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W %

A GRRERIEIT A A B R ARG E SR R ARSI
A, 3t BEAR B AR S LA AR B S, A SR E Y A =B &:
RE (GRAR) S, iE (53) SHERAERAL (F58) 8 SR,
AL EZCEMAE (R04) SHc, L FRE AT EM: (1) /4% Hill
HAEGIRE R B, SRR, 13 —60 8 € R R iEy
V@R, (2) ¥ Hill B8 ERPTEARE—FER R GLEAL S AR MR
B, SRR E IR T H RAREA AR Y G, W AAER E AL RS,
SRIBREEGIZ B (3) IR0 S ARIEEG AR R AR 69 % BEA B ARdLtE (o
1v) ey m( 4) AYFAC S AR AR AR 69 % BE B ARLEE (R
oL B9RIE ., AL, RIVPR— AT R0 T RS AGE R a6t A4
SARMPTIN IR 0 A e, AR, bR AR — ARl 6 £ AEAL—PREATE A,

MlsE]: A4 Sk, AR AR, ABUEIL SRR, 1238)R A, 948 S,
JEL classification: C13.

1. &m
L1 f38 “dp SAR0E"

4 %zt (biodiversity) —# % biological diversity 8 fi##, &% E. O. Wilson &
1986 £ B ¥ A ERITZ “AY S HEX#3E” (National Forum on Biological Diver-
sity) kX RTE IR Y, £ M2 IR EPTA A E SRALESLE, BRE TR



HOW TO QUANTIFY BIODIVERSITY? 9

PORB M, AR BRE. ARABLRFIAER R EGAR, AW FHEMATE, RRE
MR, T 5 % BIR— e A R,

1.2 A4 SARHR R

A SRR OAKRE (R SRt WA (0 H) SHMURARA () S
M, 32 ZABRLE A T HIRPTA A G R a4 Fe BAL AR AR, $— 17T, L RN B4 T

A (1) 4% Gene (genetic) diversity

AR G AR R — R AR 6% RE TR, AR SARMME ARG SR, PPy
AR, £TFGERT, 8AREE (random drift) XX (mutation) FA LR,
A XRFE (natural selection) SHFE (sexual selection) FINER &, fik RS R ST & 4 &
Fo TR FAER I, B 5@ ERIT, A AIRE) £ HAE A,

AR G RZAR AR ERSATG R, BlhaAGRK B BN TR #8E KK Intl
AR, ERKAER, RAK, ZHHARARRNEELSEFR (6K 11 37). EERK (64
11 38). FaK (64 93K). MK (B4 145 58). BREA (R 139 37), £ 5 Lars
B, IRAEEAL, AR RG TR, EREAmA TR GRE TS, Blde, 305K AHRGFA
Aok, BRARRKMENE, —ARBEFELF, BREARIET BT A2 0 Bifth, KR F &MY
PR T ATRER Al Blie B E 5. SMEAGIE, (28 LR R BAE A 5 — 7 BART A
R E THRAF RS, Blhe 70 FRRIREIE 9GKE B TREALRGIR IR, R AT
B IR JREG AR F1, ARV A GRS K B0 BE F K 6 k. RIBA S K AT R0 LR B A
H I A A 6 ZREF AR R A BT R R A, Amdee TR A &6 etk Ft “XAY
AL LR, MR ER SR MY SRR T 26—,

WAE(5#8) %iktt Species (taxonomic) diversity

WAE G AR AN — B P AEAE GG S R R, & RAVEFERE TR B, 3R
T RIF AR, LRRER, G AHLE—RILA ], Mg TA ek 2B RY, meHEk.
by, G, B4, FAY. DERELET BRI, ERIFOFIET A BIRAA 6 BALE B,
HIMERAEETARLBR &, FRA I REERTHEM, SEFHVNBALTE TREGASG
AL, FERBEAKRGAE 5 T BIAR? §EBURBIGRY 6 . 70, FRMAENITHE
HEZFREAEEHEGIFE, BOIERRE LT 50T, RIEEH BIAE (Bl FA) AT
1B, 2HOBIAKGAE 543 A, G BTA 15% 92 BRHAE, RV A K87, &&MN
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HIRATE XA %V BAER? RIZ Avibase A& (http://avibase.bsc-eoc.org/) K#j
H—EAE /AL, e RENA SRR GWAE, K&K 5V R? RIFKIL Mora et al. (2011)
% Costello (2013) s, ¥R KA 150 HAEL o LAk &, 12054 3F % R IR MAE,
e ARG MAER 942 200 & F) 800 FHZ R, #£8)363L, BKR % EAMAA R RALAER, Hit
T A Feil B AT A R AR ARG AT T T — (B B 09 631 PR, AL RIREY “AE SR

AR, & RA RS IEAE, L5 =8 09l SR ey a4,

4R A (hhEE) 4k Ecosystem (functional) diversity

AR AT AR S, —EENAER AL G I, ), AR EA IR
(Brk. R K. BRH . Aty) R REG A RIS, RHE 6 T Bl d A SAE4 18 & Sute itk
ARRA (AR BEMER KRR BFARA DEARA FRERA TAL
REA . BMARE A F, AR AR SRR R Ie S AR — B L & F ke £ RILTF],
BAFEEHE (trait) AT TRAE L L, Bl R GA—RAEE GG HGLRITALRE
BRI ME RWER LRRGTFHZHERNSEE S, BB LTS intE
Z [0y £ 3], B —F IR A R A P SAEMART R 09 TR hReBR4E, ARAR AR M 6 o1k
AP AR A R R B R E, SARA R AR SARMEL A B AR P 0y MAE § BAe il 2 LRI B S
L8 B AR, BSLIhAE £ AR L AnAE S AR ML I B 2

