Wi ( Cynops orientalis ) %54 TR 5T #5 hy E2XF G 0 I BR B2 2 AL IR T PP 2 4 TR A% 4, it e T A 2 i 3K
TR,

T A A PR AR TR R VR 22—, N 2 2 5% ok S A ol ) e B85 0 SR RN R FH 8 1 1 0 R S
K. MWARIKVEEIE , o BRI T A S IS iR (R Bl K 3 2 — (B X P 2R A 52 e TE7E T %, GAAL
JE b FE I 1980—2004 AR [A] W 24 09 =2 i, 330 1 31 M AR AL (B GAA2 R IITE 2004 4F
%2022 AR EE A FHOUZ 4 R FCIR OB IR Sh R P75 4k 256 A 32 U Wi Bl (9% ) , 22
ERIER TR,
2.8 YRhRHIE

R 1AM ZR | WA AR A A4 A A0 A 0 Sk R bt 2 52 i PG Bl ) 3R R R 0 XSS (1) B 7 T, b 30
A0 P AR 3k DA S 25 S R P R A R A DG PR 0 Mok i 2 i g 2 I, b A3 A
0[RS 5 M PR AV 2050 2K s XIS e 2 H e BB AR IR DR 3R b L5311 30 R /S B W ol el %o B B B
B AR SRR R 45 5 32 B AN R B AR AR A S ), BT T TR /NI R A B AL R I =1
T 5% S F th T R SSE— 2 B IR 4 RS ™) KRR Bh ) 18 18 HA SR A R e 2 B R 40 1, R A 5t I
MR s /N, FLE 258 5 i R SRR R, TR S TG A K KA e L7 Sodhi 55 il FHGE T4 84 3 H7
R IR TG 30 40 0 e 0 DR ) e 2 PR 2% AV 1 0 ) L 3 A7 9 T AR L5 A F 0 e T 1 DXL
15, MBS L/ AR K A S0 2 5 25 5 RAG I P, Cooper S50 T 3L ek 28 1) I 446 IRV 32 B2 B e 1
b P T8 /0N b 3L 5373 91 125 /0 P e 25 32 810 5 K1) B, 17 7 25 R 5 B 3 e 2 e, 51 BT 1] 45 M 2K
2 ALK
2.9 KRB PELE

