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BetaZ #1470 #%: 775, MASREE

HrElE RAx HER £ OB g EHE T P
(AL KA Bl 22225, Bl 310058)

TEE: BetaZ MR IEA R AP A R 25T, YR i ST E ) FHRE (BE 8 B2 1) IX Bppd #2 v
JE o Beta 22 FEME 4 /2 K X PR FEAT A beta 2 FEME PR FHBEAT R 43, AR5 20 R 13X P o A e 9 TR) 0 R 20
BRI . 20104E 2 f5, A$EH T betaZ BRI R 7715, HR 548 £ FHUAL 2 HH Andrés BaselgaT-2010
EHR H I BASTE (B i beta e FE 14 23 il 0B B Ak 220 43 ) M B Janos PodanifIDénes Schmera 20114 A K José
C. Carvalho%$ 2012442 tH {IPODYE (s i beta 2 AV o fR WA & 40 A0 = B 22 49 ) o XA A0 R 51 T
FREER it (Rt T2 Pud R e . VBB A998 720104 5 Kbeta 2 FEVE 3 R I SCHR G KB, T FIBAS
BRSO E R R A5 H K EL E#B % TPODIL(75% vs. 20%). BetaZ FEVE S KT 78 32 BEAE HHZE RN (45%),
B FEIEHE N LLBI(64%) 0 = o« 8 SCHE [ iibeta 25 FE PR 4 R 7 VE IR HH R R R I FR R 20 b, MBS 7 4 B (26
B HEROBRIE . ARET  WTAL FE DL R FAERR BN ). SRR AT ShEERIE R 2 R AN ZED
KR A LU EERT A B R, 3E— D IR T beta % BRI 20 7 VETEAR Y LE W) 22 B 1 40 A0 45 J3 DL S L ]+
BRI X T betaZ B 3 R I AT, BATUCN T ERANIRDT A (1) betaZ BRI - 15 LR M AT RBE G
Q& E TN 2 B AZ BAR W beta 2 FEIE KA 23 (R 20 ATA% JR) s (30 KRR Nbeta o FEVE S 1 45 SR BEAT i PRI
KRR RGBS, RV BRI BV, I, AR ThREZ A, R B AL

Beta-diverdity partitioning: methods, applications and per spectives

Xingfeng Si, Yuhao Zhao, Chuanwu Chen, Peng Ren, Di Zeng, Lingbing Wu, Ping Ding’
College of Life Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058

Abstract: Beta diversity describes the variation in species composition among communities within a region
and it is determined by two antithetic processes: species turnover (or species replacement), and nestedness (or
difference in richness). Beta-diversity partitioning aims to separate these two processes when examining spe-
cies composition among communities, and to reveal their underlying mechanisms. Since 2010, the partition-
ing methods were proposed following two dominant frameworks: the BAS method proposed by Andrés
Baselga in 2010 (partitioning overall beta diversity into turnover and nestedness components) and the POD
method proposed by Janos Podani and Dénes Schmera in 2011 and José C. Carvalho et al. in 2012 (partition-
ing overall beta diversity into species replacement and richness difference components). With the continuous
debate on the nature of the BAS and POD methods, studies on beta-diversity partitioning have developed
rapidly worldwide. We reviewed journal articles in the field of beta-diversity partitioning since 2010. Results
showed that the number of publications and citations using the BAS method were greater than those using the
POD method (75% vs. 20%). In those publications, most of study sites were located in Europe (45%) and re-
search taxa were dominated by animals (64%). Here, we introduce the history and development of
beta-diversity partitioning, potential applications in studying biodiversity distributions across spa-
tial-temporal scales (latitudinal/altitudinal gradients, habitat fragmentation, seasonal and annual dynamics),
multiple-faceted diversity (taxonomic, functional and phylogenetic diversity), and comparisons among vari-
ous biological taxa. We point out the following directions in the field of beta-diversity partitioning in the fu-
ture: (1) the synthesis and comparative analysis of the methods of beta-diversity partitioning; (2) examining
patterns of overall beta diversity and its components by incorporating species abundance; and (3) testing the
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generality of results yielded from beta-diversity partitioning across large scales.
Key words: island biogeography; biodiversity conservation; community assembly; nestedness; turnover;
functional diversity; phylogenetic diversity; habitat fragmentation

2012604, S EAEA % K Robert H. Whit-
taker$2 tH 73RN AN [ REZ A 2 # 12 alpha® 1
P\ betaZ 114 Fllgamma £ F £ (Whittaker, 1960).
alpha 2 £ V5 18 15 € X I BUHE & W0 Fh F 8
gamma % I 1 R /R 2 N BEVE YR =FE B R A
beta 2 FE 1% ) 2 < AN [R) B U 18] O V) A 4L AR 4K, B
“ 55 PRI B B B RS Ry AH O A VR 2H AR A R
PEBHEEVR A AL FE S (Rosenzweig, 1995; FRE5E
%%, 2010; Legendre & De Céceres, 2013). Whittaker
(1960){Cbeta % FE1E 52 L Ny/a, BIETED FOi%, H
iy NgammaZ FEME, avalphaZ FEVE . LG, BARAE
DR LU LbetaZ b, (HEF19724E A4 H &
11 ik beta % FEPEME S 5 2 & 7AW UK E
(Whittaker, 1972). ZJ&, Cody (1975)E#iE X T
Whittaker (1972)32 H! fibetaZ £V Al gamma £ BEME,
55 1 gamma 22 A P 119 ] bl beta 22 #1458 K (R =&
FEEE, 2010),

b % beta 2 AL PEBIE FTIREETIR N, N 53 vk
(B =y — o) FIAFALLIE (BSAH 57 14 ) B 2055 2 Flibeta £ AF
P 52 5 v #5% $& H (Tuomisto, 2010a, b; Anderson
etal, 2011), {EIXLEET7 LA, ARAUPE BSORE S5 14 4 2
NE L, TRz PRI 8 BV A A ZH A I )
I YEEE AR . X B4R 2 Jaccard Fll Serensen
FeE N i), H IR A Simpsonl1Bray-Curtisfis %1
(BRE525%, 2010). B4, betaZ FEVEIR A E LR
T AR 2R IR (2) (Rosenzweig, 1995; Ricotta et
al, 2002; Qian et al, 2013). FH B 2R R M (distance-
decay effect) (Nekola & White, 1999; Soininen et al,
2007; Bellier et al, 2014). 7% & 77 Z (total variance
of community data) (Legendre & De Céceres, 2013)#ll
X 35 5 /B M E FE 1A 2 57 (Ricklefs, 1987,
Qian et al, 2013)FFE % FiEA . BetaZ FEIEII & T %
R — By e 7 AR A AR A1) 7
FO S, 0 B ok 1 AT AR i B X e )
(Williams, 1996; Baselga et al, 2012; Mouillot et al,
2013), LA K R 47 X 3% dik A0 LR 4 X 4% & B 5
(Wiersma & Urban, 2005; McKnight et al, 2007; So-
colar et al, 2016).