& S egE R

A SRR E RN G T AR BE— AR A R AL B RIS, RAARRATATH &he
BRI, RN AT, A S RMEEARTISRNE £, BRTHRETR
JREFERAVG A A AR %L (Wilson, 1992), & TIBAR N A, WiERE, LB AS
16,1992 5 6 Ae & L3k ERATE BES BIBT L BB X G HAR ) A5 150 B 69804 4R4k
T —tr A SRR F A4 (Convention on Biological Diversity; CBD, 2012), Hé&
BT 2010 F A4 4 S ixtF (4555 Biodiversity is life, biodiversity is our life), XA
FERFAY SR KGR A, LANTFEESFAY ST R EAGFIZ, KR IAE
YAERBEME, EBARHEALALGEY SHRMGRTE, AT E—BAR ARG T TR
A e IR TR TR M4 .
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2. Wit (438) SHBE B

FRMTRAN SRR BERATENRE, BT ROHGPER L TESRMN? T
AHIRERFAT, REL S 6944 1M, @ R—BE IR, AL LRI “DRESIRNE
BB, FHambefTEACAE Y S AR 18AR, AUy TR RITT T J& R T Fl G 45 % AR Y

Lig

L3k S AR AR (B =5

e KA A RRRE LR R B LB R B R 09 464%, A2 ik a9 TR ], 424 M0k R & B
P 694, it et A b3 A A& e AT — s R #6931 R (Chao, 2005; Gotelli
and Chao, 2012; Chao and Chiu, 2013), % —7% @, MR it &E F ML G EG TR, (F
PPA AR ERE A 5, AR ERE A ), £5H 8 T ROV SRR AR e
8GR E R T EATIARAEAC A SRR, SLABRARAL B & S A EARAR,

ALIFAC S B PEASAZ (Fwafh)

&I SARMEISARAR R F RAES e e A 8 G L, A B AR 6 £ (KA, FrR
APAER 6 £ (R ARDL) ARAE—AREY, RAApAEM 5 3 2 £ (S AaML), F4FE . @,
B. f B, Aydanf, ST AR R EDAER 6 £ L0 (AR, & R it £ 2eF &
LR ARARL /AR R B R S (taxonomic diversity). FIEF w7 0-T A piilTegik
¥, BMAETRE ) ALERE S PR, Fbis AR MIRT 5 Z AR EL, MIERE “A&%
EIL %" (phylogenetic diversity)o A F @& P otk “ALEIL SR,

Wt S B SUL R 0 S A S AR AR (5 Adp ) 2
Podk % L SR 0 A GURAL SRR (B )

MyiE % Tt A 1B 72 B S B AT BT R L, Aol fE AR RO BB AE IR 5 | o e AR BB
¥, T HIBRAAE S T30, S AR A R Sk, T AL R R g £ Rbhsitn
WE? —fx SARM AR AR 7 k. Whittaker (1960, 1972, 1977) A& —EEMK A4
SHMTEN A o . 88 ¢ 248, v $HEEPEMERN SHME, o SHLESEEE S
ME T, BPEEE N SHE, B S HLMEPERE M 5 A RERRE M 0 T Bl g b, Bt
B ST RARAE 5 B854 M 69 AR U S LR HABARUR AU @ T A AR P 5 18
B3k (3B EA TR BE ). ASUIEE T 250 F 5tk 5 3% SULE )& S8 4 S A4S
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%, SN B e S A SRR 8 A UL S AR IEAEAR,

Gt BTG A, (5L

A S AR TI AR ST R (46 A4, AR, A HIBIEIR, AE R, I
P WP G BREARZ SRS, AL, RS A — B SIR A A
My SHELAEIE PR A 6, VAR BB R R 6 B B0,

BEELSLEAND)
BRI T AR BRSBTS 4L R R AR iR

3. BARAe)d i SARIEAEAR

A4 %R EAU R BT 9 B =My (Magurran, 2004; Magurran and McGill,
2010): #4EEIE% (curve fitting). 4#% (parametric approach) $2#&5-#% (non-parametric

approach), 9 #A T Z8p, AL EEFEARLEK,
3.1 wh#RELEK (curve fitting)

AW ERFIEIC TAFAA R AE % TR A& X ARREE B R ey Ml 14, Hlhedhid
RAFW4R (species accumulation curve) $448 & A& MAR A 3ol , Y869 H A Lo THEZ
e, IMAE-mA B (species-area curve) 148 & P& ARG hbE | WAEE B Lol @ARIE
Ho PP AR o R B —EIE wh 4R b B RSB SR AR 5 KA TR AL — B A, SLABUTAARY A4
SR AER

Arrhenins (1921) &-F#R B 488, B Sy = af’ (S, K& ¢ FALZ AR K @A AT
& 5|2 AEHR ) 3, Gleason (1922) X FH#4 S, = a + Slogt, £ a. f AL,
SLAE SR A BTG AL T, AMEJE A 23R 5B @A © 4t IF I A A TR A9 SR & AR5
TARAF BIFTA 8 hAE,

%A RIS PR A G AL — B AL R AR A RAT R R ApAE AT W 4R
&% MA (Flather, 1996):(THIZ o, B, u 39 A5%, S A% t A& 55X EAE).