21 AL Lk, OC T PRI ECE T B R R BIF IS B 22 G 2 IR AR EAE ] . 2 BRAR I 90 8 AR
B R[] 51K 2y DR 25 TR AR LA % T e, DR o 58 B AR P AT DA RRE R 7 JR A R M R B ') Green 48 3T & 1%
e, LA AL 505 G AR AR S BB AN S A A P S gl T BRI S B R (H I
A — AR EHEF I, WA TR B — AR R 2R R B0 K 40T RE 4 FL AR Y SR — R R
SEEU KL T INFEE WS P RS T RE AR LN A B R (0 I IR TR B Grant' P FEXT WA
LR 2K B R A — IR EE A R ARIFgE > rp B, KB v 1L P G o A 50 A R S BIR 2 A aod
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MZAHEAE TR R R 8 i, A B A FEARRARE b A b i) Ja o PR 3% 0 = N 2605 30
F 5, NGB E TN R T S E IR A5G E PR S N sl RS A S e R
b AR BN B, T4 R R Z (RN AH AR U0 SO W b ], — BB R 5% 23 4 Ak 2 35 e 4] 43 2]
W ML T2 2 BRI 7 RN R oy B SR A A RN i SR AR B A L b N R oA B
TR R I RO VE T, I ANk SR 5 MRl AR BE AN Y S 7R 4% MG B R 4EUZ A AN RO it ( i
I CGEFFRURERE 1)) &, SRR [ U8 18 4 i | fH S A8 Ak 23 BELAG 5L A2 25 TR B K52, 38 UV-B 4R 5,
2015 AR R SLARUZ A T R R A e s Lok ™ A 25 T 22—, 23 2015 4F 4 HRR AR D) Kol
e s JR IR A 2R AR RS , RSP0 2 A0 1 S 1) S AR T RE S I 2 ' S 2023 4F 9 H 21 H BT 4E
TP A HBLH 2015 4 IR B K BL 2SR, 2022 4F A 53 IR IES K LLiss R A e AR A A b Je L Hh B
AR TR 000 2R N St 25 B BT Bh 0 i XD TR 1) B e SEI R, B R AR i R AN R A R AR
MR (L. caerulea ) ELA B i (4 A 2 1 AE AR A PRUER L 67 S BREAEETRE LTIl 3 A 4 T BUM G
S R R A T AR At B T 1 AR R S R e A ) 2 REPE T Mantyka-Pringle ') 4
R BTG S b 2 RN A X6 42 ) 70 TR 5 M) - 25 26 W ik /U ) L DX B RS . Yang S5 (o FHBBE RIS T <0 fi
AT WA IR ik ( Quasipaa boulengeri ) 1S3 HL A2 R, 50 2] 2040—2069 F1 2070—2099 4FFE | IS 1 2E
Sk B B b BT 36% % T1% MRS IR SRS IR Sh e i 6 R RE S 1), FAR
BN, SR Akl PR Bl 1 32 M 8 e AR B, G 3h 4 T 8 2 kA% Yoo T AR 7Y L E SRR TRE S
PEF 38 N FEVS W W R R IR B 25 5 BB | I 2 R BT PR ERBREME (A. zeteki ) FUAT 7E 42 i dek A 17 01 55 303 14 201
BEME A2 B R ER G SERPET R IR SE T iS5 A2 Yui il A AR SR AR IR 45 PR 28
R B it ] B LA PR 2 R — RS 8 v i A TC 22 R B I B, BRI S o M v 1) DX 3k mT LA %
figp S AR AT M T o A S Hg A 2 B AR 7 i e S I R AR Al i s e — 30
S E R A S M 3t 2 i a5 ] P IR 23RN N £ KWL ( Solenopsis invicta ) Y AAR , R IUAR Y ZRARER AR HAS i
S EARARAR MR T 2 MM A A 0 T S RO B E A T 3h ) A S AL A I AR R A £
S A TEAEANTE BAE B AR5, IR ARl X i T P9 1 47 A1 2 Xof A s, V9% A5 42 g 8 11
TR Z— DA ), VR R ik B A R AR T 3, A i EAG kAt DA e SR 3 IS 30T e R AR AS b P AT 3014
ARIRBEE PR 87 A, YR AR 235 i SN DR 22 6T G 3h 4 A S AR B L TREIR S LA A
RN HL 58 AR B 7K AR W Rl o o B e 2 5 1t 033 918 L/ 0N 60 R ARG 0 o 1 1 B ) <2 A 8 b 2 2% A
Wi LR B R 2R R 2 A2 B e Al A A A g TR R B 2 b iR i, 22 R S AR T A
W,

3 NAHRRMNHPEREEDHRPEETR

AT S 400 T 6 25 K B AR A 7 o A8 S & B A T SR XD B Wi iR B T L, A
HL X1 AT Sh 0 9 20 R R 2 A0 5 G iR R 0 % T s PR 3288 AR R E | AR B (AR [ A7
BARER, P E PRSI B ] (37.5% ) 2 BEE T GAA2 Al I 2 BRI 3932 BUbh HL 191 (40.7%) 127
AR T 2015 4R E WIS 2L (040 375 ) BOVPAG 45 5L (43.19%) 777 25 0 WS PTG AR 5 45 31 4 T A S B 2
St LGS T AE— s R o [ BT S R IR O L TRk F R I 4 B AT A KR P
W2 E R, AR T 20, AR EZEMK LS TR, 5S2ER—8, 357 fH
WS T 42.0% 952 BRI, 26 T3 FE WK RS2 Bl i L 491120 et o 19 47 300 0 1) 52 o 0
R, A SCH LR AR L