I S Tbeta 20 FEE 45 AN [R] L  F) 0 A 4 B
Z 5, R LR R £ 8 2 RS R E
AR AL R AR Ak, BRI T 7 73 BT beta 22 FE 12 1) 4
(RS S P IS S P i = 22 A ) T4 (Kraft et al,
2011; Qian et al, 2013). F-7£201H 2090 FACFI A H 20
Y], Harrison%5(1992). Williams (1996)F1Lennon%%
(2001 )5 TG P HL B2 LB 3R v 1) 40 b 20 ol 22 e S 5T
PAAPAS [ Rt R W0 Fh 8] % 505 3 (species turnover,
or replacement) Fl147) F 3% 2 5 3 i1l (species loss or
gain)o L, PR R AN [RI R 1] 40 b 5 46k,
MR FERE DM £ L EE R
(Lennon et al, 2001). 4¥Fh 45 &2 R & HE— 1k
FE I FRHEFI, S B P B R 4
HRZYMEIRER R T, e BRI IR ER
J&) (nestedness pattern)(Patterson & Atmar, 1986;
Wang et al, 2010; James et al, 2012; Staniczenko et al,
2013). BetaZ FEPEIM #7120 A2 X 23 X P Al RE 0t
S kbeta 2 FEIEROVE T, DASCER I 3 9 Afriod 742 G 4]
FL 1] 5 e A (7] I 75 4 B2 1 W0 b 4 A A% )= (Baselga,
2010; Podani & Schmera, 2011). H#J, 5 KbetaZ £
PRI BE SR R, IX 51 7 AR AR
AR 3 2 55 (1) %I E (Legendre, 2014) .

20104F, betaZ FEVEIM R T 124 R G HH 2
J&, AT T AR R 18 SR O (B 1A) . 2017
F1IH6H, HET 1655 A KbetaZ M7 i 7 1% M
OSB3 1), FATIEWeb of Science%#iE i H %if
HAlHWSOHEAT R tEthR &R, L3RS 5 it
5515, HrP3495 T e 1 betaZ FEIE 23 MR 1 73 #T,
R R SC63%  FATIR X 3495 18 LR F
. AT BEFUREE . WETTIX AN 51 s
SERHEAE RHEATIHGY 70 Hr, bl fl Baselga 7y ik
(Baselga, 2010)(fii#RBASIE) B H75% (Ghitik
51 FH2,1111K), ¥ FPodanifliSchmera/j ¥%:(Podani &
Schmera, 2011)(fAiFxPODIE) ] 520% (GLit# 5] H
4341%), WIFIIEILE BT HIIR S 1% Ghit#al
F27¢%), PR AE FH HAb 7> i J7 1R B8 30 3% (3%
TSI FH16100) . WF 78 X 45k 3 B4 i AR BRI (45%)
F SN (18%) FIALIEM (11%), FAr BRI X DL E
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Fig. 1

Publications for studies in the field of beta-diversity partitioning from 2010 to 2016. (A) Number of annual publications cited

BAS and POD methods, and using BAS or POD method to analyze the data; (B) Distribution of research areas
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Fig. 2 Number of publications for each biological taxon in the
field of beta-diversity partitioning from 2010 to 2016

IR 72 & 2 (10%) (BI1B). %3495 i 30 A R 1E
13447 Bl bR 22 AR BT, = ZHPLOS ONE (8%) -
Global Ecology and Biogeography (7%). Journal of
Biogeography (6%) . Hydrobiologia (3%) #1
Freshwater Biology (3%) (Fff352). WF7E0 % EE A5
W1(64%) FIFEY (27%), Ho 8 HES) P I 58 DL 2K
(9%)MII52(6%) 9, HAh A= 2R (9%) i 7 I 3=
BT HE(5%) (F2).

T EBRATHy, B E betaZ £ 1 R0 5T
VIBCNVE JG « TEARSCT G 349% 1830, FRE 2
R FAN (5 2%, B9 X ek 32 AR B s R (R A
KSR, 2013, 2016)  LL 7R & (Wang et al, 2014).
S (Zhang et al, 2014). WL T Sii(Si et al,
2015, 2016) 76k = A 8T LU Bk (Wen et al, 2016)
Mz B U SR 49 (Beng et al, 2016)5543. tbah, HH
PR T SCHRTE T 2 P o ST R K R B
(Su et al, 2015; Xu et al, 2015a). FE M ERIILE %
TR BRI — RV X, BAEE
AR 2R . X ORIk 1 B 2% AR I At T TR A%
EYIM 2 R, TR A Kbeta 2 V43 il 1B 5T
BT RN T TR AR 2 R ) A A
1% Je L FLAERERLA

1 BetaZ MR EITE

1.1 BAS%:FAPOD%

N T EAbbetaZ FEVE P B AR IS 2, Baselga
(2010) % T Sorensent5 £ R St Hh#2 H 1 beta £ F£1E
1) 53 fifg 77 12 (TRT PR BASYZ),  RIKs 99 19 B 9% 1] 1 s R
beta 2 FE 1 (Bor) 73 il A 223 8] JE 2 2H. 53 (Bsim) A1 K
EH 5 Bae) - M5, Podani F1 Schmera (2011)«
Carvalho %5 (2012) 3 T Jaccard $5 ZUH2E H K P4 9 #E V%
[F] 1) S5 A beta 22 K 1% (Bec) 70 A R W) b 2% 1) 5 i 20
I3 (Bs) A = 8 22 5 473 (Brien) (I FXPODIZ)
(D).

111 BASk
T~ Simpson B0 AH 7 14 45 4 (Simpson  pairwise
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% 1 BAS3%(Baselga, 2010)%1 POD % (Podani & Schmera, 2011)B9 i3 B R 435 MR & B S RE S MFRIERCE . a AR

ML b 0 c R RANEHE S B E M.

Table 1 Pairwise dissimilarities and their components of BAS method (Baselga, 2010) and POD method (Podani & Schmera, 2011).
a is the number of shared species between two communities, b and ¢ are the numbers of exclusive species of either.

BAS % BAS method

POD % POD method

Serensen #5714 4841 Serensen dissimilarity B -

2a+b+c
J&#%/% % Turnover/Replacement min(b,c) B
Pam = a+ min(b c)
#E/F & JEXT Nestedness/Richness difference a -
P = 2a+b+c a+min(b,c)
Jaccard fH 5 FE4L Jaccard dissimilarity b+c b+c
Piae = a+b+c Pe. = a+b+c
JA /¥4 Turnover/Replacement b = 2min(b,c) B, = 2min (b,c)
" a+2min(b,c) 2 a+b+c
E/EEEZES Nestedness/Richness difference . lo— a b = lo-d
" a+b+c” a+2min(b,c) i T at+b+c

dissimilarity index) (Bim) "] EAFFERPD M F 5 B2
M (Lennon et al, 2001), Rl YA EEE C 2N RE
B, PBsorks 55 T Psim (Baselga, 2010; Leprieur et al,
2012)0 X F PR IHEE, Boor M Bsi P Z 22 (Bsne)
] PAZKR 7R beta 2 #-14 1 1k 2220 53 (Baselga, 2010).
WRIFTR, Baed BRI [ -] / (2a+ b +
O, 5BetaHL[2lb ¢ / (2a + max(b, ¢) + min(b, c)]
AHIE (Lennon et al, 2001; Koleff et al, 2003a), )&t
YR E E R Z 5 (difference in richness); BeedH
Bt J5 2344 [a / (a + min(b, ¢))]/&SimpsonfH Ll

BEL(1 — Bsim), PRI BaeREME T H YR =F S B2 7 o
KRB P2 A 5. Bk, BrA e R Abeta
22 FEE (Boor) 351 1T LA 23 A S P T 2% (Bision) R R 22 (Bone)
W ~2H 73 (Baselga, 2010).