(1) Fk&isgnsg: S, = S[1 —exp(—at))® & S; = S {1 — exp[—a(t — B)*]}(Weibull #
B )o
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(2) Michaelis-Menten w4t S, = St/(8 +t) ZHEME S, = (a+ St)/(B+1t) B S =
St/(B +t*) ( logistic ¥&g),

(3) Eewsh S, = S(1—af') A S, = S{1—[1+ (t/a)’]*}s

Sbik 0945 R R JRMAE R F 0gsesk, TIAMARE G sk, P TR MATE G,
3t BT B EFFA S B R A2 T 5B (1) R — 15 RLAZ A S 80T H (2) #5 T
)t a4 5T Ak ARBCIAARAT, A2 L ApARAE S APAn £ 3k (3) B H9RCl b R — RAFBNS 6y Ad At
(4) —Akeh BB A THIBS, FFDERT A RREHE (5) B AL MGt b7
VA RAR Smdbik R £ T o wh 4 04 SR AFE A LAY e

3.2 %%k (parametric approach)

Fisher et al. (1943) # Journal of Animal Ecology &3 C T A3 A4 4 % T
WRZ S AR L, BRI T Fisher et al. BEIRA TH TR R RIS @ B
WA AR AR A 0B R — B RANBREASE N\, i = 1,2,...,5, a4
RETHREOEEE (N BRERTRABGIEZREL S, ARYSEAD), Fisher BT
(A1 Az, -5 Ag) MR A il A FEEE f(N) = A e MV /[T(a)b]?, AHE—4piE
WA kokastkE Py (k) &

00 o—A\k )\a—le—k/b
Pop(k) = dA
o(F) /0 kK T(a)b®

_Tla+k), 1 ., b
~ KkIT(a) (1+b) (1+b

SLBP & —A{B & =B 5, Fisher et al. FHATE a — 0 BF

k
PUE—AAE B | A) — % k=12, ...

By o = —1/log[b/(1 —b)], 0 = b/(1 +b)o YALFFIBP B4 (log series) , Fisher et
al. AEM o TR E T —BBES Z S e4F 644, sLBF B Fisher “alpha” #9d R,
4t Fisher et al. (1943) 89 %EF B9 A P58 a = 1, AUE—WAEER, k ReG#
£ Pup(k) mA—EKFTFF], 3uBP B MacArthur (1957) Z broken-stick A1, sAEA 4
%%(xiMqﬁﬁﬁ”w$§M>%*[MkmaOﬂwuﬂji%ﬁo?ﬁﬁﬁﬁLH%%
BPAEE S — 1 AR S B, b S BB E Dirichlet (1,1, ..., 1) 9%, stheFl—18
BLRART, BB R S R, PR RETURARNEE S WS G AR, JLBp

B broken-stick R Z M#HE K.

*, k=0,1,2,...,
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T Fisher et al. (1943) #HAET G EATRAZ MBI B LAFGIERAL RN, 791
Preston (1948) 32 th #0# AL FAE A, AR P HER B R SHHEA (inverse Gaussian)
B —RAB R S HHER (generalized inverse Gaussian) 5o, 5 EAERM P AL —SE R4 &
Z BB E L SR FEAE,

AT AR G S B A BE T AW SR MG AT R, Af, AR o F] s 43 BLiE
A IR A, IRA AR AR BB R A6 S BARTIL, KRR 6 S BAR A VT A ARBL A ARAT, {2 4
AERR S ARG fE3T AnAn £ iR BUE K R 69 5 B 3 R — AT BT A9 AR R R, G AR M4
o B—REZRFELRAFLBRARFE G SEAELY, FHBEZAR G ERATAFETR T
R, A% BB BRS SARME, SLART Fi £ 8530 SR MASIRA T RR A,

3.3 #&%-%0k (non-parametric approach)

ALEBOE TR E SRERB— SRR, KK LA AR S G R & SR bds
ﬁoii*ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂf@@%ﬁjwi%é%%i@%ﬁiﬂ%ﬂ&%ﬁ%ﬂm
(p1,p2; - .. ps) KRR &SI, EFIAEIAREE A AE9PP & Shannon (1948) X
WHAEAR, AW X%

s
== pilog(pi),
i=1

SR BHAGE T B A G FAET AR, &R S R0 & R D AR — (B AT BiniE
TRER Mo BR—ELE KT 23040 AE, RUEM— B, KT RS E A RK GG A
B BN S RIS A — B 09 AE 4, Rk 38 AT Mg IR
JRiZAR VA L A G Akt

7 —Jk Bt Al B Simpson (1949) ¥ Simpson 184%, L HX 5

S
A=) vl
=1

AdbEA A 14069 Simpson 1648, R AR R AR 69 7 KM% I B B8,
wo st R (BB RS B Bl — B AR e R | sk R4 B S RIS, w74 Simpson #6134 4%
MR R IG, #—F&3% A2 % oM R E b2 Gini-Simpson 484%:

S
L=A=1-) pi= sz Pi)
i=1
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e MAEREARSE A A L2 PR AL RARME, (2R 2 A S m T, BT MA S s
AR ARG RR, PP4E3E R B S H (replication principle or doubling property), 4= F ATit,

BRSPS R A BR

AN %A L JE B3 R Hill (1973) & Jost (2006, 2007) 325 % M8 A 48
Fldnte s g B BMAEEL (p1,p2, ..., ps) MR, BX4 L E( completely distinct BPZ A &

A2), MRABREE AR S BF, BIRGBR% 69 SARIERP B R AR 49 S ARt RiE, sb
1&3G TR 2] 5 BB%, APg BA AR MY § R &M N BT e L A5 AFHES
AR SR G R BB S AR N 43,

