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The occupied rate of microhabitats,sampled percentage of species and relative
abundance of butterfly community in the Three Gorge Reservoir Area of

Yangtze River
YANG Ping, DENG He-Li, QI Bo, LIU Qiong (Chongqing Station of Forest Pests Control and Quarantine, Yongchuan,

Chongqing, 402160, China). Acta Ecologica Sinica,2005,25(3) :543~544.

Abstract ; Butterilies are considered one of the most useful groups of organisms for monitoring environmental changes because
they are easy observe, highly diverse in microhabitat choices, and with survival of many species strongly subject to
environmental factors. The building of the Three Gorge Dam in the Yangtze River has raised concern about possible negative
impacts on the ecosystem resulting from construction work. Thus, a program of monitoring spectes in the area prior to dam
construction is important for assessing the post-construction effects. To achieve this goal, a survey of the butterfly community
structure was carried out at 35 sites in 10 counties within the Three Gorge Reservoir Area of Yangtze River from 1998 to 2003,
before the dam started to store water. This study investigated ;

(1) the structure and dynamic of butterfly communities, (2) intraspecific and interspecific relationship, (3)growth and
decline of populations and (4) interactions between the species and their environments. The monitoring protocol included 661
sampling lines, grouped into 80 microhabitatsbased on the characteristics in vegetation type and landscape.

The present article is the first in a series of reports to show results of the monitoring protocol. Characteristics of a few
parameters of butterfly communities in the Three Gorge Reservoir Area are given, including: (1) sampled percentage of a
species, (2)occupied rate of microhabitats of a given species and (3) relative abundance of a species. A total of 331 species
occurred among the 10780 individuals of butterflies recorded during the survey. Overall, 253 species were found in less than

10% of defined microhabitat types, whereas only 7 species were obtained from over 40% of the microhabitat types. Only 16
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species of butterflies were found from over 60 sampling lines, whereas 219 species were observed in less than 10 sampling
lines. Also, 21 species (6. 3% ) were considered as dominant, 125 (37.8%) as common, 103 (31. 1%) as unusual, and 82
(24.8% ) as rare. Only 22 species of butterflies, consisting of just 6. 6% of total species found, exhibited a value of relative
abundance index exceeding 0. 01. The patterns of butterfly species abundance and distribution in the Three Gorge Reservoir
Area approached a logarithmic progression distribution, favoring a niche pre-emption hypothesis. The environments of the
Three Gorge Reservoir Area were found to be generally harsh to the survival of butterflies, with few dominant common
species. The nest article of the series will report other parameters of butterfly Communities in the Three Gorge Reservoir Area,
including diversity indexes and evenness.

Key words :butterfly ;community ;structure ;parameter ; Three Gorge Reservoir Area of Yangtze River
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Table 1 The surveying points of the studies on community structure of the butterflies
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Table 2 The occupied rate of microhabitats, sampled percentage of species and relative abundance of the butterflies in the Three Gorge

Reservoir Area of Yangtze River

* Oompied e W NG WY REEROQ0 D #E HRSE
Specics of microenvi Orc‘:hn-— percentage Orc.:lln— Relative Orfima— Numerical
Fonment ation of species ation abundance tion grade
A EHl Papilionidae
& BRI Troides aecacus (Felder et Felder) 3.75 30 0. 61 60 4. 64 78 2
B RS Byasa alcinous (Klug) 10 25 3. 33 43 35. 25 49 3
KBB R Byasa impediens (Rothschild) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
ZEMABE Byasa polyeuctes (Doubleday) 3.75 30 0. 45 61 3.71 79 2
TR Pachliopta aristolochiae (Fabricius) 7.5 27 1. 82 52 18.55 63 3
WBE R Chilasa agestor (Gray) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
/INBPERYE Chilasa epycides (Hewitson) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
X R Papilio memnon Linnaeus 11. 25 24 2.12 50 22. 26 59 3
& X8 Papilio protenor Cramer 30 10 7. 56 26 57.51 35 3
EERY Papilio alcmenor Felder et Felder 8. 75 26 2.12 50 23.19 58 3
KRR Papilio macilentus Janson 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
E#H RS8R Papilio polytes Linnaeus 32.5 9 11. 35 14 138. 22 12 4
EBERE Papilio helenus Linnaeus 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
TR Papilio nephelus Boisduval 2.5 31 0. 3 62 5.57 77 2
ERRRYE Papilio paris Linnareus 8. 75 26 1. 82 52 12. 99 69 3
HRW Papilio bianor Cramer 32. 5 9 8. 32 23 73.28 30 3
PR Y Paplio arcturus Westwood 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
M % RS8R Papilio xuthus Linnaeus 30 10 13.16 10 181. 82 10 4
2 R BE Papilio machaon Linnaeus 18. 75 19 4. 69 35 44.53 43 3
RENM Agehana elwesi (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
H R Graphium sarpedon (Linnaeus) 22.5 16 8. 94 20 126.16 16 3
BREEH R Graphium chironides (Honrath) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
T EH R Graphium cloanthus (Westwood) 1. 25 32 0.3 62 1. 86 81 1
A RE RS, Pazala euroa (Leech) 3. 75 30 0. 61 60 3. 71 79 2
&P R Pazala alebion (Gray) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
YA SR8 Pazala timur (Ney) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 3. 71 79 2
BB Pazala mandarina (Oberthiir) 3. 75 30 0. 61 60 5.57 77 2
W R Meandrusa sciron (Leech) 1.25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1