(1) T8 o 0 G 3 i PO 28 A 5% M S ST A 0 2 R e 4P B 1 8 L) A B T
WRFT RN AR RE R Rl K 4a (O Z5 S ANHLIR 170 2011 454 [ WG 2 W ) T4 « W 6 2K S W3t e 31
WS B ] 309% LA _E A BIREAAIEL, 2020 4L 00 TFJ T op [ E Ui RS Y WA IC AT 3 4 T4k o BB
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FIBFSE 35 HI PR 58 DNA | A I B i | D0 v S8 A o A T 45 0 R O ¥ % R 8L (Andrias davidianus ) | K 3 W5
( Liangshantriton taliangensis) P EYEWE (B, gargarizans) 7 EMIE (R, chensinensis) 2 Wifi I T s 4T T K
ST RG2S W L RS R  (EL A% W DX sk R A BT e 0 R, A7 DA SR T 4k
SN IT PG 20y 49 W T ) % %) 1R S A, 7 R M I ARE DX T 398 s 00 %o S A 5 |, A1 Sk s B AR it &
55T, S B OCHE PP ) b e Sl 25 14 i I LI 5 7

(2) DALl sh Py O B R X, WG R b 3t 2k S PG Sl ) 22 e v /b i) SRR, DR X AR AP AR )
Zo PR (A% R, G Ao BR ) A TG 3 | A2 - i P 3 oK A1 0 s R S e g R 2 FE R AR AR
K ST ORI DS s A B 220k B N2 3KE | BUA TR XA EAR R A 4P 23 i, it 709 19
WEICAT S AT 32 B ORY X AT SR, 28 X A 48 v 101920 SR o [ SRR DX 1 45 LA e 2L 3 4
LA 32 SHEY PIG SI ) FCA T S OCTEAS L, A4 X P8 WA 3h 4 1 A B 7 2 R N ™ R 3
Yy AP AER Uy, ) 25 AR R AR DR g R DX R C A PR X B 5 P Sl 1) DA 4 e A s, o
SRR M ORI AT RS AT AT B ) SE AR R N A S TR, AR s R I S A EEEE

(3) IR BGE RS Ty B, D AT o & W sh ) a0 R REAT o Sl BRI HIAL 30 v A2 gl 0 3 G 2l 2 1 P
TFRIEE A P 32 U BT 2 0 e A SR P A L 081322 725 T 2R 52 0 AT R AR A et
FE S BRI AR AR 25 B ELE B, REUN 2 ikt & rh N R A A T
ROR PR S A A AT E 65 R R 3, N2 A B e 2R B0 BRI, & UM RS, g A BTSN /D FRAE 7 HI R
T PR AR E R TR bR e S VG T | LA i 1 24 R (L, AR 0 R 0 A2 B R A A B
SE, AR, — S PIEY Fh A0 FE PE SR ( Tylototriton yangi) T (0 EH WM EH &, W IRE TEYH 5 h .,
AL TSN DX A A B A PRV Sl A T A Bk 0 E RIAR 533 0 B | A 4 O™ T SIS TG 3 ) 4 I
SRARZR BRI X — VI AR A B FRFEA T8, IR T 1 A B O I () 4k S B AREA T (A
N BN B AR S s ) Sk A MR R B RHEHOE R st 2 SRR I S ) 0 B UK 3T
IR IREE AREAE A AS by ARE T [ AR A BRI SR AR R AT Sy, NS Ah ok A2 A i s
TG

4 HitREZ

PIRGZE FER © B R 2 A ) 2 RIS U G T A TR S R AT, 0 A A X A G ) 23R ) ] o R £ 7
—ERE LOSA TR AR, BEE T E AV SRR @4 5 GAA2 S5 [ KA E PrZ AU A Y
PEAT , IR SE R TIRAT T BBt g . — RAVIWE ST MATAG 72 R W] 2 pR TR il 1 518 E
B R BTSN Sy s AR, DI S I8 ) SR B 2 MR A A Y 3R SN P
P IL R PR SR SR — DR BRI B 5% H AN [R) 23245 B IO AE F ML, JEEL T 25 28 32 AR B X g A 3l
W 8 B, (ELXH T A 0y B0 S v s ) B T 55, PT RE i T T SRR AN BB AR Y , PTG S 7 LB A A7 2 1]
HY IR AL R B2 2 Y R 2232 ) 22 B R L [R] 9K 5