B 2 B R ) S R beta 2 FEVE S 4

I3 E, — AT RE R SRR T ST VR I RO A
S8 B P ) {E (Cardoso et al, 2014, 2015). 1H /&
SO AH e VR EO A B R B 2 AT R A F
HIH: A7 4% R (co-occurrence pattern) (Diserud & Ode-
gaard, 2007), Ff L5 E A H 2 5 AMH 5J M5 3
(multiple-site dissimilarity) i 5 & fAbeta 2 1 & &
H 21 43 (Baselga et al, 2007; Baselga, 2013a). #id {5
% Serensen i 4 AH 5 M 48 2L 1) 43 #f 57%, Baselga
(2010)3t Serensen % xi # 7 VE 15 H (Bsors 23 1) 7
fife g 7 8] A e 2053 (Bsiv; > 302) R B AH 73 (Bswes
A 33):

Bsor =

[Z.qmm(hr 1I)]+[Zi<1max(hw l')]
Z[ZiS_SFJ [ |<Jmm hl J|:| [ j<jTAX hl’ J'):|
€]

[Ziqmin(hi’bji )}
[Zis_sr]+[2i jmln(hj bji)J

BSOR - BSIM = BSNE =

[ZK, (By- J')] [Z.qmm(hp 1')]
2|:Zis_sr:| [ 2. min (8B J [Ziqmax by bj }

[Zis _Sr]
(38 -8 [+ Xy ymin(ty b))

Hrh SR IR R, SONBTA RER N P A
H(gammaZ FE1E), byfiby 7 AAREVEITFIREVE] & H
PR A A . B, 2 SHERERECT T
ijmin(qj"bji) A ij max(qj ;i ) 73 ) 55 F] T
A A FRHOT D RICAL Sy, TS S - S W%
TR E P A el gy .

Baselga (2012)75 % Jaccard it % #H 5 P i £idt
1T T U 53 fi# - 1% B Baselga (2012)F1 0 AN 4312,
A LLitJaccard on AH 5 PE FE i (Jaccard pairwise dis-
similarity) (Bjac) 73" il A SEALLIK) 2% [ Ji % 26 73 (Bjn) 1

@)

Bsim =

X
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REH T Bine) GR1) [FIFE, Jaccard 2 fiAH 7 1 484K
(Byac) T LA 73 i A 2 (8] J&] %% 28 49 (Byr) FR R 20 53
(Bing) (Baselga, 2012). IbAL, BASIEFTHR IR E 2 77
HARFEIETHEIRE A H (nestedness per se), 1M/
TH H beta 2 #£ PE v Bl T 1R M R T AR R
(nestedness-resultant component), HIA“HKEF1K]
B A 2 A — 2 MR, HEMRBAA
AR (PE L 1.1.4/85)

1.1.2 POD%

FE RO AR SRR H O, WA B s — DM b
WA — AWM e, YIRhEE R 2 R R R &
MV PR VIR EE I EE, X 5P R
FE TS E T I (Carvalho et al, 2012). [HlIt, Hfkbeta
Z N (Bec) T LA il DA B (B M A F
1122 7 (Bricn) (Podani & Schmera, 2011; Carvalho et
al, 2012) (K1) (fRiARPODYE). PHANEEVE A1 FH 21
WZE (b + oS HEE BRI S (a+ b+ oIt
HAkbetaZ FEE (Jaccard t 7 HEFR 2L, Bee) (K3)
(Colwell & Coddington, 1994) (i%#iA X 5BASELI)
Jaccard N AH S HEFE BUM R o B T HREVR ] & R AEWD
Tl e, PR RV 1) 25 46 1) 10 b 8 [ 2 min(b,C) | 7E &L
PR B o B BB 5 (Williams, 1996; Car-
doso et al, 2009). VM E 2= FET —MHEEN
YEh (b + ayM 53 s — M EEEYIATE(c + a)Z HT
“aXiE|(b + @) — (¢ + a)|, AL LTI B )
ABsicn (Schmera & Podani, 2011; Carvalho et al,

HFh Species 1-12
Hi 5 A Site A [4][5] (6] [7]
Hi5 B Site B [4] [51[6] [7]| 8] [5] [10] [11 [17]
b a c
Hor I
Components
Composition difference
FHREZR —
Richness difference
Wbk — —
Species replacement

B3 MAMARESEYMANTEE. aAtBYHE, b
AR BRI S ZBHENYFE. MR SEY
MBI ESAb + ¢, FEEER A0 - o, URWFHESR
Z12min (b, ).

Fig. 3 Demonstration of species compositions between two
sites. a is the number of shared species, b and ¢ are the species
exclusive to each site. The number of compositional differences
between two sites is b + ¢. Richness difference is |b — ¢|, and
species replacement is given by 2 min (b, ).

2012). [k, PODVERIERIE AN Bee = Bs + Brich, 14
HBs =2min(b, ©) / (a+ b+ ¢), LB =I(b+ a)
—(c+a)/(@+b+c)=|b-cl/(a+ b+c)(Fl).

Legendre (2014)%: T PODE, # 1 T # Sor-
ensen 0 A 53 1% 45 H0 o3 8 D9 0 A 5 (Repl) F147)
Fh=F & B 2 5 (RichDiffg) (1) 73 fi# 77 1%, H HRepls =
2min(b, ¢) / (2a+ b + ¢); RichDiffs=|b-c|/ (2a+b
+0)o JEIT LT LR I, ReplMIRichDiffs5PODIZ:
I3 AT ) Jaccard 20 73 73 BERCAE T AR, T 14F
T BosMBricn 73T HB 73 o
1.1.3 BASXFIPODER) 5 fifLH 5 3T HR

R 155 7 BASTEFIPODYE H 4 FH (1 6t AH 5
PEFEE Hor, Bine AT 70 b—c| / (a+ b+ c)5F T
Briche BASIEFIPODIZ ) Jaccard 4 AH 5 PEFEEU(Biac
B BA M R FRIEA(ED). H2010E 2 f5, T
BASVEMPODiA [ beta 2 #H1E7 ifiE FURE A Jg . H
BT, PAFR #7795 0] HRIE 5 [ betapart fi(Baselga
& Orme, 2012)F1BATHL(Cardoso et al, 2015)7> 7l 5
o ASCHIF 33, AR R 15 TBASIEM
PODE I b FH 2 s AH S PR A ) T S 7
1.1.4 BASEFAPODARI S