BRER] Parnassiidae
KB HYE Parnassius glacialis Butler 1. 25 32 0. 45 61 4. 64 78 2

¥ Bl Pieridae

BB Dercas lycorias (Doubleday) 10 25 2.12 50 17. 63 64 3
WE Ok Colias erate (Esper) 18. 75 19 4. 09 38 38. 03 45 3
¥R 2R Colias fieldii Ménétries 18. 75 19 4. 39 36 49. 17 40 3
RO HABE Eurema hecabe (Linnaeus) 56. 25 1 39. 64 1 658. 63 1 4
REIB BE Gonepteryx mahaguru (Gistel) 8. 75 26 1. 97 51 31. 54 51 3
¥ 8k Gonepteryx rhamni (Linnaeus) 8.75 26 1. 82 52 13. 92 68 3
B e ¥ 88 Gonepteryxr amintha Blanchard 17.5 20 5.29 32 56.59 36 3
FRARBEM Y Delias subnubila Leech 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 1. 86 81 1
KBEK I Aporia largeteaui (Oberthiir) 10 25 1. 82 52 41. 74 44 3
KM B Pieris rapae (Linnaeus) 48. 75 3 24.21 4 413.73 4 4
RERMYE Pieris canidia (Sparrman) 53.75 2 37.22 2 603. 89 2 4
W% BKE M B Pieris napi (Linnaeus) 30 10 6. 66 29 63. 08 32 3
RO KIS Pieris melete Ménétriés 20 18 3. 63 41 37-11 47 3
KIBE W Pieris extensa Poujade 5 29 0. 91 58 9. 28 73 2
KIEB Y Talbotia nagana (Moore) 3. 75 30 1. 36 55 13. 92 68 2
RRBERYE Anthocharis scolymus Butler 3. 75 30 0. 45 61 5. 57 77 2
YT Anthocharis cardamines (Linnaeus) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
B /N Leptidea gigantea (Leech) 5 29 1. 36 55 10. 21 72 2
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INBTEE Leptidea sinapis Linnaeus 2.5 31 1. 06 57 20. 41 61 2
PEE A} Danaidae
R Danaus genutia (Cramer) 6. 25 28 1. 36 55 7.42 75 3
o H B Tirumala septentrionis (Butler) 3.75 30 0.45 61 2.78 80 2
KB Parantica sita (Kollar) 17.5 20 4. 24 37 57.51 35 3
B Amathusiidae
K B BRBRAE Faunis aerope (Leech) 1. 25 32 0. 76 59 4. 64 78 2
RIS Stichophthalma neumogeni Leech 5 29 1. 06 57 10. 21 72 2
B g Stichophthalma howqua (Westwood) 10 25 2. 87 45 18. 55 63 3
iR 4 &l Satyridae
BB Melanitis leda (Linnaeus) 8. 75 26 2.72 46 22. 26 59 3
i BEAR 9K Melanitis phedima Cramer 3. 75 30 0. 91 58 5. 57 77 2
BIRIE Lethe dura (Marschall) 10 25 2. 57 47 48. 24 41 3
B SR YR Lethe chandica Moore 23.-75 15 8. 47 22 90. 91 24 3
BY BB Lethe confusa (Aurivillius) 32.5 9 11.5 13 105. 75 20 4
WILEIR M Lethe insana Kollar 5 29 0. 61 60 3.71 79 2
LAY Lethe verma Kollar 10 25 1. 66 53 12.99 69 3
BRMEIBYEE Lethe violaceopicta (Poujade) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
BE IR Lethe nigrifascia Leech 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
ko AR ME Lethe labyrinthea Leech 3. 75 30 0. 91 58 7.42 75 2
W SEER 3% Lethe yantra Fruhstorfer 3.75 30 0. 61 60 3.71 79 2
P SRR % Lethe helle (1eech) 2.5 31 0. 45 61 3.71 79 2
B & MBIBIK Lethe albolineata (Poujade) 3. 75 30 0. 45 61 3.71 79 2
¥ RS Lethe christophi (Leech) 3. 75 30 0. 76 59 11.13 71 2
&G BARYE Lethe syrcis (Hewitson) 15 21 9. 08 19 269. 02 7 3
NEEEBYE Lethe marginalis (Motschulsky) 6. 25 28 0.91 58 11.13 71 3
BB YE Lethe laodamia Leech 2.5 31 0. 45 61 2.78 80 2
EMERYE Lethe diana (Butler) 3. 75 30 1.21 56 10. 21 72 2
H#w BIRYE Lethe lanaris Butler 7.5 27 1. 06 57 8. 35 74 3
ITEBEIRY Lethe manzora (Poujade) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
xR Lethe monilifera Oberthiir 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0.93 82 1
