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Abstract: In order to understand the impact of human disturbance on butterfly diversity in the Hupingshan
National Nature Reserve, we surveyed butterfly abundance in Hupingshan between 2017 and 2018, and
analyzed human impacts in the region for the same time period. We compared differences in butterfly
assemblages between three different levels of interference: non-interference, mild interference and medium
interference. The results showed that of a total of 6,711 individuals observed, which belongs to 5 families, 19
subfamilies, 119 genera, 190 species represented. The highest species diversity was under mild interference,
but the lowest diversity was under the medium interference. We conclude that small-scale farming-living
environments are conducive to butterfly aggregations. If the existing level of human disturbance or the range
of interference is increased, species represented in the butterfly community structure may decrease and the
number of dominant species/groups may increase.
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BAMFBE I — R EROTIEE, C5ES AR
GIREFEEVINRR, REFESRGAE
R M HPTEMNZ W JoE R R (3 a5
2019). HAEEAN NKP L, RV ZFEE— BAER
b i AR k5 A S R SeiB 4k (Johnson et al,
2017; Xu et al, 2017). LA LAK, BEE+E2 AWK
Ji&, NZEBCEIEL I RE ) AW g, % 370 [ A
¥R, BUE ARV N MAES RGE BB,
TR SRRV G 2k (Styles, 2017). AT
ARG 1, AFELOLIE S (Asmah et
al, 2016). Wit (Sambhu et al, 2018). ¥tk
(Collier et al, 2010)%% . TEZ BN AT, EER
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2014).
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7K JEA=, 2018; Wepprich et al, 2019). {5t PEAl%E
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FRATRNEK AT, 2016; Herrando et al, 2019). 7£5%
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Makeldinen et al, 2019) . M ff 3 5 & >k &
Tzortzakaki %5 (2018) 75 I 7 Hb H I 75 35 117 45 52 174 10
W22 AR VRIS I, AR 7 R LU IR S ) 2 R

PR DR AP B 8 Y S AT 8. MR O P FR B A
mERE, HAEEL . 2R RS T N A
Bati oL A2 1L
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BN VA A, B AER N N O T Pk e i
R A TR B 52 M AN AN ] A2 85 1) AR A 2 R A
B, PAESR A A S PR P AR SR, DU fR 9
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PRI X (ZEh =25, 2006), MIAIFH66.6 km?, %0
[X #1545 km? (H 5845, 2019), K E 72141,800
m. IR IRL9.2°C, FFF/KEL898.5 mm (K EEZ
FikpiasE, 2004). FHEREmZE R HER K.,
WERAMER S, 28 TFEE2HNARTRET
EFREP TR, I FORFER PR B S AT, #
WA R ] 7 Ay e S P ) P e TR (7K R 2R 4%,
2005).
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LR (577 445, 2018), K FPollard £k 2 (Pollard,
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Fig. 1 Survey transect line of butterfly in Hupingshan National Nature Reserve, Hunan
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Fig. 2 Different human disturbance levels of each subsection
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la = Nmax/N; 1)
H = — SPilnP; @)
J = — 2P;InPi/InS 3)
Ds = 1 — =P (4)
R = InS/InN; (5)

Fort, N IR AR MBS R, NPT 2R 1
R POAIRR AR E G AN I Ee sl S
TR FhEL

T H T SCAMR AT L I B AR AR A 1R
K H5% LA YA A R, 1%-5% 1 D L A
0.5%—1% 1) A /b WLFH, A2 0.5% 1 N A Fh (L5
i, 2018). ARHE L LIRLE R, A A%= 100
fFh e AR, K10 < MRS < 10009908 5E
N UL, AN S 1000 A RN AR 41 .