20104, {EPHHEF A4 % %X Andrés Baselgatt
HBASIEZ G, EE NI ZT7 R 1) 418 Bl B H
. B4, PodaniFl1Schmera (2011). CarvalhoZ#(2012)
WHBASIE IR B ik E R R i 5 2 7 1
—PRFIRTE DL, DRl Ad AT 15 T Jaccard AH S PEFR HE
beta 2 FE 1153 il )b B R Fh =F 8 22 S
4y (RIPODY%). MG, Almeida-Neto%5(2012)45 Hi,
BASTEANGE T LAl 2k Bag AR 2, K VBAS
IR EA 7 A REHER T B A B L LR E
¥ JRi, DRI ION % B 1% WINODF  (the Nestedness
metric based on Overlap and Decreasing Fill)&5 5%
(Atmar & Patterson, 1993; Almeida-Neto et al, 2008)
THHEIERIRER . RN, BT BASES RS
o> BEAS A, BRI RORE 9 AN AR TR, AT 25 3 3L
Beim e {5 W0 # 1 1 A (Carvalho et al, 2013). 1L
Z Ak, Almeida-NetoZ(2012)iA N, 15 ELRpRE 1 1L
~, BMEE IR ECAE, BASIET N2 SO
TRHHIIRE A TR B R FE T 4R

X P A0 _E A 5 &€, Baselga (2012)43 134T
T [AIRi: (1) Podanif1Schmera (2011)LA }2 Carvalho%%
(2012) 42 t 1 73 fif 77 V2 HE 42 s B b A [ 170 (181
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R G—FRNPODIE); (2) NODFZE & % ¥ f f LA
T EEIEMIREN R, {HBaselga (2012)H ) Bsn. 4
AN T 5 a0 Almeida-Neto 25 (2012) fiT #2 )
R ER R A &, W2 T vHE R B ER R 1 5 25
[FREL 7 betaZ FEVE, IO T REGARTE EIES,
Baselga (2012)#% 2 Al I Hk = 4H 43 (nestedness  com-
ponent) H# 1y 4 N *“nestedness-resultant component”
(A S5 2138 70 MK T SR A8 9 T B i vp SO B, B
REHIY); (3)%F T Almeida-NetoZ5(2012)32 £ £
AR EFREEAE TS 0, Baselga (2012)&K N IX & 1%
FRE) — AR, AN AE SEBREEE R I
PN FRRIG TR, Bt DAETH R R, 238801
AN 52 B B v ()52, TG H AT R A BASIER
Z RS YERRECT A, T H ARSI VAL . it
Ji, Carvalho®5(2013)4k 245 H 241k B f KAk 2k
I, BASIETHELAOHRE A 7> 2 e b b S5 RE R A 2k
W, MBS VM RS K, IREH
ST AE LM ) AR )R

SR, PODIEMIAIFEIISZ 55k . U, Baselga
(2012)I\ APODVEH o= W B e 1) B 1R B A g
GHMERHASER L, BILATHERE. BEE,
Leprieur f10Oikonomou (2014)38# izt B 18 i 45 45 48, A
SEPREHE R — 2R B (1) PODVERRSYIME
e (B 1R BE Rl =F & 22 R R RI, 22K ffibeta
ZREME, FFAEWE T S IR R E AR AL
AN, (2) BTREART BB Fibeta 2 FEME [ Hi 2
%A, BP<H %M JE M (complementarity property)
(Legendre & De Céceres, 2013). [# 1t Leprieurfll
Oikonomou (2014) A& U {4 FHPODYZ BT Hi 1B 545
Bt HbetaZ FE14, {HLegendre (2014)I\ NP_sFa %L
B TR E I — N H I, FTUAZCHAMNEYE 12
. #Hlt, BaselgafllLeprieur (2015)4k4:45 H: (1) BAS
EH B B AWML TYMEEEER,
PODEAS B IX— %1, QSHETMEYFE
Wb =5 22 e T A 1 AR Ak 5 R AN, 7 A K,
I HBASTANTPODILAMRFE ML HFASHH; (3) POD
L ARE Bl =F & 2 7 () Brien T EUIX BE Ui B P ol
FEEERTIR, MBASEEH I e T AR K
TREHR RT3 3 beta 2 FE 1

E20104E LIk, H KbetaZ FE 170 il 5 12 10 5
WHS K. Legendre (2014)% X PR 5 i8E4T T
IHG LSS, Ny (D)PIF T4 5T E 33 Jybeta % Ff

PERTINAN 385 ()BT PR 721 5 R 78, el
R RENMEE EERBRAR, SEOHAES
FRNWAER . HETBASYE, PODIER 7k
9o TRERBEASS IR, (3) betaZ FEVE 715,
BIRE) 77 155 FRIE S M B e A = B =
(R E), BT &5 BEE 0 AN, AT
SOl S BUE B, (WAESERTFELS S
SBRIF LK 1% Febeta 2 FEIE 1K 73 8 7%, TR
WAL E AR Y B 22 1 ) @ . IR Baselga il
Leprieur (2015)Lk Kz PodaniflISchmera (2016)%} X} {4
Hof) iR 1 % 8 kR E A, SR T IE 40 Legendre
(014)FT 5, Ritbeta® FEPEIN 23 fif T3 15 R 2R}
WS —2, B2 X L 77 7 A
e, JF H e S AR A LB X beta 2 K 1
A& B A5 kg R AT B2 H RS
12 Beta% #EME5 fELH 5 O AL H

AT AR TR B, BT P 2H % 22 e (beta 2 FF
PR ) 0P i B K P o ) e 2R BRI 9 R A [ £
ARIRRYE, BT DB AR S AN A A I R e e e
beta 2 FEME S L2 73 (1) 73 A b Ji A2 A P BE 27 0 £
AW BT 5 G N e (Williams, 1996; Baselga
& Leprieur, 2015; Socolar et al, 2016). R O A K&
(KIF 5538 FH BASYE: B4 PODYE AR M 40 Rl (¥ 2 1) 3
AR, SRR 25 2H 20 A SR T AL ) ) e 50 B
ZEt o WIFh i 41 53 FH SRR AR AN [F] b s R A A o
e, LS EMIREIRLE T, FEFN R K LENL
il €0 45 38 5% i )€ (environmental filtering) 7 5+
(competition) F1 Hh HH [ B (geographical barrier) &5
(Angeler, 2013; Gutiérrez-Céanovas et al, 2013; Leg-
endre, 2014). 0, (EIRIHLRE @ S Wi ik,
AN P Fh tHBAE & B A AR R E B AR B
(Gutiérrez-Canovas et al, 2013); B3 i T 1L Bk 1
Ve RS T 52 S0 1Y b SRR 8, 0 Do AR S 2 43 AT ) ) o
ATy 34 R 2910 52 20 4 # PR ), T i 2 S J R i
(allopatric speciation) ] & 4 (Leprieur et al, 2011). #f
T R AL HI B 7T R W, A 56 20N (priority  effect)
(Fukami, 2015)t A 6 T S0A R RE % (0] B A B
VMR R, G0 2R S BRI A R E
LIS, RIS S RIE B R AT HE R T S SRR
() ER) P e 2 = A 2