B A AR Lethe butleri Leech 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
i A AR M Lethe satyrina Butler 10 25 2. 57 47 34. 32 50 3
BT BHER Bt Neope armandii (Oberthiir) 3.75 30 0. 61 60 5. 57 77 2
BB YE Neope pulaha Moore 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
Tﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ Neope bremeri (Felder) 6. 25 28 0. 76 59 5.57 77 3
SR Neope muirheadii (Felder) 21.25 17 4. 99 34 46. 38 42 3
THREE Ninguta schrenkii Ménétriés 5 29 1. 36 55 13. 92 68 2
R ERYME Rhaphicera dumicola (Oberthiir) 8.75 26 1.21 56 10. 21 72 3
BAR 88 T'atinga thibetana (Oberthiir) 3.75 30 1. 06 57 8.35 74 2
BRI Lopinga achine (Scopoli) 2.5 31 0.3 62 2.78 80 2
L E B Lasiommata deidamia (Eversmann) 6. 25 28 1. 66 53 12. 99 69 3
LR Kirinia epaminondas (Staudinger) 5 29 0. 91 58 9. 28 73 2
/INBHR YR Mycalesis mineus (Linnaeus) 28. 75 11 9.23 18 87.19 26 3
8 JE IR ¥% Mycalesis gotama Moore 28. 75 11 9. 83 16 127. 09 15 4
B IBIRYE Mycalesis sangaica Butler 7.5 27 1. 82 52 15.77 66 3
PRBEIRYE Mycalesis francisca (Stoll) 32.5 9 9. 83 16 105. 75 20 4
H AR Mycalesis intermedia (Moore) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
TR jE BR 8% Mvycalesis panthaka Fruhstorfer 18. 75 19 4. 99 34 50. 09 39 3
B EHIRYE Mycalesis misenus de Nicéville 7.5 27 1.51 54 16. 69 65 3
FBEER Y Penthema adelma (Felder) 3.75 30 0. 45 61 2.78 80 2
R Neorina » h 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
HUR Y Melanargia halimede (Ménétriés) 11. 25 24 3.63 41 76.07 28 3
HEE B Melanargia ganymedes Rithl-Heyne 3.75 30 0. 45 61 4. 64 78 2
M BB Melanargia asiatica Oberthiir 1. 25 24 3.03 44 50. 09 39 3
Ly S ERE Melanargia montana Leech 6. 25 28 1. 06 57 10. 21 72 3
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i BB 88 Minois dryas (Scopoli) 15 21 5. 29 32 65. 86 31 3
BIBYE Davidina armandi QOberthiir 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 4. 64 78 2
WERYE Ypthima balda (Fabricius) 48. 75 3 20. 27 6 308. 91 6 4
Ky B B M Ypthima conjuncta Leech 18. 75 19 3.63 41 38. 03 45 3
FEDIRIREE Yopthima sakra Moore 7.5 27 1. 51 54 19. 48 62 3
BT M AR YE Ypthima nikaea Moore 3.75 30 0. 45 61 2.78 80 2
KIERIBYE Ypthima tappana Matsumura 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
BB RIRYE Ypthima praenubila Leech 8. 75 26 1. 36 55 20. 41 61 3
SCEEMIRYE Ypthima perfecta Leech 6. 25 28 0. 91 58 16. 69 65 3
AT BIBYE Ypthima motschulsky: (Bremer et Grey) 26. 25 13 8. 32 23 99. 26 21 3
hEE R M Ypthima chinensis Leech 22. 5 16 4. 99 34 51. 02 38 3
/INBIRYE Ypthima nareda Kollar 6. 25 28 2. 27 49 20. 41 61 3
WO MR Ypthima multistriata Butler 12. 5 23 2. 72 46 34. 32 50 3
S BEREE Ypthima megalomma Butler 6. 25 28 0.76 59 4. 64 78 3
IR, Palaeonympha opalina Butler 6. 25 28 0. 91 58 15. 77 66 3
K HR I Callerebia suroia Tytler 11. 25 24 2. 42 48 61.22 33 3
B RIH IR 4 Callerebia confusa Watkins 6. 25 28 1. 66 53 53. 8 37 3
LR IRYE Callerebia polyphemus Oberthiir 1. 25 32 0.15 63 1. 86 81 1
HEFIR B Loxerebia saxicola (Oberthiir) 13.75 22 2. 87 45 63. 08 32 3
HAFEFRYE Loxerebia pratorum (Oberthiir) 6. 25 28 0.76 59 4. 64 78 3
KBEEREE Aphantopus arvensis Leech 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1