31 SrELRUAREEE A R SHFE

AR B AES MRS N LR AR B ISR 476,711
R, HLit1908, 8 T5R19 TV R19)E . Bk KE,
VIR % BN, LU SRR IR,
HURERE AT RSERL, AR E R 22 IR 2 iR, IR
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DLk BB, TE18 R IR EOE A i
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(Eurema hecabe). %< 77 S&kn i (Pieris canidia). Fiy
K it (Papilio nephelus) . % 7% 1 (Pseudozizeeria
maha). ¥ X {5 (Papilio protenor). ZE& X it (Papilio
bianor). /i Z K5 (Tongeia filicaudis). A IS (Pieris
rapae). /NI (Neptis Sappho). — 21t (Polyura
narcaea). #: V22 HR 1 (Ypthima motschulskyi). B
Jik g% 5 (Hestina persimilis) . 75 sk 45 (Pseudergolis
wedah) FI1 B2 22 32 R i (Papilio paris); # WAL ILiH77
i, 9] 0 5€ RV (Papilio memnon) . /) BE 25 #} ik
(Aporia hippia). Z /il (Stibochiona nicea). 23
Ik W5 (Argyreus  hyperbius) . HH 01 sk 45 (Araschnia
doris) &5 ; #i A 41 99, w1 A B 2R X g (Papili
arcturus). PHSCZE K (Aporia goutellei). Kk — ik
It (Polyura eudamippus) ~ & JF ik i (Phaedyma
aspasia). iR (Melanitis leda)%s . H5 5% 2H G4
FRLE & FEL I A AT E DLEAT i R, I35 4H )14
FhMIREAE &AL L A oA, e WA S5MA
DAFEZEDIR 2 (322). WAk, X &R MRrA Pk AT
Gt R, FELRASFEL DR PP RN L13F, T
FEELCI A 4P (K 2).

X £ FE 2 % b B AR B log e e Jm /R WA
b, TAEE R BN, 2R 2 A bR B30
F 5 R (E4) . 45 R B PR T 2A
TEIFORT R (FEERA-EZ 73] 09 1293 113K, 1834
A8 )\ A T7 HMT R (FEERE: 162 ) BE IR A (FF
ZRA 1245, FRLRE: 107 R)FN sy KU (FEZR D: 222
W%, ZANYIFEZ R FEL B3 SRS . Ak
5, DA MEE LR, HIREHELE, #F

R1 PEEMLERSR B AR X Z AT LIRS B R R M
Table 1  Species and individual number of butterfly in each survey line of Hupingshan National Nature Reserve, Hunan

FELRA Survey line A FEZEB Survey line B F££RC Survey line C - FE4KD Survey line D #££RE Survey line E

BSEYELIE QS S

B

Total Total

Family wE AME wiEp AME W AME wiEh ANk A ANk number  number of
Species Individual Species Individual Species Individual Species Individual Species Individual of species individuals

gt sl 50 402 54 461 54 421 64 708 63 539 99 2,531

Nymphalidae

il 14 312 14 276 12 188 10 343 9 366 18 1,485

Pieridae

KR 9 91 13 275 12 262 15 433 13 257 17 1,318

Papilionidae

IRIERL 16 355 17 189 15 184 13 139 14 181 24 1,048

Lycaenidae

FrER} 17 86 18 50 18 45 20 133 11 35 32 329

Hesperiidae
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Fig. 4 Rank-abundance plots of butterfly communities in each
survey line. a, Pieris canidia; b, Eurema hecabe; c,
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Pseudozizeeria maha; d, Papilio nephelus; e, Hestina persimilis;

f, Papilio bianor; g, Polyura narcaea; h, Papilio protenor; i,
Tongeia filicaudis.

A, B, CERU .

NS FE 28 1 B 22 R M i Bk B (115), FE4RB
() Shannon-Wiener £ ¥ V£ 48 $U i =1, HARCAFEZEC,
MAELRERAR; Simpsonds i 5 Pielout’) &) B a4 —
;, WUIFE L Clem, HUCNMEZB, FELERK;
MMenhinick =& LR ECKE, ML CHm, HL
BIkZ, FELDHM%. Shannon-WienerZ FEEFE %1,

R2 HEEMLERR B AR X &L MIERE R

Simpson#E%L . Pielous) &) FE F5 £ LA & Menhinick = &
FE R B NP B SRR C R 2 T HAN R (P <
0.05).
32 AATFHITHIRESE ZHEM R AL SR
BB R 3R 2 i a5 R R W (Kl6): %2 2
BETHRIFEE, HSimpsonfs#i. Shannon-Wiener
fa%. Menhinick¥= & FEfa#um M, LT IMFERMZ
FEMEFRECRAAG, (EE ZRAREP > 0.05); i
EF AR CEREERTRETIME LT
PUFEBL (P < 0.05). {H3FIA AT HEFE EFE B [1IPielou
IS EFRBOF LR E M Z 7 (P > 0.05).