Bz TMEEHA Y, VFhEEEERHTE
ANTERE B PR EEH BE T R A0 ol 1) 4 % B g 5
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P& (A AR 2 RO 22 5, PTRE R IR B AL ELHE A
AL Z £ (diversity of niches) PA K 5 2k B 4%
SR A ST FE S (Legendre, 2014), o, R EMH R
HT R R N IR PR 14 K i (selective extinction)s
% $ 14 3T N (selective colonization) Fil 4= 3% ik &
(habitat nestedness)%5(Patterson & Atmar, 1986; Ul-
rich et al, 2009; Wang et al, 2010; Ponisio et al,
2016). 34, H TP mhont PR 5E AR A I BUR AN [,
SRS Ty TR Ay ade B A K A6 T A 30 B8 s 0B
HIAEBE I K, (B B B e BRI
] B LE A ] (1 28 5% #4715 (Gutiérrez-Canovas et al,
2013; Si et al, 2016). 734k, Pi SRR [FFE AT e T3
AR X 3k ] B A K ¥ kB 2H 53 (Dobrovolski et al,
2012). e vk IVHIR IS AR, TRy ki
1) 22 S T 3 B8 443 P2 b X PR P i T 0 2 3 X ) o
f)F-#E(Baselga et al, 2012). [Ktt, 3853 XfbetaZ eI
GrfifE, AR BAX 43 AN [R) 41 45 1 2 8] o A A S, 3k
T RARE S B 270 BT LR, B A P A AR S 2
AR . (H2, fEbetaZ FE1E 4 il FIHT FLH,
AT H A B AN RE AR T A OB 7T 22001, (Rt
FES3 T AN [R) A2 55 AN [RI SRR IR A0 AT A% RTINS, 75 2245
& HARM A S AT St AT 2R 1 (Baselga, 2010;
Legendre, 2014).

2 BetaZ D MREINA

BEAG 73 i TR AT A RE, betaZ FEIE 3
LTVZ N TR A B A A 4
BRI, Bt DS MM DR R 5 S, K
SN BT T AN [R5 4 B2 T & A AR P SR A
IYATAG SR S IR BN B o AR 5K 32 B AN 7 4 (46
JEMERBOIE A8 v Wil e, DL R RIAE bR
ENA) ZRAERAFEDT R DhEERTE R 2 A
PR FIAS [F) AR W S 1 22 8] ) LU LRI 72 55 07 T 275
betaZ FEVE S I T IEAE AW 2 I 73 AT #% R S AR
AV IR
21 BI=YE
211 SGEWE

Yk =& FE R4 FERR B A g Jmy, BDRh &
FERE LR LRGN, RS LR A P B 2 v
I 5 A B A Tz B I B2 ) 82— (Pianka,
1966; Willig et al, 2003; Hillebrand, 2004). [FIf, beta
Z R B 4 FERR B 20 AT A% Jm B 51 A 2 A3

R (Koleff et al, 2003b; Qian & Ricklefs,
2007; Melo et al, 2009; Xu et al, 2015b). Koleff%
(2003b)iH S £5 5B 7T 4Bk 2 NS L, AR 23
I FRUESE 7 ARE: B X B A B m betaZ FEIE . X
AT REZ T Ebeta 2 MHEVE R TR B 2 HE SUFA
—E AT E((Koleff et al, 2003a). 745, WnFhJE Ak
B (WA Rk BRI IN) P AN 1L AR 25 [R] N 52 Wil beta 22 A
4341 % ] (Baselga, 2010; Carvalho et al, 2012). 4]
1, Baselgas(2012) A W4 3K 9 i 25 1 i R beta 2
Ff M (Serensen fH 5 14 45 250 I A~ it 43 B2 A2 AL T A2 4k,
B2 IC R betaZ BEPE AR 2 J5, JUIRT LAY BT 3
IR FE b [X B A B s B o e, T e 6 P L [XC
AHEE SR EMN S . e T RN E T
[y S5 R P A o3 A (R S 2, RIBE S DK
TR, YA ST P AN T T e R L X Y
Vb 2E R AR A P X ) A, TR B2 X T
52 ENK )52 W BN T A 5 v B A RS2, AT
SR YR E 5 (Baselga et al, 2012). Fdi A
BT 45 LB PR IR AR A0 R B S A R 3R e g
beta % FE 173 AT M Jo 1) 2K 1, R 73 s
JEEA5F 2 IS 4T T B beta 22 A4 1 PR A 2L s 42 AT 8
343 HT(Hortal et al, 2011; Leprieur et al, 2011; Do-
brovolski et al, 2012; Fernandez et al, 2016).
212 EREBE

Wb =5 VR HRORR T B0 0 AT R R 60 5 B Vi
PRI v S IR el el R XL R e A R B A
15 %5 (Rahbek, 2005; RAKNFIE & K, 2013;
Colwell et al, 2016; Wang et al, 2017), X [A] #5551
IR 51T AR 2 A S SO AR ) B A R O E
(Rahbek, 1995; Colwell & Lees, 2000; Lomolino, 2001;
McCain, 2009). A~idAH# T alphask gamma % £ 4,
TR beta 22 FEE: il g FAOB P2 22 A0 BT 9T 22 4 1B AR
Eb %574 55 (Tang et al, 2012; Mori et al, 2013). T4
N LR IR, 1 22 W 7T AR X AT BEA A 2
T L Aol R L A A R A M XSSV T A
e T W) F R #% (Brown, 2001; Herzog et al, 2005;
McCain & Beck, 2016). BT HR#]. P55 pESE
1k A2 25 A] i TR G beta 22 R 14 1K) 4R 4 £ 43 A (Qian
& Ricklefs, 2007; Jankowski et al, 2009; Andrew et al,
2012; Liu et al, 2015), BT LA XS 4 libetaZ #1%
() ) b JE e Ak B X P M O R 3l 1E AT R
(Baselga, 2010; Carvalho et al, 2011). {5401, Bishop
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S (2015) %) i A vy L1 00 R O R RIE T R B, k2
J8 22 S A A R T K, X R R
G . FRAEAL T I A Fh ] A R R 2 A 5y B i
W R R IAE R B, R R 2
FH A 72 14 3 72 (deterministic process) S 2/, Foord
FlDippenaar-Schoeman (2016)% /4 3F 111 Hb 1 V%
IR FE K B, BRAR B beta 2 M 32 B A2 )b
SV LR, R ol i 2 AR 22 2H 50 o 2R 7 3 1) PR A
A S I DT ERFR BEAN ] o B4k J5 IR VR A% =)
5 W HLHE WA W, RS RE
(stochastic process) % ik Ff 7 (1) #4) 2 B A #H ZLAE
H - Bt beta 22 B 43 AR TT VA K RE, BRI 53 BT 4 R
beta 22 #1111 i i A B i 2K A B T 50 4 b 2 f
P B b 1 B VK R i ML (Bryant et al, 2008;
Wang et al, 2012; Marini et al, 2013; Mori et al, 2015).
213 HEBEREL