5 Al Nymphalidae

—_RB®E Polyura narcaea (Hewitson) 10 25 1. 82 52 12. 06 70 3
K_RB¥W Polyura eudamippus (Doubleday) 1. 25 32 0. 91 58 15. 77 66 2
HAT W BE Charaxes bernardus (Fabricius) 3.75 30 0.76 59 5.57 77 2
LLGR M Cethosia biblis (Drury) 7.5 27 2.12 50 35. 25 49 3
RN Apatura iris (Linnaeus) 5 29 0. 91 58 7.42 75 2
Bl INBEE Apatura ilia (Denis et Schiffermiiller) 1. 25 32 0. 3 62 1. 86 81 1
HPEKBEYE Mimathyma schrenckii (Ménétriés) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
R Chitoria ulupi (Doherty) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
WY, Timelaea maculata (Bremer et Grey) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
R BREE Timelaea albescens (Oberthiir) 1. 25 32 0. 3 62 1. 86 81 1
RBkEAE Hestina assimilis (Linnaeus) 8. 75 26 1. 06 57 8. 35 74 3
I PERK kY, Hestina perisimilis (Westwood) 2.5 31 0. 3 62 2.78 80 2
ER O BKIESE Hestina nama (Doubleday) 1. 25 32 0.3 62 1. 86 81 1
KEWW Sasakia charonda (Hewitson) 1. 25 32 0. 61 60 3. 71 79 2
FHWSE Pseudergolis wedah (Kollar) 8. 75 26 1. 82 52 12. 06 70 3
KRR Stibochiona nicea (Gray) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 1. 86 81 1
REWKB Argynnis paphia (Linnaeus) 26. 25 13 7.56 26 108. 53 19 4
E LB Argyreus hyperbius (Linnaeus) 36. 25 8 13. 16 10 139. 15 13 4
ZHIMESE Argyronome laodice (Pallas) 18. 75 19 5. 14 33 50. 09 39 3
SR Nephargynnis anadyomene (Felder et Felder) 1. 25 32 0. 61 60 6. 49 76 2
FH R Damora sagana (Doubleday) 23.75 15 6. 35 30 58. 44 34 3
BRI, Childrena childreni (Gray) 11. 25 24 2. 42 48 21. 34 60 3
AR Fabriciana nerippe (Felder et Felder) 2.5 31 0. 45 61 2.78 80 2
BRI, Fabriciana adippe Denis et Schiffermiiller 6. 25 28 0. 91 58 8. 35 74 3
AW Euthalia kardama (Moore) 8. 75 26 2. 27 49 21. 34 60 3
PR Euthalia thibetana (Poujade) 1. 25 32 0. 45 61 5. 57 77 2
EH R Futhalia alpherakyi Oberthiir 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
WEr BB Futhalia undosa Fruhstorfer 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
ree st s Limenitis sydyi Lederer 15 21 2. 42 48 21. 34 60 3
ML Limenis 1as Oberthiir 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
RBEXRBEY Limenitis moltrechiti Kardakoff 3. 75 30 0. 61 60 7.42 75 2
B BB, Limenitis amphyssa Ménétriés 6. 25 28 0.76 59 5.57 77 3
BB L WM Limenitis helmanni Lederer 12.5 23 2. 72 46 29. 69 53 3
BERBEY Limenitis hnfﬁyeri Tancré 8. 75 26 _1.66 53 16. 69 65 3
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Wi JE 2R MR 8E Limenitis doerriesi Staudinger 11. 25 24 3.93 39 37.11 47 3
R, Limenitis sulpitia (Cramer) 26. 25 13 8. 02 24 74. 21 29 3
BLIEH B Athyma opalina (Kollar) 8.75 26 1. 97 51 12. 99 69 3
1 H R Athyma selenophora (Kollar) 1. 25 32 0. 61 60 4. 64 78 2
B 855 W Athyma recurva Leech 2.5 31 0.15 63 1. 86 81 2
EHHEBE Athyma jina Moore 17.5 20 3.03 39 30. 61 52 3
BB Athyma fortuna Leech 3.75 30 0. 45 61 3. 71 79 2
I WEYE Litinga mimica (Poujade) 3. 75 30 0. 45 61 3.71 79 2
Wuk st Abrota ganga Moore 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 1. 86 81 1