AR AES AR A A0 I 3 6, 711 A AN
&, F @SR FH19JE 1905, SRR ERNANA
I DR R 22 o 8 X A T A
LA AT RN 53, IR A 2 2 Dy A 1 R
S B A F Y AR A, 0 5 1 TR
WELRDT SRR WEIROKME . RURKEE . SRR
B iy U S AN BT R A5 18 B (R AR AR E
i, 2017), 1 HEATH A FAED) 2 0 A e LR X
WK EZREE, 2005); ARG X AR R g DL
/U (R b e (0 5 ) AE AR B S A (IR T
R, W RDZ R X N S Rk, #HER S
TR XA & X3, NEr LA e R % £
WP IR AL T IR, R R AT DA R
& b, E AR T R KU (Agehana elwesi).
2K R (Graphium leechi). £l (ki (Helcyra
subalba). f i85 (H. superba). A skt (Kallima
inachus). K4eistitt(Sasakia charonda)4s, 7Ei%[X N
HIFEAD I, XA 5 A0 L =& R A RS
G, R XK AT AR A R TR (B

Table 2 Butterfly composition in each survey line of Hupingshan National Nature Reserve, Hunan

227 CLUIE QS QR HIERL 8

‘i LA

Survey line Species Individual No. of dominant group species No. of common group species No. of rare group species No. of endemic species

A 106 1,246 14 54
B 116 1,251 14 62
C 109 1,100 14 63
D 122 1,736 14 65
E 110 1,378 14 61

FiAT L4 LRRERLE ¢
38 13

39 12

31 4

42 6

35 13

AL

HAAER 22 A XL &



AL

HARWER 22 A 1 T A

936 4 ¥ % ¥ ¥ Biodiversity Science

4.0 -

a a
®E 35| EalES
9§ By K
=g sof
= .o 25-

v
2.0
A B C D E
FELR Survey line
0.7 -
b a
al
06} ab {_ h
b
b

0.5}

04 -

Pielou Y5 EEFEEL
Pielou evenness index

0.3

A B C D E
LR Survey line

%28 %
1.000
»®
<
R=]
= 0975
% ab a
£ ab ab b
wn
0.950
:
§ 0.925
£
wn
0.900
A B C D E
LR Survey line
45 -
a
b
a‘éﬁ%:’ 40 - % b
ﬁg o b ab ab
E g
#7351
% s
it
EE30f
> 3
2.5

A B C D E
FELR Survey line

E5 HHFEWIRESESHEMEY. TR/NEFERRIEREZE(P <0.05).
Fig. 5 Diversity index of butterfly communities in different survey lines. Different small letter indicates significant difference (P <

0.05).
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%o X — TG 454 Connell (1978) b B F-H AR 57,
Bl & fE T AR B m A Z Rt &
VIBER B SRR 22 R BARKE . AKE
HEAE YRR Wk T . TIEA S RS0 5
A G BN B U7 ) R R, AR T A 2 B AR
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BHHW Y KN — e M AT 1
IR . A Hayes 2 (2010)7E A B MK T I 2 B
TERRMRAE 55 ip PR B 5 WG A ) P 5 2 TR A %
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PR B A R R AE ST, [FIRBA AT
O IAREAS, AR LR, oyt
PET 5 AR, 15 3 2 PP 1ZR AR
Brh AR, MIRETIENT, YA FE .
TR B, BB TR O gy, — e AR
MO T RA AL, MREET R, FEuxE
TR BB o A7 o AH K S bl 1) B — 3 NP, T
TR SRR, KRR I (Talbotia naganum) %
7 A5 7565 A5 40 o G il g (Kallima, inachus) %6 7F 1%
X B K &>, H2/0FE), WM+ E
TR,

BHRERYN, BREMWAEMZFEESIREES R
Gu TP, M R AR S0 R A B P (Forest et
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G AR XA LA E R 2t B
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Appendix 1 Species and individual number of butterflies in each survey line in the Hupingshan National Nature
Reserve, Hunan

