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Abstract ; Lake wetlands are important habitats for birds. Wetland birds are considered as the key indicator of lake ecosystems. It
is important to understand the relationship between wetland bird diversity and its ecological factors. We investigated 7 major lakes
in Anging floodplain wetlands, middle-lower reaches of the Yangtze River, during July — August, 2011. A total of 82 species of
birds were found belonging to 14 orders and 35 families, of which resident birds accounted for 32.9% , summer migrators accoun-
ted for 45.1% , waterfowls accounted for 34.6% . Carnivore, insectivore and Omnivore made up 30.5% , 30.5% and 23.2% of
the total birds, respectively. Dominant species in the wetlands were Chlidonias hybridus, Nyticorax nyticorax, Sturnus sericeus,
Garrulax perspicillatus , Passer montanus and Hirundo rustica. Among the 7 lakes, Huangda Lake ranked first in bird diversity in-
dex and species richness (H=2.123, S =50). Baidang Lake ranked last in bird diversity index and species richness ( H =
1.918, S=28). The species richness and diversity showed a positive relation to lake size, and a negative relation to disturbance
density, respectively. From the view of bird diversity protection, we suggested taking steps to reclaim farmland to lakes and recover
the vegetation in the lakes for increasing vegetation cover, wetland size and habitat types.
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Fig.3 Correlations between species richness, diversity index and lake size, disturbance density
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Appendix 1 Birds in Anging floodplain wetlands
S EsRtR o34 Bt RIPER S3 AR
—  [#ES H Podicipedifomes
(—) KEESHFL Podicipedidae
1 /NBBIES Tachybaptus ruficollis 2] C abd LHCZBPPGW
2 KRR Podiceps cristatus 3 C abd LHCZBPPGW
. #JEH Ciconiiformes
(=) %} Ardeidae
3 &% Ardea cinerea mE C abed H CZ
4 B Ardea purpurea = C a H
5 W% Ardeola bacchus B C ahd LHCZBPPGW
6 45 Butorides striatus hiiid C ab LHCZPW
7 4-75% Bubulcus ibis = C abd LHCZBPPGW
8 KH# Egreita alba hiiid C abed CZBW
9 W% Egretta intermedia =i C abed LHCZBPW
10 H¥ Egretta garzetta B C abed LHCZBPPGCW
11 %% Nyticorax nycticorax -] C abed LHCZBPPG
12 BEPEZEM Ivobrychus sinensis =1 C abd LHCZBPPGCW
13 ZE2EJE Ixobrychus cinnamomeus B C abd LHPW
14 27525 Ivobrychus eurhythmus =3 C ab W
15 BH Ixobrychus flavicollis = C ab LCZBW
= JEJEH Anseriformes
(=) 1%} Anatidae
16 BEMENS Anas poecilorhyncha = [0} ab “21 LHCZW
17 #3 5% Nettapus cormandelianus B 0 ad A1 H
0 AJEH Falconiformes
(PU) &Pl Accipitridae
18 M. Milvus migrans = C ac E=hII LH
(7)) H##F} Falconidae
19 414 Falco tinnunculus 24 C d [ESQII L
H WIEH Galliforms
(75) MEFR} Phasianidae
20 HEXY Phasianus colchicus &3 0 cd H1 LH
7N B H Gruiformes
(-£) ZHEESEL Turnicidae
21 W = HEEY Turnix tanki B 0 d Al L
(V) BUBE Rallidae
22 TN S, Amaurornis akool B [0} ab PG
23 HE S, Amaurornis phoenicurus =3 0 ab PG
24 H XY Gallicrex cinerea =1 0 d H CZ
25 MK Gallinula chloropus &3 [0} abd LHBPPGW
+ % H Charadriiformes
(JL) 7KHERL Jacanidae
26 JKHE Hydrophasianus chirurgus -1 0 a LHCZPGW
(+) #9%} Charadriidae
27 JKKFH XY Vanellus cinereus B (0} b LHCZPW
28 4MEMS Charadrius dubius B C b W