A e, Parasarpa albomaculata (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
B Seokia pratti (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
LG Pantoporia bieti (Oberthiir) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 2.78 80 2
FIABEYR Neptis clinia Moore 11. 25 24 2. 57 47 23.19 58 3
{5 IRBEME Neptis clinioides de Nicéville 11. 25 24 2. 27 47 17. 63 64 3
INRUEER Neptis sappho (Pallas) 32.5 9 11. 8 12 111. 32 18 4
FIABEIR Neptis hylas (Linaeus) 37.5 7 16. 94 8 153. 99 11 4
HR IR M BE Neptis yerburii Butler 3. 75 30 0.76 59 4. 64 78 2
EIABRPE Neptis nata Moore 6. 25 28 0.76 59 4. 64 78 3
RIRGEYE Neptis soma Moore 12.5 23 1. 82 52 12. 06 70 3
T Neptis mahendra Moore 5 29 0. 61 60 3. 71 79 2
IRINBEGR Neptis miah Moore 2.5 31 0. 45 61 5. 57 77 2
WrIR e gt Neptis sankara (Kollar) 6. 25 28 1. 06 57 7.42 75 3
A IS Neptis speyer: Staudinger 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
KB Neptis cartica Moore 15 21 4. 69 36 38. 96 45 3
Bl IR MRS Neptis ananta Moore 1. 25 32 0.3 62 14. 84 67 2
EIABEY,E Neptis thestias Leech 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
BB Neptis antilope Leech 5 29 1. 06 57 6. 49 76 2
F IS Neptis armandia (Oberthiir) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1.86 81 2
BER W Neptis cydippe Leech 1. 25 32 0.3 62 2. 78 80 2
IR BESE Neptis beroe Leech 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
I, Neptis nemorosa Oberthiir 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
W RYE Neptis themis Leech 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
IR AR Neptis ilos Fruhstorfer 2.5 31 0. 45 61 3. 71 79 2
IR Neptis thisbe Ménétriés 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0.93 82 1
EHEE SRR Neptis philyroides Staudinger 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
AR Neptis rivularis (Scopoli) 1. 25 32 0. 45 61 3. 71 79 2
NI Neptis pryer: Butler 26. 25 13 8. 47 22 92. 76 23 4
HIPEYK Neptis alwina (Bremer et Grey) 8. 75 26 1. 66 53 15. 77 66 3
i EEER Kallima inachus Doubleday 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
X1 EBE A Hypolimnas bolina (Linnaeus) 2.5 31 0.76 59 6. 49 76 2
NELBESE Vanessa indica (Herbst) 22.5 16 5.29 32 61. 22 33 3
/NELUREE Vanessa cardui (Linnaeus) 32.5 9 8. 62 21 74. 21 29 3
I Kaniska canace (Linnaeus) 17.5 20 3.78 40 36.18 48 3
KRUEME Nymphalis xanthomelas Denis et Schiffermiiller 1.25 32 0. 15 63 0.93 82 1
B Polygonia c-aureum (Linnaeus) 20 18 6. 81 28 87.19 26 3
F IR 48 Junonia almana (Linnaeus) 18. 75 19 5. 9 31 56. 59 36 3
RO AR B Junonia orithya (Linnaeus) 36. 25 8 18. 31 7 260. 67 8 4
E 39 HR B2 BE Junonia iphita Cramer 12.5 23 3.48 42 48. 24 41 3
WP Bk Symbrenthia brabira Moore 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0.93 82 1
Mo BRI S thia lilaea (Hewitson) 32.5 9 12. 71 11 130. 79 14 4
Ba Mk Araschnia soides (Blanchard) 5 29 0.76 59 4. 64 78 2
i S B AR Araschuia dos is Leech 7.5 27 1. 82 52 14. 84 67 3
NI IEEE Melitaea scotosia Buter 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
BUEEE Calinaga buddha Moore 3.75 30 1. 06 57 9. 28 73 2