WA Gini-Simpson FZA TR H L ARG ER, Ol bR BREER 4 BYTE
BFamie, BEALARFE, BIEANEA logd = 1.39, & A4 Cini-Simpson 1§42
B 1—4(1/4)* = 0.75, 12% BB FHEHERE%, ARLREENIEA log8 = 2.0
Gini-Simpson 18125 0.875, =T vARF # SLAMAEIR 45381, 1248 % Gini-Simpson i
FiM&, MacArthur (1965) i & Pl B e B A& & B 15 8R 4, REMWES 8, Bk
FAEIE R B, f Gini-Simpson 184%54 /884K, Simpson $81R69#%, £ ELF T & A Gini-
Simpson 15 4, RAME Gini-Simpson #l$E 8, TR EAZIE R AL, & KAWL K945
2R, Simpson #9EEAF, C 89 R I ho—ARANAEE G R G IR RAZIE R B, FEEL 0 AE
YRR, ELA 2.4, Bl MacArthur #89453 exp(2.4) = 11 & 11 18 “Az4p
#2” (effective number of species) &, “F{E474E#” (number of equivalent species), 7REP
WA Ae B — A G EIAE (A 11 B4R S g EMAE) AR S heE, X5 — 18kt
% Gini-Simpson 18425 0.99, 2| Simpson ## 1/(1 - 0.99) = 100 X & & BrAEZ
% Ktk Ao 7 —1ERE% (A 100 1848 S G B ApAE) AARFI 6 % Htk, st “A2cmia” Br & 100,

Hill #54%7%

Hill (1973) #5488k, Msg188 & Simpson 164269 B|8 4 & £ —18 % A 48123 M. Hill
(1973) #6122k b9 BNk 4o T Blheb AE TR GA 1/5, RIRKA 5 BmiE, T8 EE
1/200, BIX &4 2001/8404E, PTvA Hill (1973) & AR miEta sy (pl, P2, ..., ps) &
R CPHLGR, BT AEN SRR PR GREGER , A2iEi Y SR (p1,p2, . ... Ds)
Sk &89 T3 AT AR T IR T (It 8B {wy,ws, ..., ws}, i w; ﬁi‘gfﬁf’% i



16 ~ ANNE CHAO, CHUN-HUO CHIU, Y. T. WANG, T. C. HSIEH AND K. H. MA

Fo 89 ho )

hl(iwihm)),

BF bl BE# h ZAEH. 2 h(z) = bl (@) = @ BE— i Y, % h(z) =
h~Hz) = 1/z BlA—fxeg ot F3; 2 h(z) = logz, h(z) = e” BIA—&E It %
739,
Hill #% i 84042 (8K p;) WRAHEIE w; = p;, B h(z) =271, h () =279,
AT EEA

s s 1—q
n (o wten) = (o0t)

Hill & &4z (order) B ¢ 2 Hill 4848, 9D, BPIEEA ¢ X S ALY L EE
Z A5\ #:

S 1
qD:(Zpg>l_q, qER,
i=1

mA g F75 1 LR ARGE, § ¢ MU 1 TREREZR 1D A
S
'D = ;gqu = exp [ - Zpi log(pi)}o
Hill $AE8F5ARME T R 8G S i —B%e, & ¢ =0, B D AR S; § ¢g=1 (¢
@Y% 1), Bl 1D & Shannon 18422 483 exp(H); i‘.".? =2, 2D /& Simpson 15422 {5]%
1/
h AR L EE (1,2, ..., ps) FEH T BMATH 1/2D ABEEEZ

Aot RT3 1 / 'D BAa#tE g R i BAT T 4% 1/°D Biadt @%’Eiﬁn#iﬁ)%ﬂ"i@
o mAAAfTHE < KATFHE < FHrFaE, PrL OD > D >2 D, ATy
M ME g MK, B 9D G4, T Beck 2 Schogl (1993) 2R . &AM
T 4D # g 15E, /B — 18 S ke 31d@ (profile), £8 1 FEHHATRRGE S EEHBE L
@B, L GRELF O, MROE AR, LREINA 1D = So % (p1,p2,- -, Ps)
ALK, Bl m B THER, & (pl,pg, o, ps) ALK (R TA —LWAERTE, r?w'v(ﬂﬂ%
HARMA 694pAE), B30 B TlEtit, Fb S itdlm BT g4 2 E — B84 69 S iktt,
B (p1,p2, ..., ps) TEHEARE T AL EALIAE (CV, coefficient of variation) CV = 434
£/ FHEREE. % CV =0 ATEEHEYF, AAL, 2% CV X, BIEMAEERZ,
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& 1

=
S
; WE s
= 7| T3
\. “:i_““““ 9 EHAFR
Hill 8 H e
Ei B
- 1 I
Z o '\‘ RS BE TR
g N \
\
\
= ‘\
[ E
R jf]ﬂg*rgzzm
o S rYYe: <
[ l | l I l
0 1 2 3 4 |
g q
(A Gotelli and Chao, 2012): WAER R Y g% Ak REE 2 % 15 bEeg 3]

@ (profile), 0 < ¢ < 5, H#—F%HYA 100 %ﬁﬁ 500 fEI%%, A LZE
T:(1) ¥GREAEHFHEEL (CV = 0), PlHaBA—E%, LSENE 1D =

