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Abstract

From March 2021 to May 2021, the nest-site selection of Cyanopica cyana in the west campus of
Yangtze University was investigated, and the nest tree parameters and environmental factors of
30 nest sites were investigated. The results showed that the major nesting species of the magpies
were tall conifers, especially Taxodium ascendens and Metasequoia glyptostroboides, which ac-
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counted for 86.7% of the total. Nest height, DBH, nest height, number of supporting branches, nest
height from the top of the tree and the number of trees within 5 m were the main factors affecting
the selection of nest site. The results of this study have a certain guiding effect on campus con-
struction and greening and bird protection.
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1. 51§

HENE G BRI N A S S ST B i A R SR, R L T R ) — A e R R 1]
Cody 18 H, &2 Nk PR B H BT A R AR, S £fiE & %M BA R Zm &
TR RARII T E B 2]. s bk MR FRIRZ, GlunEMFHER . SV B IRER &I LSO BOH &
SE[3] [4]e X2 ELHEE B AT, AT DLBH A DR R b3 1 A 2 DR AR S S R BN AR R ) AN
bz, MITHE7R S SEPZALE S R R A 3 S R [5].

IKEEY(Cyanopica cyanus)3 J& % ¥ H (Passerifomes) 3%k (Corvidae), = E /AT PNAR, B A AKX
S, et S, SRR R AR S BTN . [ 2R AN R IX K Y SR (K 3
1T TWEIE[5], B AR 32 B B K 2 K 5 8 — 4 B v B ] R A S AR Ak 6], R /R T X K &
B SN BRA A BER A7), BT R TR E AL M X, T R b X K S B L B AR T AR D
HAZE EHAT, 7EWIAGTR R X A 2 B 2K 5 8 S bk R 52 i DR 28 O 90 o AR SO XK TR 2 P AR X K
ERY SRR A TR T, ST AN R R RS G A DA ST AR S R R SR AR BV AR R
2. WSSHIBER

FINALTF 111°15'~114°05'B, 29°26'~31°37'N, HuALBIALA g s, YLOCFIRIEH, Jiiscss.
AR, KILEWMAEME 4T, SHamR 14,100 Km?, HLCFE AT, BKEE N 20~50 m. B
P ENAEX, TSI 15.9C~16.6C, Mg, REFE. LHEIK. EVREEE, LAM
Kz, A B IS A KT RSO R AT 7 52 SO 3 —— I 7, (S TR 1,660,000 m’.
Rl R IX IR 2, R I S 8 BR8] [9].

3. fiRG=E
3.1. EHUEHRNE

PHEAE 2021 4E 3 A2 5 JHHT. i BN X I gs, MR b &L 100 m A K
B, T 4R RO S AR CRPTAE R B R AR L 1.5 m ARRIOAR), 53 AR RTRE 7525 1 A SRR JA) L)
NS, RS TR RN 2 LLESR A O A2 S m Rl R B A SRR 8 SRS E (e R R
SRR T, RIARL=A T A B h 55, S0 20 S50 g P DU et 5 Fo BBl O P A P LB EAT Al )« 7
A€ SR NNERENEN NS X3 /(C WP SS-EELDENN AL S (S DNE Siak=g L aTE/ AN ikl S EN N
PETIUERES . 5 m ARAREL. AEBERRK.
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3.2. EHEBUREATE

KM Excel M AHEHEATSEE, HId SPSS 25.0 X H A S 7 BEAT S 70 . Bl R AT Mean + SD
Ko, Horf Mean NEHCTEIME, SD NbRiEZE .

4. ARERE 4T
4.1. EERMEEEENE

Table 1. Nest tree species selected by Cyanopica cyanus and related data (n = 30)
1. ERIE R BT A R AR KB = 30)

WA K Az i
B4 H(%) 345 51.7 13.8
B & (m) 17.1+3.2 17.2+2.4 145+3.7
HH(m) 123+28 11.1+25 127+4.1
947 (m) 97.6+32.4 98.2+12.2 119.7+35.6

X1 R, KRR LR T B NKE (Metasequoia glyptostroboides) W% (Taxodium ascendens)~
FHE(Cinnamomum camphora), 15 E R, EREFHRE NS MM LLE EE 86.7%, FHER &
13.3%, JCABBFP RSB B RS . BLE T = B AR VSN 7.6~19.3 m, E M N 11.2~22.5 m.
HEPFMERN 11.8 m, A RZHESGHART 10 m (5 66.7%). W= FEMEN 17.0 m, &R 15 m B
7 63.3%, HEMEKZ KT 90 cm (4 70.0%)-

X 30 AN HLE IR R, K ERYE SR B 2 AR E e 2 0L, SRS SR TR R
JEFEN 1.2~10.6 m, “FIJFEEH S.16 m, HAWZIEFAE D EECN 2~4 B )58 515 83.3%).