BBl Acraeidae
_Eﬁ@:ﬁ Acraea issoria (Hiibner) 3. 75 30 1. 21 56 24.12 57 2
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i El Libytheidae
FABEYR Libythea celtis Laicharting 5 29 0.91 58 6. 49 76 2
M El Riodinidae
W R Abisara fylla Westwood 11. 25 24 1. 66 53 13. 92 68 3
EH SR Abisara fylloides (Moore) 5 29 0.76 59 5. 57 77 2
WIRIE Zemeros flegyas (Cramer) 20 18 7. 41 27 98. 33 22 3
oL BB Dodona eugenes Bates 23. 75 15 4. 39 36 28. 76 54 3
KW Pl Lycaenidae
Y IKME Taraka hamada (Druce) 22.5 16 8. 62 21 89. 06 25 3
B IKEE Curetis acuta Moore 2.5 31 0. 61 60 3.71 79 2
MK Araragi enthea (Janson) 1. 25 32 0.3 62 1. 86 81 ]
FI K4 Cordelia comes (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
BIRF K ¥E Cordelia minerva (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
L2 KBE Thecla betulae (Linnaeus) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0.93 82 1
MBIk Arhopala rama (Kollar) 3. 75 30 0. 45 61 2.78 80 2
KB Mahathala ameria (Hewitson) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
SRR K Spindasis syama (Horsfield) 6. 25 28 1. 36 50 12. 99 69 3
BB Spindasis lohita (Horsfield) 3. 75 30 0. 61 60 3. 71 79 2
IR Ancema ctesia (Hewitson) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
B K8 Hypolycaena eryius (Godart) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
WKW Deudorix epijarbas (Moore) 5 29 0. 91 58 7.42 75 2
R M IKMW Rapala nissa (Kollar) 10 25 1. 36 55 10. 21 72 3
B FRIKME Rapala takasagonis Matsumura 3.75 30 0. 45 61 2.78 80 2
T IKE Rapala selira (Moore) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
MK S Rapala caerulea (Bremer et Grey) 6. 25 28 1. 06 57 9. 28 73 3
KB Sinthusa chandrana (Moore) 11. 25 24 1. 82 52 12. 06 70 3
S WK Ahlbergia chalcidis Chou et 1i 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
W IK® Novosatsuma pratti (Leech) 2.5 31 0. 3 62 4. 64 78 2
Ko 7 K 8k Satyrium iyonis (Ohta et Kusunoki) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
K5 WK Satyrium eximium (Fixsen) 2.5 31 0.3 62 3.71 79 2
EBW KM Satyrium formosanum (Mutsumura) 1.25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
AWK Satyrium pseudopruni Murayama 5 29 0. 61 60 5. 57 77 2
ARG KK Satyrium kuboi Chou et Tong 3. 75 30 0. 45 61 4. 64 78 2
BE X K Heliophorus moorei (Hewitson) 12.5 23 3. 63 41 28. 76 54 3
WRE KXY Heliophorus ila (de Nicéville) 11. 25 24 1.82 52 31. 54 51 3
EMME KB Heliophorus pulcher Chou 3. 75 30 0. 61 60 9.28 73 2
BIKW Niphanda fusca (Bremer et Grey) 17.5 20 5.9 32 56.59 36 3
B IKME Orthomiella pontis (Elwes) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
th 4L g8 KB Orthomiella sinensis (Elwes) 3. 75 30 0. 61 60 12. 06 70 2
YE KW Jamides bochus Cramer 6. 25 28 1. 36 55 10. 21 72 3
BIKME Lampides boeticus (Linnaeus) 3.75 30 0. 45 61 4. 64 78 2
BEM KM Pseudozizeeria maha (Kollar) 47.5 4 32. 83 3 596. 48 3 4
KK YE Everes argiades (Pallas) 37.5 7 16. 04 9 204. 08 9 4
KB B IR Everes lacturnus (Godart) 7.5 27 1. 82 52 22. 26 59 3
BRELIKY Tongeia filicaudis (Pryer) 27.5 12 9. 38 17 138. 22 13 4
X KYE Tongeia fischer: (Eversmann) 7.5 27 0. 91 58 12. 06 70 3
I Z K, Tongeia zuthus (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.3 62 1. 86 81 1
W RZIKE Tongeia potanini (Alphéraky) 3. 75 30 0. 45 61 3. 71 79 2
IR IKEE Bothrinia nebulosa (Leech) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0.93 82 1
HIKME Acytol uspa (Horsfield) 2.5 31 0. 3 62 2.78 80 2
BT IKME Celatoria marginata (de Nicéville) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
AP K Udara albocaerulea (Moore) 12.5 23 2.12 50 16. 69 65 3
EHEKE Udara dilecta (Moore) 5 29 1. 36 55 36. 18 48 3
B K4 Celastrina argiola (Linnaeus) 40 6 10. 89 15 125. 23 17 4
BARRBIKEE Celastrina lavendularis (Moore) 1. 25 32 0. 3 62 1. 86 81 1
KEMBIKE Celastrina oreas (Lfffh) 26 1. 06 9. 28 73 3
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LRI K Celastrina hersilia (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
BEIKYE Caerulea coeligena (Oberthiir) 7.5 27 1. 51 54 31.54 51 3
HJIKM Phengaris atroguttata (Oberthiir) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
LR KR Polyommatus eros Ochsenheimer 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1