S;(2) MHBEMTR L (CV = 0402),50 #iE&H 7 BEH, 5 50 Hik
S 3 MBMAM, SR (50 x 7,50 x 3}, H@THAEN) $EALMEE
{22 > 10,28 x 5,40 x 3,10 x 2}; AHETFARERE (CV = 0.569), d@TH
HAT B (4) BE AL {1 x120,1 x 80,1 x 70,1 x 50,3 x 20,3 x 10,90 x 1},
¥4 BARE AR 6BE% (CV = 3.321), 3@ TRk,
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Hill 2315 “FHYEHE"FIRA v, = p;, B H—AFRE, 25 wih(p) = 2 i
hp;) WRTAAREHE @ BiniE (SR p) FTHE—EBLTHE hip). & q¢ > 1 B,
h(z) = 2971 & o BIERE, WRAHT GEDAAA R, g > 1 85, WFHEFE
A& Hill BB EE S, g g < | WAUREHAIE, & ¢ — 1 0, lEFH— A LH
AR, RMpE Y SRIMGEAIE, & ¢ AKX, BIE G LA LRk, LITHE ¢ — oo,
oD Bp AR FAEZANEY G E GBI AE3LE ¢ — —oo, ~®D B RARMAEZ AR Y
T R, K Hill #9924 TR A AE—T ] ¢, 123 ¢ < 0, MR EHRAAE, A% E
RSB ARTHRAET, H— R AEE ¢ > 0 Z Hill $51243%,

BHZ ERAIVRE HEARPITA Y ¢, Hill 13053932 Hill (1973) A& Jost (2006
2007) 242328, £ Chao et al. (2010) E&BAT Hill 15%sk & —AxfLeg1238 R A, 75
PP N {B#% 2R —R BHAAR 695 G A, AT ARG Hill 384%, AUSE R AR AL,
Hill #8482 6988508 T RS RAVE, 1D #ATH ¢ TR “ABniEsr, vy $4x
B “Hraptasr, Rk T A Z AR, 741 Hill 4642478 %2 Patil and Taillie (1992) $2
Weikard et al. (2006) ZHE# % ik Hiaiteg AARZK:

(1) Hill’s number #4E4T ¢ > 0, #FLA #H A DRI (Schur-concavity) 89HH (Tong,
1972; Marshall and Olkin, 1979),

(2) “85%3RAM” (weak monotonicity) P : &#% 3G —RT AL B2 B% R A A AL, L
MRS 6 A S AR 3G A, SR o A A RBP4, T8 “EIRIE” (mono-
tonicity ) MH ZREFE G h—HrnAE, L9 A M SR EFIE w, A A AT
Y FEARAT R R R AER ST A ARG T G AR, BRE EANAE Y G L g £ R
At Hill AR DAEEIN TG R RN, Bl lBIEARE BE4 38 hois B 8 G H1inAE
B, AR GRS, R B,

(3) “44#JRA]" (principle of transfer): & —1E$E & 4949 8545 AR Z A0 A 09 AEIEAF
¥ 5 B3 eb¥ | BE% SRR IEIE dm, 3B R4S B (Dalton, 1920) 4 “Robin Hood
principle” o ZRPEAS G AR & B 55 AMEAPPN G T- 3585 69 28345,

Hill 48427589 5 — 1B 82 —®F Aeg4ART A8 b (B 099542 E Hill 38485k, Bldew ik
M) Rényi (1961) 11542544 Tsallis (1988) 11542439 T A% o i £ 94840 F Hill 45
ko LA,
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£ 1 A2 Hill iieiRey iz

% Feb iR EAERH X, B Hill #fE 4642
EULEE 3 S =% p) S =0p
Shannon %#454% H = -%% pilog(p;) exp(H) =1p
Simpson #§1% A=37 p? 1/X =2D
Gini-Simpson #5142 1-A=1-%% p? 1/(1=AX) =2p
Rényi #84%7%  H, = log (ZS i) /(1 —9q) exp(Hy) D
Tsallis 4412 T, = (Zizlpi —1)/1—q) (1 —q)T, +1)/0-0 D

4. B—FE% AGIFIC S AR PERIAR

ﬂ

EFZT, FTHm IR R RAL AR A LS G 7, A A% RAAEM ey 25 PP
B AAER 8 % BAR R —Hch), SLIAARARE R O Bl T 509 383 st B AT JRi2 69 JE R, 42475
A AMBERRBRARG T B MBS EH Z80AE, Wige S G A —8, ¥ 2%
WAER: B, B8, EEh, BREA AR A Bah B, B8, G TR RARE g R
BRI G SR — TR {2 B b, AP AREE — 0 A Y SRS, RALMAEN ZEKK, £

FEAB EBA RFI6 4 R BAL R R R 69 A FE ik, SLEAMUEREL, ;-F5 W Pielou (1975) 42
i, RE—BRL ML IR B S BRNIAF, £ S HRMEZAN REER Y BRI 6

0

A% BLAMBERLRDA, SRR S RS BAAEM 6 £ 2 B4R RER RS AW S 4%
PR E Ko

ABLITAL S AR IEAAR A

KT JEAAE £ R A B AR e TR A 8] 30AR B, MARIEADAE R 4R IURE (phyloge-
netic tree) & N6g ALLFEIL S A (phylogenetic diversity) 16452k Betmtg1a4%, 2

Ny

(1) PD (phylogenetic diversity; Faith, 1992): PD = X,L;, ¥ L; BA&FEILBIT,
% i IR RE, Rk, PD BPER% F ARG BAABIAT A kK 69484, &A1& 4
ARG FARBARDAEIG M ARE, BLE R EARUIE B egSEREAT A 1 8F (BF, FIBTF