T NRES R, ARk 5 B Wi &
V) Z FEPE R S O R AR I B A
(Wilcove et al, 1998; Sodhi et al, 2010; Pimm et al,
2014; Wilson et al, 2016). A= 35 [173% 0K T 2 /N Bt
e B RE VR B T S R A RS, R A kA
BN B B T A AR B PR AP 26 S5 g 32
P80 B 9F (Pimm et al, 1993; Krauss et al, 2010;
Halley & Iwasa, 2011; Gibson et al, 2013). {H/Z,
A8 A TR B BRAS /N B B BUOR HE AR 3 — A
FhEE, 12 AN SBUT ) NBEPLEN R 9 73 8 T K 28R
Bl SO AME RN (landscape complementation)
XA W) 2 PR I 4E RF A P 5T R (Guadagnin et al,
2005; Fahrig, 2017), [ESb/NBESR AT GEAK IHAH A 8 71
[KICRA 401 {177 /S B 2B (Benedick et al, 2006; Kattan
et al, 2006; Si et al, 2015). {EZS[A4ESE I, betaZ #f
P B ) Ao i) 3 iR 7 2 4 5 e s AN [ 7R DR A 27
gk, R EA 7 GRS, Az A X IR
BABZYF B s 8 B R 45 4 T an SR
(8] J& i 41 4y o AT R R A B AT I R beta
ZFEVERI DTRRARAL, T84 B A b S # R EOR T, 1%
HIRS g2 4 (Baselga, 2010; Gutiérrez-Cénovas et
al, 2013). SiFF(2015)%F T i1 F Witk AL B3 &5 05 _F 1
ZOHE S AN B VR OB TR, ANE S SR 2
g, S AAkbetaZ 1L Z HA R E R R E T
WuZE(2017) % T &5 i1 55 05 b P e ik 4 v A 70 [8) FF
R i FRAE S AR beta 2 AE I H T S HIAZ . IX

RUEIT T B Z et ORI, B 1 %185
KIS A HON T E B4, 1B R
Fopth /NS By U5 AR B O B — B B 05 . B G AE
WAEE T DA R 37 LR R X BT HI, B 1%
FEAN R BRI I =8 2, S8 T Z o i A [F TR
[ ) beta 22 MEVE 0 AT A% ) S LT 5 IO IRBN I AR, X
B R T 8 BE A RCH B A S Y A £ R
PE AR 5% (Wiersma & Urban, 2005; H 3z, 2014;
Socolar et al, 2016).
214 FHEE

HF 70 A2 25 28 50 45 0 R D g ) B g PR T IR 4
V2R IC N B, SR BT AR T AR AR )
SN B (AN AR I A — AR, W)
TR 0 2 [A) 20 et ok 7= A= 3h A 284k . i, Bishop
S5 (2015)FE A 7T WY 22 A0 52 20 IRV T AR B BE 1)
YRl R T fEbeta % FEPEAR (LI, R ILF- 2RI I8LEL FY)
beta 2 FEIEFI A BE 20 00 i TR 2, XA AT fRE A2
BEEEYEZm51EM . BETHIE R, Foordfl
Dippenaar-Schoeman (2016), < Sk A 75 VAR
B FE M ATAFAE AR 25284k . DA P IBTRIE 75 2 i
VA AR AT o O AR A T FE L B A R
& MR ZE T AR . TN T A RO BURE 7T 1
BRI F, B AR R P A SR A e )8 U B Ay
B . Chen%(2017)id i WF 78T &1 & K EHH 7R AN
AW K SbetaZ FEIEH 50 5 R WA il 5 &5
RIS B0 05 R, B SV 002 ) G R T L
HZFTERN . £FYEMbeta® BV T BT,
INEE /P U Y R i AN VB
BRI 450 T B R B i R 3. iIX RS
RKEEPETZER AN ZENETIEERP
SO, 5 5 2RAEAN[FZ=1T 1947 9 5% (Chen et al,
RREHAR) . L5 ERTR, BT AEYIREVE N A 4E R F
2T J e, R 3RAIT T e v AL AR E M LR A
Y55 22 [R) )2k Z A8 # B L 5 (Sheldon et
al, 2011; Legendre, 2014; Foord & Dippenaar-Scho-
eman, 2016).
215 FRIITES

iz Fbeta 2 AEE 70 il (1) 77 122001 58 1 U AE IV ] 4
JE B, R BT T RS RGN R
EARIRAEAAR S, AR T AESERERN
TR N 1 A v R S L o) O 1) 2 B o 3 1) 2R
W% FEE R S WE (Sheldon et al, 2011; Boieiro et al,
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2013; Si et al, 2014; Urban, 2015). fERF [A] 48 |,
SR8 5 2H 53 03 IR BE K T B o I BRI P,
TN 55 BH i A B v 0 X 3k 22 B 1 B A B8 0 AR ALY o
Wk, DRI R BV S TT BE A2 TR I AR H AR, R
TR I3 (G INRR FE KT R 200y i /N R B, DU
B0 A3 B VR 0 DX 3 22 B 1 ) DT R BE R, AT 75 2
P52 X ey e R VE . (RIS R AR E
21 5y BB I 18] e i€ A8 4k (temporal - stability), F8 4 %t-F
YEFF X2 &, o HR AU S R0 5, (H
&, 05 R AR L 53 1) K /N B I [R] 28 AR A,
DU DA T H A 45 S48 A 2 RE AR
(Angeler, 2013; #5204, 2014; Lamy et al, 2015; Si et
al, 2015). Angeler (2013)5%F 5 #2671 1A /K AE T
BHEAKIE1TE R TR I, Sk betaZ 14 I
KRR AR AR A, (R F 2 (8] JA A 2H 4y 5 — BLAE
W, MEEH S —EHAERD . Bk, NEYZ R
PR BE KRR, TER (R 4EFE LT 448 KRG &
B2 R B T 0 AR RL ) o R T 3 7F AR .
LewisZ5 (2016) % 75k 24 ¥ ¥ B 3 344F () 0F 78 R B,
FHELT G 25y, SRR R 53 5 0 K
TEREVE R ML 0T 72, Baselga®5(2015) & iZ:
] 775 g X P A 5 ) S SR TR AR 25 4R (A
BH 2 PRI B[R] 2 AT A SRy, HE DU T B A2 bl T 0 (1) BE L
PERLFE AT S 5. HabelZ5(2016) % 72 [ 25 g f5 i 2 A1
i S PR A 24 20 (BT A0 R IR A 43 oG 4 32 3
Bz, I BLBEE I B A% 3 0 2 RCE AR, IR AE
BERR AP RI9R0 D FOZ AL FR (P3G NG D% o FEXT A AR
Bi W 7T, UchidaflUshimaru (2015)% Bl 553t
(abandoned terrace) H A B # H B HAE I 2
Yepg B3 BRI 5y, T EH H (intensive
terrace) BL A W (E I (R 4E 1 F B 8 1k B4
G5, 2 BT R I ek 2 X0 A5 S 0t P 5 b gk AT X
BHBTAEMZ RS .
22 Y. DhEEFNIE RS MM
EARBEAE20HH 20 604F 4R, betaZ FEVEMED O H
2% [H 4 & % 5 Robert H. Whittaker#2 tH (Whittaker,
1960, 1972), F LAZRIRAS [R50 3 5 2 1) AR P
' 2H 1% % 5 (Tuomisto, 2010a, b; Anderson et al,
2011), {HIAEGE Y Fibeta e B 73 A Ak LA E A
] T 7% [B) 40 B 7E Th g b B 4 i 2 5 (Petchey &
Gaston, 2002; Stegen & Hurlbert, 2011; Villéger et al,
2012). [, 2T DyftalphaZ £ (functional alpha

diversity) (Tilman, 2001; Petchey & Gaston, 2006;
Villéger et al, 2008), il f &R T Viftbeta®
FEPE IR ME 25 (functional beta diversity), PAAHHIAAR
[E] B 7% 2 (8] Th BE 2 #1411 4H Rl 22 Ak (Swenson et al,
2011a; Si et al, 2016). B T YA EDhRE LI ZE R, W)
T ) HAT AN [F] (1 40 17 52 (Faith, 1992; Webb et al,
2002), BE[HAE B2 B AN [F) R % TA) 1) 90 b 2 B AR AL
i B T R beta 2 FF MR AR W BE T8 10 14 2 L]
(Cavender-Bares et al, 2009; Swenson et al, 2011b;
Cardoso et al, 2014).