F A Hesperiidae

RET Ar T8¢ Bibasis aquilina (Speyer) 1. 25 32 0.3 62 1. 86 81 1
Tl 758§ Hasora anura de Nicéville 6. 25 28 1. 21 56 11.13 71 3
THLRE ¥ Hasora danda Evans 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
BRFYE Choaspes benjaminii (Guérin-Méneville) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 1
H FBE Lobocla bifasciata (Bremer et Grey) 11. 25 24 2. 27 49 23.19 58 3
W F I, Lobocla proxima (Leech) 1. 25 32 0.3 62 3.71 79 2
BRI, Celaenorrhinus aspersus Leech 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
Pt E Fr ¥k Celaenorrhinus maculosus (Felder et Felder) 5 29 1. 51 54 27. 83 55 2
BB FEY Celaenorrhinus oscula Evans 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 1. 86 81 1
INBFFEBR Celaenorrhinus ratna Fruhstorfer 2.5 31 0.3 62 12. 99 69 2
BB FW Celaenorrhinus pero de Nicéville 1. 25 32 0.15 63 2. 78 80 1
ElH B F W Celaenorrhinus aurivittatus (Moore) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
Bk FEME Erynnis tages (Linnaeus) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0.93 82 ]
WIWBKFSE Erynnis montana (Bremer) 2.5 31 0.3 62 8. 35 74 2
HFE Abraximorpha davidii (Mabille) 5 29 0. 61 60 3. 71 79 2
R Daimio tethys (Ménétriés) 25 14 7.56 26 63. 08 32 3
E RIEFI] Gerosis phisara (Moore) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
W FI, Satarupa gopala Moore 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
Fo W T8 Satarupa monbeigi Oberthiir 1. 25 32 0; 15 63 0. 93 82 1
2T Seseria dohertyi (Watson) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
At AL Fe B Pyrgus alveus Hibner 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 1. 86 81 1
WL, Pyrgus maculatus (Bremer et Grey) 10 24 2.12 50 21. 34 60 3
ML F M Notocrypta curvifascia (Felder et Felder) 7.5 27 0. 91 58 6.49 76 2
RBEFFIR Aeromachus piceus Leech 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
555 7 Aeromachus dubius Elwes et Edwards h 29 0.76 59 5. 57 77 2
FRES FE AR Aeromachus stigmatus (Moore) 1. 25 32 0. 15 63 0. 93 82 1
MER TR Astictopterus jama Felder et Felder 10 24 1.82 52 13. 92 68 3
WF Bt F8E Halpe homolea (Hewitson) 20 18 4. 24 37 44.53 43 3
BRI FW Pithauria marsena (Hewitson) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 1
Xt F} F 4 Barca bicolor (Oberthir) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 1. 86 81 1
RIfE F ¥ Baoris farri (Moore) 2.5 31 0.3 62 3. 71 79 2
P FF 8, Pseudoborbo bevani (Moore) 8. 75 26 1. 97 51 29. 69 53 3