A AEIERE B—, FIFHR R Beginie it £ 2 A=, visb#alf), Bl PD ¥ FlatEiy 48
BhP &-fp BE e 4850, b S AR MBS %k, & Vane-Wright et al. (1991) &R K,
mtkFe PD AaR#9# % (Crozier, 1992, 1997; Warwick and Clake, 1995) a4 %
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&, BERARIERT “423%HH” (doubling property), LA 4 & B AFFEE A&, Hik
AT E R8I —,

(2) %R (diversity function; Weitzman, 1992, 1993, 1998)
ARAR A LS LG R R AE) SEAR B | ARIE IR IR BARMHT 3], F skt A — 18
52 89 $ T Ko ﬁt#a#r«éﬁé%lrixf\l‘&%'l%ﬁr%vﬁéﬁﬁé%ﬁaw; RATAENRA, BPAL SR AT
BIBLG MAABE, 57T 38 LR % FAT B L S AR 48R, d’Arnoldi et al. (1998) 4
) M E AR SR BB RIEER . TR A AAREF (ultrametric) HH 69
SEARSEME, FlBF, FIEARSEIRMAAE FAOHH, P SRR EAITEF R PD K
FALK Bt &

ERARASAE, BAEEAEY SO RN, LA TRRT A LT AR, S E—w R
MR, R EA LT AN, bR MURSE 2RI Y R RBAE 2B Z , A2 B3T09 A, K
SRR AT G JE A IGAT, PPAL IR T B S HET 09 7 A AT B R 45 09 b, B
AR AR TE, B RAAEM AR LA AA L E AR, TR AR RS 7 L84
(Hubbell, 2001), A7k, FlEEE B8 E & EAmER £ 09381002 A P XK E
& (Allen et al., 2009; Cadotte et al., 2009 ; Clarke and Warwick, 1998; Graham and
Fine, 2008; Helmus et al., 2007; Hardy and Senterre, 2007; Izsdk and Papp, 1995, 2000;
Pavoine et al., 2009; Rao, 1982; Ricotta and Szeidl 2006; Solow and Polasky, 1994;
Vellend et al. 2010; Webb, 2000; Weikard et al., 2006), fik & #atsmizis Heg 4512 5T
7| 454%.

(3) @D (quadratc entropy; Rao, 1982): QD = Eij dijpip;, £F dw X5 i Fe j AR
8y iEALIEAE, Rk, 18RRI R RAAEY BRI Fodh AE AR ST B G A TR S AR MY
Kb, TAR RAVMAEANH S G L BAEE 69T 34448 £ 3%, LT vl % B AN 09 AF
& A WAL IR RE 6 T30 £ 2, AIh, IR EA KM (a) & T FpfE
B3R (di;) AR4EA 10, Bl QD % 7% Gini-Simpson 4542, (b) & e ta st g
#—tx (B p; = 1/8), RAFEWAEGERAT B QD = J 154% (Izsak and Papp,
2000), J A6AR T AMRAE By ﬁﬁ?%#&lﬂi@%ﬁﬁﬁ%i@fﬁ‘%éﬁ (c) &% BAhsn fant
HARE R o % B —4EF, QD FF#4%& /&% Gini-Simpson 151%69%2 (Shmatani
2001)o (d) HAMEFTH L) SEAEFEIR AR Fl, Hk, QD RBALIFIL S HELRIE T,
WA By JE R 648452 — ) B HAL K 3R45-454% (Barker, 2002; Helmus et al., 2007;
Hardy and Senterre, 2007; Izsak and Papp, 1995, 2000; Solow et al., 1993; Solow
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and Polasky, 1994; Warwick and Clarke, 1995; Webb, 2000) #F*T#.5 QD 184%69
15 E S

(4) PE (phylogenetic entropy; Allen et al., 2009): H, = — >, Lia;loga;, £%F a;
ARFABER B @ ZREG T G o AR RARIAE S AT B 1489 IR E (branch
length) Ar L ARH AR &L, Retem & kg Jifh, B ALAEAZTA A Shannon K4
GEOEIY, ﬁb#‘é’fﬁ@%é@ﬁz@ AR EBR%E T LG R A WAL,

(5) I, ( Pavoine et al., 2009 ): I, = 2 L’aq , q>0,
SLAEAR AR A H RAEE AT G M A8 AAR L F (ultrametric) 89T, &4 Tsallis
(1988) JAtaiRik, 4 — ALFEAL S iRk, Lo RIEEET, #a?fﬂﬁf’é} pigle
BHYAR (root) BIEG £ R MG S LR & ¢=0, [ 7> PD (Faith 1992)
REWAER G2 )E. & q=1, [ % PE (Allen et al., 2009)s & ¢ =2, I

F# QD (Rao, 1982), Hut I, Ay Lt taiRe9 1,

4.2 &4 Hill BUAISIRIT L6 RSUIRAL S A E4EAR

L AR RARBAF R AR IR E R S 09R 8 (AR £ R AGRE), BIR LA ek B A AR
KA L, BAARELIRE TR AIARR ARG R4 H . Fk Chao et al. (2010) R4
Hill #6945, $6 ABEILBI AR, @4k 1D(T) (phylogenetic mean diver-
sity; Chao et al., 2010):

1 1-g)
qD(T)T{Z L(‘})q} ., 40,

i€Br
A T REAASZBRGWAEFEFH, T TAIE [0, 00) MMEFTESR, —M&3% T A
% M AE6Y e RIAR S 5 — R A AR LAY B R B (Wﬁ??’ibﬁﬁéﬂ?&)o HA 98, Br A45EACHH [T, 0]
M, SEACBEY BT 3k b ID(T) TVAMRFER “Wit 225 T AR, LT AMR
FRRFALER [—T,0] 8 “FHABEMRIDAEE” (mean effective number of lineages or
species)o SLAGAREMAT G HH |

(1) “REFEM" (scale invariant)
A& 1D(T) REAALFACEE M [—T,0] b 85509 F 39 A 2AER. PTASahns Moy B0 5
7, ID(T) LW, Bk, P86 “RUERER 245 1D(T) T2M% A GBI L
P B RO AL 5
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(2) “4&3§MH” (doubling property)

B B AR £ B30 8 JEATHE & BAAE S R PO I T ARSI, B R
AR 5T BB A R FIAE, LA A TR BRE 89 AE £ RARERORME T, PIRARE
Tt SR RABAIEE SR BtE, B9k, Sl TIBIRA R 093, Bt N
MEBBEE | 2 B BE TR LA G, BIA BB 0 1D(T) BAEITEEE 1D(T) 8 N .