1 T FhbetaZ FEIEREAE BRI AL 52,
AN 25 F& ) A I Ty BE F AiE (Fukami et al, 2005;
Siefert et al, 2013), [XHtPFh AL SOAH 5 HIPIA TR,
A e HA AR AR Th RERFAE, 5140 B A AH [F Y
BIRG . ML SR IESE S (Villéger et al, 2012;
Terborgh, 2015; Loiseau et al, 2017; Si et al, 2017). 7
—J71H, HA B Y Fibeta 2 FEVERT SN, I
A BWE BA B K D febeta 2 FEPE L R
betaZ FEIE, KNS [F RO FH AT Be AT A ACL Y Th g
RS HEAL 7T 52 (Webb et al, 2002; McGill et al,
2006; Si et al, 2016; Liu et al, 2017). 541, Villéger
ZE(2013)%F BRI 254 5 BRI 3k 1 £ 2R o0 BT Ja K
B, SAAbetaZ FEVEI)ZE 02 T A B 2H 0 S B0,
i) ifibeta 2 AE PRI K T D REbeta 2 KFEME, A A A
AR B 77 o X R R AN [F) 8 2R 2 A
AR D REMEAR, AT HH IR A v ER) P o J) e RS AI
W Thae A 7. X TP Fibeta B 5 3 R beta
ZREVET S, PIE IR T & B AR B 4E 7 L 2R
(Losos, 1996; Webb, 2000; Graham & Fine, 2008;
Swenson et al, 2011b). 11, Cardoso=5(2014)XF Kk |
P 5 SR ANR] 2] 24 S /R R B 1) 5 JEC s 0k T R I,
W RbetaZ FEVEI F= 5 B2 410 AR T 98
PR A R AR B e g AR L T A s e 4L 7y RO AR AL AT
e SHELTHA K. B, ST ARPEE, o
T YRR DIReFIE RbetaZ FEVEIEAT 456 01,
4 BE 5 TR N i B R B B AN [R)BE v 1) 26 AR A Y
A2 HLEE (Devictor et al, 2010; Villéger et al, 2013;
Cardoso et al, 2014; Bishop et al, 2015).

2.3 TEEMERRY LR

AN B A= W0 2R BT AN [ B a3k A i s R A )
SENEAE, DRI BRAS [ [ beta 22 K 14 20 A7 4% e o 7EAH
7 PR P 5 5 5 TR X3 ot B AT AN 5] A2
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B, AT LU [RI SRR I8 ) (1) 20 B4k 5 2R
fIEBE & 25K (Bryant et al, 2008; Dobrovolski et al,
2012; Calderon-Patron et al, 2013). H:rr, #fhd ik
RE 7742 5 M ) 43 A7 1 B 2 K] 35 (Nekola & White,
1999), | itk B A B a3 B Re 77 00 i 45 4 2 4 g
55 N 25 Ty b e ek 3 B B, AT T LI 1) beta
% FEVE(Steinitz et al, 2006; Qian, 2009)F1%s = 1 &
%24 7y (Baselga et al, 2012). 540, AHEG T4 HiRe

FHXTEL T 52, PSS RCAT R R 2R B A sh
KB, LR BARGRIIY HRE I CATRE D) I 2
H A B (I beta % A 4 (Harrison et al, 1992). Si
SEQ015)7E T B it 78 i IR IR, AR T 22K,
W T AR SR YL RE ), R G2 BN B
Vi) 7K 32k o 1239 A1 P 4D 55 T T LA 260 v PR AR beta 2 B
P DA ARKT B R 5 . AERUE DD I beta % K
PR AL R I, BT ) B A BRI BUE
K5 T EBE Fbeta 2 FEVE, HFEIRS B T34 A
B mE kN, tBrT A8 N B 5 ) beta
% FEIE(Martiny et al, 2006; Wang et al, 2016). 4,
A 3k Ak g s o R Al 2 S ) R 7E RORBE
I3 Aii k% J5(Qian & Ricklefs, 2007; Jetz et al, 2012). 4
an, UKNRSLFZ R BRI AE 90 ) s 2 43 47 (Svenning
etal, 2011). BT RNVIXICIER A BUH (Buckley
& Jetz, 2008), PAIIHAHE TE IR I 5 R A S, Bt
B TEAG AT R H T K 80 P 5 v T BT 9 2
[FEE, BT BRI B8R )1, Kz G, WA
FKIP AT N\ 2 (P TE 2 ) R ik (Baselga, 2010).
DobrovolskiZs(2012)iF 5 51 A fiti(New World) 17K ) 1]
RS JE R I T AL A i K 2 )
JE G 53, T PP () 2 ) S e 4 O Bl . B T AR
VIRBE Y HLRE S 22 5 2 00, ARSI E 1
BHEZER. ST, EYRE R ZE R, LA
T EATT S A AR i SR BT B 5 MR A o ) 23 A
¥ J53, AT XS 2H B R A beta 22 16 ) J) 4 AN ik B 4
YA . i beta 2 ARV S SR FT I IR R R,
DA K A BRI Rk o A B R 2R, Bl GnidE g A
[ (citizen science) ) 77 A2 &5 AT 1)
Hll Q=2 AT, 2011), HAG B TR A F A
T VR A R I 5 A8 4k

3 BetaZ N ERIRE
20104, BASTER HHES) T beta 2 #1477 fi#

ARG K R, {H & beta 2 AEVE iR T VEA B
ZE T EZHIFNATL14/0T). BIABASIEM
PODVALETH R I TP B 22 57, HZ1ESEBR ),
53 S FH AR 73253 1 AT R4S BRI 45 2R
I, T RZHE RIS, — M7 0% 2 R
i HIBASYE FIPODZ 0 AH 7] #e s #4770 M, ELALPA
IR R4S R (Wu et al, 2017). W45 A H H
WHIC N BRI 70 J5 1%, Tk EBASIAEPODIA
HR M AT s G0 SR AT VRS B B 45 R ANE],
W5 EOR I FE0 G B AT ReMLR AT 33— 28 0 dfr, M
ML IE FbetaZ FEVE R TT 15« H TN betaZ #F
PEIHBTTIE G, S8 —Fh ] R AR Rk A2 2 K
J& i — 2 W] DL G 3 43 8 7 95 5 TR R I 2 R
RUPLE 7%, B 4 OB 4 3 7 1 (Legendre &
De Caceres, 2013; Ensing & Pither, 2015; Ricotta &
Pavoine, 2015; Shimadzu et al, 2015), MM 25 X P
PRGN GE. HEEZEHAT, BREGHNTT
15 e 1 beta 22 £ M 43 fift 080 il 3R, BRI XS T
beta 2 FEPE 7 fif 712 1 S IR 1K 4k SR A7 7E