F J& i YIFh%L Species number A1t
Family Genus Species A B C D E Total
FEERL M F7UE Abraximorpha 7 A, davidii 1 2 1 1 3 8
Hesperiidae 4% F¢4JE Aeromachus BEZFRIE A, piceus 2 1 3
PSR Ampittia I PES- 5 A, virgata 1 1 1 4 7
F R Barca XUESLFEUE B, bicolor 12 1 13
TS Celaenorrhinus B SR S5 C. maculosus 2 1 3
R FEUEJE Choaspes ZFEME C. benjaminii 5 2 2 4 1 14
B FEEE Ctenoptilum RS C. vasava 3 8 2 13
HSFEME Daimio I D. tethys 10 6 8 14 7 45
FEFIEIE Gerosis fE 4% 71 G. phisara 1 1 2 4
Toik 4% Hasora TolEF45 H. anura 1 1 1 3
W FEIEJR Isoteinon Jit S5 1. lamprospilus 1 9 5 25 12 52
HFIEE Lotongus HFE L. saralus 2 2
HhFEE R Notocrypta Hi £l 48 N. curvifascia 1 1
it F-uE Ochlodes i SR O. crataeis 3 3
FEFEUEIE Parnara iSRG SR P. ganga 1 1
HAEFE P. guttata 1 2 4 7
A7 JE Pelopidas M TR P. agna 1 1
FaZrs 70 P. mathias 1 1
FRAELS FEIBE P, sinensis 2 4 4 10
MR Pithauia FAREE SR P. marsena 1
EEFRIE P. murdava 1 1 2
LI R Polytremis HAFLFRIEE P. lubricans 5 5
RISFLFIE P. zina 3 1 4
= FIJE Potanathus 80 = FrilE P flavus 3 4 7
HEFRuEE Pseudocoladenia B HESRIE P. dea 2 2 2 1 7
TR JE Pyrgus 71 P. maculatus 1 2 3
YA FEUEJE Satarupa YA FEE S, gopala 1 5 1 7
ZLFR IR Telicota LKA FME T. ancilla 6 2 33 41
FeF it 8 Thoressa 1ERR FE F-85 T, submacula 1 1 1 1 4
5 FEME R Thymelicus I T. leoninus 34 34
FEZSRE T, sylvaticus 8 1 9
R Udaspes LRI U. folus 2 4 7 1 14
YR T U E Abisara FEATAENE A, fylla 4 4 5 3 16
Lycaenidae F A WG A, fylloides 2 2 1 1 6
gl JE Charaxes Ay 2 igkis C. bernardus 1 1 2
HRIKWER Curetis JSBHKEE C. acuta 19 14 14 15 6 68
SR Dodona RGUR K D. eugenes 2 2
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F J& i YIFh% Species number A1t
Family Genus Species A B C D E Total
WKW E Everes WK E. argiades 12 23 2 5 4 46
KK )E Heliophorus R H.ila 1 1
JESRFIRUE H. moorei 32 22 5 4 63
KM H. pulcher 1 2 6 1 2 22
TEKIE)E Jamides FEAHE J. bochus 3 3
FLRUEJE Lampides TLIRIE L. boeticus 8 2 1 4 15
JRI%JE Lycaena 21K L. phlaeas 8 8
K& Mahathala HJKIE M. ameria 1 1
HEKHE)E Orthomiella HARAR I O. sinensis 2 2
WIKWEIR Pseudozizeeria fie 3k KU P. maha 124 58 33 51 117 383
MEKIE)E Rapala TR R, nissa 7 10 4 1 22
HEIKIR)E  Sinthusa AR S, chandrana 1 3 4
2R IKI R Spindasis HRLR TR S. lohita 5 5
EORIHREKUE S. syama 2 4 4 7 17
Z KR Tongeia MR T. filicaudis 87 19 57 31 26 220
VT2 g T. fischeri 2 3 1 6
WK Z K T. potanini 2 2 8 1 33
KR Udara BT K U. albocaerulea 15 10 5 6 36
kg U. dilecta 3 3 4 10
PR JE Zemeros P Z. flegyas 11 34 14 59
e it P& Acraea AIBREBHE A, issoria 3 3
Nymphalidae iR E Acropolis AR A, thalia 2 2
INigkik)E Apatura WIS A ks A ilia 2 1 1 4
Bl ak - Araschnia i ZCmiges A, doris 3 33 9 15 4 97
FigkiitJE  Argynnis 5 A paphia 3 2 1 6
WFIE Argyreus AF kit A hyperbius 18 12 2 11 18 61
L5 JE  Argyronome ZHkEE A laodice 1 2 3
iR Athyma PR JE A A asure 1 3 2 6
SEARATIRESE A, fortuna 1 1
EHFATIRE A, jina 5 1 8 34 9 67
AL TR A, opalina 1 1
BB A, ranga 2 2 4
Bk A, zeroca 2 1 3
ZHikit) Calinaga KPR C. davidis 2 4 8 14 28
el JE Chalinga F BRI C. pratti 1 1
FAiiJE Chitoria FEHTAE I C. fasciola 1 1
FHERIEE C. pallas 1 1
A C. ulupi 1 1