(3) “55%3AM” (weak monotonocity)

#HaTstm “BFM” (monotonicity) PP e —BR4 3G he—HinAE, RIEEL 6 SARMEIE
¥ 7w (Izsdk and Papp, 2000; Solow et. al., 1993; Solow and Polasky, 1994), —#&
A R RN RGIFIC S AR AR E WA, e T AT, ZATS TR 89 FEARAR R 34
FAEY) RIILE SAPTA AR B G AT, AL RAAEE G LY £ RNE, FIH
A8y QDI FRiMmAAFE (Izsdk and Papp, 2000). A% & Hill #AEI51R4EAE, &
A ¢ = 0 B s, Bk, Weikard et al. (2006) 324, &% BAEe % g5
B, “B3AM” (monotonicity) 8MEMFFEMASIE, BP: FEEL IS In— R A FTA0AERE, %
IR R e, FEZ B “53F AN (weak monotonicity). 4esk, HAMERT ¢ > 0,
Hill $AE35AZARS R E , R £ Hill’s number #HMET ¢ > 0, #REH# AW &
# (Schur-concavity) #9#H (Tong, 1972; Marshall and Olkin, 1979). &% g4
by £ MR ID(T) W2 “3BRFM” Mt B, FRE G m—RAA FrdpAE, Bk
HApig ey £ RRKEF, AT S HILEIE v,

(4) Finieel £ 2 RARIEIGGANE Y a0, THE R 2RT KB 1, ota Rl Bayie £ 2

B 1; ARA R E BegiEm £ 25 2, visbdalt, Fsk, R A SHERTERE

1/(1-g
qD(L);{Z (‘2)q} . 4>0,

i€B,

R Bp, BAn#ARER L 6588t LA R RE, ASIRTRER “2HEZEA
L &R B nAEH

(5) ToAi 8 B g P4 o AR A9ARAF 8 45

(a) 2 Hill $em 494200 M 14

= 0" XARpAEMG L2585 T i, 1D(T) = Hill’s number, B L T A
qD(T) LB Hill #8442, 5 BApAE M £ R A 094 R 1542,
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(b) $1 Faith’s PD & k{%

B

% q =08, °PD(T) = PD (Faith, 1992),°D(T) = PD/T., R, 1PD(T) #=

ID(T) TVA#LA Faith (1992) 8 PD % B E g A8HK M %,

il

(c) #2 Allen et al.’s HP k1%
§ A 1 ID(T) exp | = i, Srailogai] B T A% fi—itb tbies
BHE, Bl 1D(T) = exp {H,/T} or log(* D(T)) = H,/T,

(d) #2 Rao’s QD & kl1%
_ -1
% q=28,2D(T) = {ZZEBT %a?} , BT R#%MAE S — R A AR ayRE R 85,
1 2D(T) = 7555 = —gprp: £F QD FApAEM e seke, A% K MRS &
By in g IR 09T,

(e) & q MBUEF R, *D(T) = L Ed T BEZER,

)
max{al,ag ..... a‘B‘}

R, 8 L ey BAR, U g S Abaeis, 580k, 1D(T), 1 L BA B & 6045
ARBAT, 3 H A YEIEME T, AT RMBREI S T RH,

A EA 1000 {B4AE, LpEM 1% £ 24T 7 AAEE R Ak, RTME
WAER TR GBS B BREZAR A — 0 BEA — A E, SHET RS 00 E 700 1849
il %, PIESEFE R HETAEY SR PERM? 54 Rao’s QD FA LAY S IRHEIEAT,
A] 1000 494289 QD 182 6.993, @ 300 1B444E8 QD 184 6.977, Hit, shBAET T2
6.977/6.993 = 0.998, &7 B EHETROGWAE, L EHMEFFRBES ZHE—1k,
BTVAF B0 Eeh R 37T S R AT, 125 —IR6GIEE B, RBE R R 5 700 HAEH A QD
155 6.99, Rk, /338X Wiee) 5 1AL RIBE SRR B 6.99/6.993 = 0.999, &
PSR &-TFBTE 0GR 2300 S ATOMT R a2 TERMBRAE, BHERER—H
¥, A REMSHA LR AR QD TEA “UESHET | RRAR 700 A6 S ik
BiET A 300 Ak ST E 5 FIZAR 1000 494869 Sk, & QD #3% 1D(T), BIR
1000 #4269 S4B 1/ (1 - 6.993/7 ) = 1000 “F3HA#H4E"; AEEEmH L 700
WAE, L 5HME 1/ (1-6.99/7) = 700 “FHAMMAE” | WhE TR 300 186 51k
WA 1/ (1-6.977/7) = 300 “F3HAzMAE", FbiHK g SAME4ER S ARE69 700/1000
= 0.7, BETRO SHMER S04 300/1000 = 0.3, EH 09 &HTG1F 5] Lk ag5h,
BASARMAmG R ZERE ID(T) %L “EHH”, MFME—HEEAE Allen
et. al. 8 Hp 4813 E {248@#k 1D(T) = exp {H,/T}, BPT/A2SH B A AR LR,
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b, RATAE AL BIGARRALIFIC SRR, “SEHE " £ SRR AR 2R,
7 Chao et al. (2010) FTEE#%EY ID(T) $54%, ST AR AIE10AR E ARARHER 69 B2 B