FH T4 Fh 4 BE 53 AT B4 (presence/absence
distributions), % T #)F £ & %4 (abundance) ¥
FURFEEA HEMAESTE L, HHF TR beta
% 1 S H A 53 1 B 23 4% 5l (Legendre, 2014; Li
et al, 2016). HTRHAMAERE T SHEZORE
A7, AR R] B TE 45 5 52 B AR B RS e
PR R 520 (Umadia et al, 2015), WA A T3
PR, B 5 52 2 BE ML 2 1 2 1 (Orrock &
Watling, 2010). H i, %1 2 EEEE fbeta % #£1%E7)
fift 77k B4 2 H (Baselga, 2013b; Podani et al, 2013;
Baselga, 2017), {E4 & 5T 4 mT DL i B &4 fh
I3 AT RN 22 145 Bk IR T beta 2 K J2 JLEH 43 (P B
oA SR AL AL o

H #7E A Kbeta Z FEME 3 iR O TR, 5 XI5
REEA L, 78 58 ORI 25 4E FE T 5 beta 22 #1453 i 1)
g AT o Pt B () B T AH 6 2 (Leprieur et al,
2011; Dobrovolski et al, 2012). B4k, NhHGR7E[R—
X35 A 2 AN AR AT 68 G o0 i, FEER BT AR
AR A 1) S Ak beta 22 M S LA 73 () DT R FiE
B8 MNTBIERE TV MbetaZ FEVE M) JH i
FHREH Sy, WuEQO17)V AT T 43k By i
AR B VR S R (R8N IE AL R ), 5 R K
94% [P BIF 5 Hh R A 2H 43 K TR R 20 45, X Ul B 22 /b
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1E 8505 2 48 S Ak beta 2 AEPE E ZEHLT- W0 )
R, A, AN TR 2 2 BT B 2 AR AN )
75 THHE 5 43 W i) i AR B 2H 73 1F S Rk beta 2 M H
B o5 B AG PRI TR A FRIE o 7[R —Hh s 2 AN A
WMIRBAT A o, BARERS EEADE S
HAA X FE AT 46 (Si et al, 2015; Thorn et al,
2016), 1HZ A KA LA T HIE .

BUS: o B A AR BT TR R E A e A
+. ARTRFEREE, YEHFRORREL
IRER TR g 2= T B RSB N EL 4
B WERELEFREHRUARE L F4E ZaF AL
RAETHSEEMGEI, FLag

B 30k
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W4 Journal name va?@i@j(ﬁ . Eﬁi@iﬁﬁth .(%)
Number of publications Percentage of publications (%)
PLoS ONE 28 8.02
Global Ecology and Biogeography 26 7.45
Journal of Biogeography 21 6.02
Hydrobiologia 12 3.44
Freshwater Biology 10 2.87
Biological Conservation 8 2.29
Forest Ecology and Management 8 2.29
Insect Conservation and Diversity 8 2.29
Methods in Ecology and Evolution 8 2.29
Ecology Letters 7 2.01
Ecography 6 1.72
Ecology and Evolution 6 1.72
Journal of Animal Ecology 6 1.72
Oikos 6 1.72
Scientific Reports 6 1.72
Biodiversity and Conservation 5 1.43
Ecological Indicators 5 1.43
Global Change Biology 5 1.43
Journal of Vegetation Science 5 1.43
Agriculture Ecosystems & Environment 4 1.15
Community Ecology 4 1.15
Diversity and Distributions 4 1.15
Ecological Research 4 1.15
Ecosphere 4 1.15
Fungal Ecology 4 1.15
Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 4 1.15




s, BAREE, BRALaX, AN, B, RIS LT, 17, BetaZ MM ME: Tk, NSRS, B Z A, 2017, 25 (5):
464—480.
http://www.biodiversity-science.net/CN/10.17520/biods.2017024

M3 Beta ZHMSHEN R KEBET
Appendix 3 Demonstration of the R code for beta-diversity partitioning

AT LLT 100 B0 9 2R A RP 22 REPE B (Si et al, 2016) 441, 2538 78 BAS V2 AI#POD 4 5%}
AH TR AR A beta 2 FEPEFR B AL 5 TS R

library(betapart) #BAS 72

library(BAT) #POD 7%

#ENSCARE A HE comm’ s “comm’ —ATARER—ANEEE, —FIRE—MFD.
comm <- t(read.table("http://sixf.org/files/code/2015/JAnimEcol TableS3Comm.txt"))

#1171 BAT ' beta BOEE R LA R 4L beta F A4, A1 iy 44
beta.pod.pair <- BAT::beta

#5177 BAT "' beta.multi Bi%{ 55 betapart ' beta.multi BEFE 44, Bl E v 44
beta.pod.multi <- BAT::beta.multi

#it O AH SRR A
BAS.sor.pair <- beta.pair(x=comm,index.family="sorensen") #BAS 7%/} f# Serensen
BAS .jac.pair <- beta.pair(x=comm,index.family="jaccard") #BAS 7%/} fi# Jaccard

POD.sor.pair <- beta.pod.pair (x=comm, func="soerensen") #POD 7%/} fi# Serensen
POD.jac.pair <- beta.pod.pair (x=comm, func ="jaccard") #POD 7%/} fi# Jaccard

BAS.sor.pair$beta.sor #BAS 72 0 #H 57 F5 5L Serensen
BAS.sor.pair$beta.sim #BAS 7275 0] F1 2053 Baim
BAS.sor.pair$beta.sne #BAS 7L E 2 7 Bone

I [RIFE I 5 1 T T 57 BAS jac.pair$beta.jac, BAS jac.pair$beta.jtu, BAS jac.pair$beta.jne

POD.sor.pair$Btotal #POD 7% A AH 7 454 Serensen
POD.sor.pair$Brepl #POD LRI & #4153 Bs
POD.sor.pair$Brich #POD 74 =& & 72 7 417 Prich

#HE R [FFERG J7 v a] 115 POD jac.pair$Btotal, POD jac.pair$Btotal, POD jac.pair$Brich. #4144
beta 2 FEE S HLA 43

BAS.sor.pair <- beta.multi(x=comm,index.family="sorensen") #BAS 7%} f# Serensen
BAS jac.pair <- beta.nulti(x=comm,index.family="jaccard") #BAS 7%/} fi# Jaccard
POD.sor.pair <- beta.pod.multi(x=comm, func="soerensen") #POD 7%/} f# Serensen
POD jac.pair <- beta.pod.multi (x=comm, func="jaccard") #POD 7%} fi# Jaccard