[ BT ARG AR AT SR B, P S8 1) 38 [R) RO R A A RO R 52 Bz AL, PTG Sl 490 14 3 1R 1] AR A
20 tH4E 70 AEAR T W E) S SeBRATREEE RS 20 42 90 AEARRLE R R B R R sk S (HE
G D AT S B s TR T B 18 SRl R A B RE R Sy BT 4
B SRy e R S PR B2 AN TF R SR 1E B A A2 IR IR R i AR S S2 R B Y AR
Z/NRUBERIESEHE S A BRI ST B, 22 )5 R0 4 RT3l ) R RUBE A A 45 R T L-F- AR e W], MG 3l )
(R KL FENLAE IR, R G DA AL . AR WISl s 18 A J DR S AT 00y B ) B e 1 Dy 1 e 14 1 o2 B
AERE, — FRZIRI TG BEBEBITTRA B R U sl A7 Bl 2% 0 S8 4F X0 5238 BN 1Y
ERNHEAWTAZ A JE

X fie B B A R B AR S ek URAR X IR R AR AL R ) A= ) 2o 7 £ ok
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FRACHIFEM ), AR AR AR AT SR 1) At XU, 23 B 4 3R 0 T 3k, JCHEX WAl sl . A Rx <
1A U PIBE R OGTE . Tim Caro 255 &I, A3 23U THAFAT A Z R R A SRS IH R i 3, <
TSk T8 SRR BT, B R IR SO e il s 1 . GAA2 Pl 7, 2004 4 LISk 39% i IR 4)
FiCTR O BAG TR ORI B M 2 (37% ) , I HLAM5E A5 Ak 1 L 1 52 ) m] B AT AR A% 27, 4T,
A EFE PR L) AP T 14 1) R = B85 S A A A 2 T ELRLAL Y, 2 T 30 2w B o AL e PR 3R
A S BB TR RIS B TFR Y G L bt R 3 A 3 S Sl e S 1 ARG sl A R T T 2 4 IR
S KT 11 0 7T B 2 T A 280 Sl T 28 7 A 5 DR 2 2 1 A 00 A D B TR 0 0 . ( Amphibian
Population Declines: 30 Years of Progress in Confronting a Complex Problem ) ffFisf2548 H | H A 5 2 A8 fE X
P S S ECIE A A R . X — WL 5 e IR AR B A A A DI TR P e 2 e A9 S5 4
B P A G o A B k0 GAAT W5 1980—2004 4F A 8 4 2 2k sk J3E O & = W Bl 4 =
W7 AR GAA2,2004—2022 414 S B E SR 2 A L) U, S 939% 1Y 52 R PRI A A, A0 A2 A2
SEINK A AR B4 ORI B, 48 b AR SO ) A A PR Sl ) R IR LR e A6 8 5 G B
TERATS 2 P SRR T P AR ARt i T2 8 0 it DAL, LA 728 Aty Sf 1) 67 T S Wi AN BB b 7, SRR 1
PRSI AEAF FE AL, AN /N

IR WA P T e IR LT DA AR A — B ) P ek A1 B AN Ay 2 SR g T G 2l ) 0 BOH B T B
Batrachochytrium J& {ME—aF B , L2 2013 4F Hi ] J& BR R A o o 0E . IRIEAT B8 19 18 RIE IS e )1z,
(ELX IR MEAT AR R A S RIS , R 12 AR AR B P 28 2 5 D A 8 5 — A iy . R SR MR WL T B 4 R A
BRI A8 5 DU T et AT A G 1 S T T 2 R A B P A R A
WM AT DA P RS TR M, 24 25 3000 7 AR IR A B At , Martel 763 150 4F M S R IENE ( C. ensicauda ) 1Y
R AS TR I B T AT B pl TR T B R I AR, L 43 O T R B IR ST, SR
HRFBIERE (. viridescens ) [F) s JEk A e - pA7 FHISE WS A T Lo SR b B e B Ay 35, O LR s e i T 114 R W5 07 25 5
JER Y AT B U P IR PR 1) G B AN [ et T, (R SR X e T LA 0 G Bl AL 7 47
SR Z L/ o e A R R BTt e [+ SRR 1) S R BIE S ARy B 2, MR MR A TR ) R L ok R 6 9 By A s 5 g —

Zoad JLA AR AT ST, 0T WG Sl e 3 0 B AR T 58 2 sy, SR Eh T AN A 4 RS | H 4™ E A A
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