FH R Damora FHHE D. sagana 4 8 2 4 7 25
PSR Danaus FEPLHE D. genutia 1 4 6 11
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F & il Y% Species number it
Family Genus Species A B C D E Total
T Ik is iE  Dilipa B F sk D. fenestra 1 3 4
Fikit s Euthalia FERIUSE E. kardama 2 2 8 7 6 25
AR I E. nara 2 1 23 26
FAZR IS E. pratti 1 6 7
P ZR I E. thibetana 2 13 15
HERINIE R Faunis HKIW R BRis s F. aerope 8 3 18 36
gkt Helcyra FR S H. subalba 4 1 8 4 17
{E i H. superba 2 7 17 11 6 53
Jikist it )& Hestina ki ast H. assimilis 1 4 2 2 9 38
BT kst H. persimilis 3 10 20 102 3 138
PLiskisE & Hypolimnas L)L BT H. bolina 2 2
AR IR Junonia F IRk J. almana 1 3 1 5
B RAR g 3. iphita 3 7 18 36 4 68
SR PSR 0. orithya 9 15 12 8 34 78
kiR Kallima Flimhdgeist K. inachus 7 10 5 5 27
Firlit I Kaniska i K. canace 1 3 4 9 17
BEIRIRJE Lethe [ SR L. butleri 1 1
R BEARE L. christophi 1 1
Al AR L. confusa 2 6 23 16 47
EEIREE L. dura 1 1
I BEIR AR L. satyrina 1 1
FESUE IR L. syrcis 12 4 16
FAr B IR L. verma 7 7
MR Libythea NI L. lepita 6 6 24 49 85
LRlgkii ) Limenitis WA 2tk L. doerriesi 1 33 5 4 10 53
P LRI L. helmanni 7 21 8 5 2 43
BREZ AR L. sulpitia 2 2 2 4 10 20
NHREEE Mandarinia WEBEAHREE M. regalis 2 2 1 5
HEHRIEE Melanitis ELARME M. leda 1 1
I EL AR 4% M. phedima 1 1
TRk fE Mimathyma PRt M. chevana 3 1 11 15
I BE Rk Igers M. schrenckii 6 2 1 9
JEIRIEE Mycalesis HURE ARG M. francisca 5 4 2 5 16
i1 22 JAHR G M. sangaica 8 8
PR I5)E Neope TEFERTIREE N. dejeani 1 1 2
PR N. pulaha 1 1 2
73kt JE Nephargynnis 3t N. anadyomene 1 1 2
PRIgeni s Neptis [ ¥R isist N. ananta 1 1 1 1 4
PrIARIE N. beroe 3 3 12 4 22
I N. cartica 2 2
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B J& i YIFh% Species number A1t
Family Genus Species A B C D E Total
FFRIgSE N, clinia 8 7 10 1 26
ThFRdgAE N, hylas 2 2 1 2 7 14
FERgEE N. manasa 3 3 5 1 12
FRIBRIE N. miah 18 26 27 9 80
HERRASEASE N, philyra 2 2 4
BEERRMGE N. Pryeri 10 3 13
[ F SR N. reducta 2 2
BRIl N. sankara 1 7 4 4 3 19
/NERIRIEE N. Sappho 44 40 25 34 58 201
IR N. soma 20 8 6 5 3 42
F] IR N. speyeri 2 3 5
RIS N. thisbe 6 6
ZHPEUE IR Parantica KGPEIE P. sita 1 1
PIARAGE Penthema HBEARIGE P. adelma 4 3 6 8 21
Jidkdlt)® Phaedyma IS P, aspasia 1 1
Hiskist )R Polygonia H RIS P. caureum 14 14
JEUkiEJE Polyura K2 P. eudamippus 1 1
TRk P. narcaea 7 4 63 65 11 190
5t f®  Pseudergolis F5ig e P. wedah 23 48 31 9 3 114
Kt J& Sasakia KKt S. charonda 4 10 27 15 56
Iikait - Sephis HEIISE S, princeps 1 1
Mk J%  Stibochiona MR S. nicea 1 2 3 1 8 15
FiEAEJE  Stichophthalma FIERHE S, howqua 1 3 4
Fiskiit 5 Symbrenthia SN Bk S, brabira 3 1 4
165% Bkl S. hypselis 1 1
HS g S. lilaea 3 13 15 11 3 45
Mkt J# Timelaea [ gt T. albescens 6 1 7
Mgt T. maculata 1 1 2
ZLIME R Vanessa /NSRS V. cardui 2 2 3 7
KLY V. indica 2 3 1 1 7
BIRWEE Ypthima BIRUE Y. balda 25 13 1 2 14 55
FrAR R IR Y. chinensis 7 1 49 57
P BRI Y. conjumcta 1 1
fil = B HREE Y. megalomma 8 3 11
R IR Y. motschulskyi 54 10 1 50 68 183
SEEER RS Y. perfecta 38 38
K A2 RS Y. tappana 1 1 1 3
IR Y. zodia 13 2 2 3 20
AR} % B AU JE  Agehana B B AU A, elwesi 1 3 4