TR £, Caltoris bromus (Leech) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
W HE T F B Caltoris cahira (Moore) 8. 75 26 1. 97 51 29. 69 53 3
FERFFY] Caltoris cornasa (Hewitson) 6. 25 28 0. 91 58 5.57 77 3
BEARFY Parnara guttata (Bremer et Grey) 46. 25 5 23. 6 5 311. 69 5 4
B FE T Parnara ganga Evans 30 10 7.72 25 77. 92 27 3
LN TEFY Parnara bada (Moore) 8. 75 26 1. 21 56 8. 35 74 3
HAE R T Pelopidas sinensis (Mabille) 27.5 12 8. 02 23 56. 59 36 3
BERFE Pelopidas agna (Moore) 7.5 27 1. 36 55 12. 06 70 3
R A FE Pelopidas mathias (Fabricius) 8. 75 26 1. 51 54 12. 06 70 3
DT Pelopidas subochraceus (Moore) 3. 75 30 0. 45 61 - 2.78 80 2
EpEA FY Pelopidas assamensis (de Nicéville) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
BELFLFHE Polytremis pellucida (Murray) 2.5 31 0. 45 61 2.78 80 2
SO LAY I mis theca (Evans) 5 29 0. 91 58 5. 57 77 2
RILfLF IR Polytremis zina (Evans) 8.75 26 2.72 46 25. 97 56 3
WO AL FR Polyiremis lubricans (Herrich-Schiffer) 5 29 0. 61 60 3.71 79 2
/NG FFR Ochlodes venata (Bremer et Grey) 13. 75 22 2. 42 48 29. 69 53 3
HBE#E F B, Ochlodes subhyalina (Bermer et Grey) 3.75 30 0. 45 61 2. 78 80 2
F I #FW Ochlodes siva (Moore) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
E . ) Q::hlodes bouddha (MEEHE) 1. 25 0. 62 1. 86 81 1
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AW FY Ochlodes crataeis (LLeech) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
FIF Thymelicus leoninus (Butler) 12.5 32 2- 57 47 25. 97 56 3
BRIFW Thymelicus sylvaticus (Bremer) 5 29 1. 66 53 12. 06 70 2
IR Isoteinon lamprospilus Felder et Felder 7.5 27 1.21 56 11.13 71 3
HBEFEW Erionota torus Evans S} 29 0. 61 60 3.71 79 2
L FREFY Potanthus confucius (Felder et Felder) 10 25 1. 82 52 12.99 69 3
LM EFY Potanthus palnia Evans 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
Mg EF W Potanthus flavus (Murray) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 2
HOHEFW Potanthus rectufasciatus (Elwes et Edwards) 2.5 31 0. 45 61 5.57 77 2
BELHZEFE Potanthus flavus (Murray) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0.93 82 1
W EFW Portanthus trachalus (Mabille) 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
NI B F W Ampittia virgata Leech 1. 25 32 0.15 63 0. 93 82 1
INRRFW, Ampittia nana (Leech) 2.5 31 0.3 62 1. 86 81 1
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Fig.1 The patterns of species-abundance distribution of butterflies

in the Three Gorge Reservoir Area of Yangtze River
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