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LS i o ootz A S A i
(+—) 8%} Scolopacidae
29 HMERERS Tringa ochropus i C H
30 K¥b4E Gallinago megala i 0 L
(=) #EKSH} Sternidae
31 ZPFRY Chlidonias hybridus B C abd LHCZBPPGW
32 HAMERY Sterna albifrons " C abd PG
J\ #%JE H Columbiformes
(+=) M58} Columbidae
33 ILHEKENS Streptopelia orientalis 24 G cde LHCZBPPGCW
34 BREBENG Streptopelia chinensis 2 G cde LHCZBPPGW
35 KIBENS Streptopelia tranquebarica G ¢ H
JU B%E H Cuculiformes
(+p4) #:ESF}F Cuculidae
36 /NFSEY Centropus toulou g 1 bd M1 HW
37 K#EY Cuculus canorus o 1 be 1 PG
38 W:HS Eudynamys scolopacea " F-1 ce A1 HP
- Wi#EH Apodiformes
(1) WIFER}F Apodidiae
39 HIEFIHE Apus pacificus o I ab H
+—  fhfE H Coraciiformes
(%) FREEL Alcedinidae
40 PEAL N Ceryle rudis w7 C ab 7z
41 L@ AR S, Alcedo atthis o2} C abd LHBPGCW
42 W%H53 Haleyon pileata = C ab P
+= #JHH Upupiformes
(&) WA Upupidae
43 # M Upupa epops 2 I ce LCZP
= #JEH Piciformes
(+/\) BAREE} Picidae
44 KRBT AK Y Dendrocopos major 2] I ¢ &1 P
+U 4 H Passeriformes
(+Ju) HREL Alaudidae
45 INmAE Alauda gulgula = 0 b L
(—+) #eF} Hirundinidae
46 ZZ3 Hirundo rustica =2 I abde A1 LHCZBPPGW
47 43 Hirundo daurica =2 1 abde A1 L HCZBPGW
48 IS I Delichon dasypus B 1 abde a1 p
49 EEYPIE Riparia riparia B I abde A1 L H CZ
(=) #4F Motacillidae
50 {848 Motacilla alba o ik I abe LHCZ
51 BEY4Y Motacilla flava Tif 1 ab p
52 W% Anthus richardi H ik G-1 d L
(=+=) %%} Pycnontidae
53 F13k% Pycnonotus sinensis e 0 cde LHCZBPPGW
(Z+=) 1195#} Laniidae
54 ZIEAA5T Lanius cristatus =1 I cde &1 LCZBPW
55 $2151A57 Lanius schach 4 C bede Al LHCZBPPGCW
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Fh A ENc Al RPN gl
(Z+m) #EF Dicruridae
56 MEJE Dicrurus macrocercus = I bede LHCZBPPGW
(Z+1) 5%} Sturnidae
57 M4 Sturnus nigricollis &3 (6] H
58 JKAEY, Sturnus cineraceus Ji (6] cde LHCZBPPGW
59 22 6HE Y Sturnus sericeus 4] 0 cde LHCZBPPGW
60 /\ &} Acridotheres cristatellus 2 0 de LCZBPPGW
(Z+7%) HFl Corvidae
61 JKE S Cyanopica cyana 24 I ce A1 LPW
(Z+t) #F Turdus
62 548 Turdus merula &3 F-1 cde HW
63 E80E Copsychus saularis 22 1 ce L
64 M7 RS Saxicola torquata Ji I be L
(Z=+/\) $58} Muscicapidae
65 f91i%Y Ficedula mugimaki Jiiid 1 be H CZ
(Z1JuL) HEBEF Cisticolidae
66 2113 Prinia inornata 4] 1 b LHW
67 2 R Cisticola juncidis B I b PW
(=) HJEF} Timallidae
68 MAGMEES Garrulax perspicillatus 22 0 ce Cz
(=+—) BEFEl Sylviidae P
69 HARE Cettia diphone H 1 c B
70 SR PERES Cettia fortipes =3 1 c CZ
71 MJEZER Acrocephalus bistrigiceps B I b
72 HKIT KR Acrocephalus orientalis =1 1 b LH
73 WAL Phylloscopus borealis Jiiid 1 c H
(=+=) LRl Paridae
74 K14 Parus major = 1 cde LPPGCW
(=+=) 4F} Passeridae
75 BE4E Passer montanus 24 G cde LHCZBPPGW
(=+m) #4ER Fringillidae
76 ML IEME4E Eophona migratoria ik G-1 cde H CZ PG
77 ML IEMESE Eophona personata Jiiid G-1 cde HB
78 4848 Carduelis sinica & G-1 bede HP
(=4+1) BFl Emberizidae
79 JK 38 Emberiza spodocephala hiiid 0 bed H
80 gAY Emberiza aureola Jiiid G-1 bed P
81 =B BY Emberiza cioides 7 G bed HB
82 549 Emberiza pallai hiiid G b L

#*C:REMND; GRS LAERY F-LAERERE;G-LESEHRY ;0. 28 M S a. Kl b 225 R o REAR EM
d: R H e JBRA L IREGY s H: 8 KW CZ: 58 75 B: 0 P IR PG i 0 s W2 ik B .