Papilionidae  J§§ X% Byasa RGBS A B. mencia 11 2
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&t = il YIF%L Species number &it
Family Genus Species A B C D E Total
R E Graphium T i AU G. cloantha 5 4 5 1 15
KT AW G. leechi 1 1 1 6 10 19
X G. sarpedon 1 9 4 21 37 72
HUsJE Papilio 21 532 Wik Papilio alcmenor 7 19 23 11 1 61
PR KIE P. arcturus 1 1
FEXWE P. bianor 28 67 65 51 57 268
FEHEXUE P. helenus 5 2 3 6 16
4R P. machaon 3 3 6
F X IE P. memnon 4 7 2 1 14
HEAE R P. nephelus 1 45 66 222 58 392
A S P, paris 11 35 22 20 13 101
WX P. protenor 35 78 62 58 49 282
FitiE XU P. xuthus 2 5 20 27
SRR Pazala FHR SR P. euroa 5 24 29
R IR Troides & F AU T, aeacus 6 2 1 9
Byt ORISR Anthocharis THIBEMEE A, scolyma 1 1 1 3
Pieridae KUt JE Aporia /NBELS R A, hippia 8 44 8 60
PR kil A. goutellei 1 1
KBRS A, largeteaui 4 5 3 12 2 26
TN Colias BE% GRS Colias erate 2 1 1 4
&3 SR C. fieldii 4 2 6
Jr¥isE Dercas 77K D. lycorias 10 10 2 8 30
FOR R Eurema B AT E. hecabe 129 113 49 183 118 592
RV E. laeta 1 5 1 5 12 24
LTk E. mandarina 5 7 12
Fpp e Gonepteryx A E ki G. amintha 2 2 26 1 41
REPKIE G. mahaguru 4 1 5
Hykyi G. rhamni 2 5 2 9
MENE Pieris RI7HE P. canidia 82 76 32 56 162 408
BECHE P. melete 24 8 4 2 38
IR Bk P. napi 3 3
SR P. rapae 45 35 34 41 61 216
KRk JE Talbotia KM T, naganum 4 3 7

S /MA% Total number of individuals

1,246 1,251 1,100 1,736 1,378 6,711
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