42. RESBEN BRI HEER

Zoih, A 2 A LIERAEAE 2 AN B, AR 10 m AEE RS Y A K E B S L 66.7%, T HA
15 ANIRESHEES . SR TR B AL 10~15 m Z RN F) 5L BLS KN 56.7% (6 2). S E BN A E A (o5
80.0%), HIUCAEIE(Y 16.7%), BN RIX (A 3.3%). 78 30 ANLLUE B0 4% 5 m B[R+,
H 17 METTAEEMREUNT 6 (15 56.7%)-

Table 2. Nest disturbance and nest distribution frequency of Cyanopica cyanus

®2. REBEETMESSEN MR

B4 EE 25 (m) B H 4 (%)
<10 3 10.0
10~15 17 56.7
>15 10 33.3

43. WEBRILAENEERT

DN E UMK S B SRR 3 00 A 7, BB SRS P i) 8 MRS T HEAT 0T, R 3 B,
FAEERT 1 EREA 34, BTt EE T 71.824%, BHIIX 3 A& prik#En 8 MeE
PN IS

eI R I FERE T R B, 35— SRR SR R BB A RO KRS S v B BRI AW
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s, R WOKE RSO RN R, fr O A T B T R v SRR S T e LA PR A SR
BMAR ARG MERR, X 2 TS K EMEESEMNIESTR, A Nsed Bl T, EH =m0,
FAXS RSB IE BRI 5 m ARARECREEACEL, X5 K SR BB M Bl a o0, iR e
W7o Ak, PR E BSS ARG 0 F R 77 A5 T, RPN AsE S8 (% 3, & 4). BIK
B AR BLhE e PR 1 R v R e 25 S S PR 2N B PR S TR 3R

Table 3. Table of eigenvalues of each principal component for selecting the nest site of Cyanopica cyanus (n = 30)

3. REWBEILRFER ERSPFHEER®0 = 30)

Aoy FRAEME TR Rt vk
1 2.710 33.881 33.981
2 1.837 22.958 56.839
3 1.224 15.294 72.134
4 0.955 11.931 84.065
5 0.514 6.423 90.488
6 0.490 6.120 96.608
7 0.271 3.392 100.000

Table 4. The post-rotation factor component matrix of nest site selection of Cyanopica cyanus

® 4. REHSEINERAIER B E TR M

RHE ) i
S 1 2 3

R A 0.894 -0.396
=2 305 0.827 0.434 0.114
B R 0.785 0.165 -0.327
BB 0.199 0.699
HLPEE SR BE 0.138 -0.934 -0.116
P T B PR S 0.219 0.733 -0.279
BEFHEEE 0.237 0.517
5 m AR -0.274 0.437 —0.702

5. Whig

SR NP E BN R R, ST SR FH AR R R B B R AN B S A [10]
AHFFERIN, B EW R K SR AR BN B R, 30 N EH, 86.7% M ELA TAH R I,
TEAN [ T W3R A el LK 55 B SR ARr R, B R AR A AR B[S ] IR bR =k R BON
BRI, T DAE S S KRB AT RN, K SRR B AR R BRI R T ER, W
REAE—EREE BT AT, AN m S 2 2.

BT 58 2T 1) S 4 22 KT 90 em (1 70.0%), SEME AR A2 SUBPRAAE Y 32 B4R, 38 I SRR B 42 1) K
/NE] DLAME I Wiz il @& 75 1R E, A i NG 2 e AT W sl 2 2 8 55 e, AT BS 0 & AR AR, 53 4h
M It /NI R e 22, (SR G ORI, BN T NI RO EE B T R .

BRI, BX K EESE HEE(7.6~19.3 m)IH & & T/ % 2204(1.5~6.7 m) & H IR ELJE X (6~8 m)
M EEE, TR ASEESNR R BRI K S0 s mE, M mESANOWEEREIEMESKR, XY
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TR B AR SR E N A EE R BRE [ 11] [12]. 10 m 242, 80.0% [ 4K 588 5L R X8 K %2 S50, i W] K =
BSI S B AR ERE R A, XA BT AR E R FEHE R A, R4S s, s BRI

IR BB AR NIEY T, FLIX L) i B 550 = N [13]. B AR SRR T EE B 2 /1
F 15 m, BIZAGLE NGB E R X I8, LA A K 5 8 £ 58 N 8 TG SN R B

B A 2 b A 5 Bl R X A E AR, BRI A BT L I ZERFAE, R R BRI 64T 9 (1 DB IR 7 3
BT R AR — IR E N A [14]. 2 ERS IR, TR K E RS SRR B T, Ui
IR EESAE NS B A0 I X S0 16 6 8 o 25 FR R )R AT Re ik S N BT R R &

B, FRIN T RV 27 P ARE IX K 18 P B0 328 36 S A 7l B B 388 B [ — e SR R 6 45 o AR S A
T, BITERT. SR FERTRUER SR Fik, @ERRSE R, NEmER, N
PUIE AR SR, TR N ST & SR AN A

S0
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