By R BIEA S AR MR AR 4 Hill BAEH5ARAnBE% M & AE 6 iR (LB E SRPT AR 9 25
2, ERIEGARIET R ¢ AR RUEALE R T PT432693]@ (profile) B AREATHHT, 4ot
THEER. THE PG EEBES AR FIE LR L T 89 10k, #l4e, Chao et al. (2010) 547
AFERTF | AL RERRNHE AL R GEA S, VBRI AR % 698 & A4
Fo ZGUEALEEE 3 (Shimatani, 2001) , 4B 2-1 PR, 9 3URT R 64L/% ¢ = 0,1,2, 947
R4 AR AR A AR LR LRSI [—T, 0] 89 AR S 40169 BI1R, 4o B 2-2 BT, 4t
HATEER, & RERMAERAE LY GHEE (2% g = 0), HARAHABRE AR L0 B 6912
FERT AR ST ALEN S, MG E RS G R, ShEEY FhE (1L
Mg =2) 8 SRS EMEEME (M ¢ = 1) 09 40, RRKOMMBE P
HERACERSE P PR RSO T ALEN SR,

B KRB
Sassafras albidum 0 34
PoPulus grandidentata 7.6 4.1
Ostrya virginiana 0.8 2.1

I

Quercus rubra 30.3 14

Ulmus americana 15 2.1

—_I— —_ === Ulmus rubra 1.5 17.2
L Celtis occidentalis 0.8 0
Prunus serotina 379 34.5

I—- Acer rubrum 13.6 124
= Acer saccharum 4.5 22.8
Fraxinus american 1:5 0

B 2-1 (853 8 Chao et al. 2010): SARIAFAEMMAE T LA A0 G AL AAEHY
AEUEAust

o
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q=2
e o
% o] \\*}}ﬁﬁ(
% . Mt
& il
1t 5
Fiy
oo
o
time T time T time T

2-2 (#15% A Chao et al. 2010): RABEBARAFALEE A [T, 0] 89 F3H ALFIL 4%
M

5. ZRREEG AN AL

Fm SRR S AR, SRR FBRAA RS R ATARAIFN A ERRT (F
M) AAFRHT, TRZSDEE RN £ZEA SR ERFEHTHER LR AL 227 Hit
Yol SEAEFALRE% B 6G £ 14 (differentiation). 4% H (turnover) , 4840 (similarity)
T M (overlap), & IR I,

M7 % 3% A ) % AR AR B R A —BUE £, Whittaker (1960, 1972, 1977) VA%E H
BT S REE G A M S AR AR B ARG R, BPPTARE) o B v Sikk4ER. ¥ o %
FHEIAT A E AR R 0 T RN, B SRR ERREA LRSS 2R v Sk
PEAEAEE AR B R A & S,

FIASEART % B85 S5 PLA03RAERY  KECT A B A7 &), —% B Hestsh A% S a3
By AR AR, 48 oy T ] 6 ARAEIRBE S M AEAR 32 L 69 T i 4R R B S Bl 89875 Aa
MRAP AR, =R a. B v SRR, R ZA80AR 00 AR & &, Whittaker 32
By SARMLIARAW o 1 B SHRHTARE, A& o, B v $HEA81TG 9 A
2B . TR FA B AR I A AR S AR S RSy RS89 &, Jost
(2006, 2007) 2EAPTRAARMRMISIZT G H 3 FH AP RE IR P0G iR miT,
AEB AN BERG LA RPERF NGAMVEIAR, HE RIS BL 0 S, N8 Jost
B o B ¥y SHPEARAR, 3V Jost 89 B FHMEATART A48 d S A8 A B 0 HaRiF Bl AR s
AT, F B AT A RS R R8RS Bt 1A% sk F 694561,
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5.1 #pLE 3542

UK B B Sk Peed3n T i MBRS a9 AR ARUE (similarity) sfAe, BE4 69 FaME L
B BT — e hiA (MacArthur, 1965), —f84 & R4 69 51015 A EARUEIR,
RZ IR Ko FEVCIE A BBE S A AE A e A AR B i | SR AR ARDUE 3R R d BR % — LB % —
89 I AEE (935 A S 1 Sy), AR MBS LR AER (GL A S1o) REATE K, BPAT
HAA S RAAEE G E 6 R AVE 451 (incidence-based similarity index). SUEKE, 1%
RABEE S0 BAAIAR A Jaccard (1908) 164%, T & A [; = S12/(S1 + Sa — S12)0 B A
S = S1 + Sy — S1o BREE G RAZIL G HAER, PTAERLE Jaccard 18R vAARAE A
FBE % S Fl AR B AR R UG, RoR S RS AR ARES P ARG L], B — AR R K3
89 IR AFEAE B Sorensen (1948) 84%, AT B Ig = S12/[(S1 + S2)/2]. BT ZE, %1613
Ko MBS A R AP E S AR 09 T AR AL, PP FIAE 2T 3R 4 BT Ak g e,

—fxd s, BT AR G R I R A B, A AT RERE S A AT AR A
AR BB AGARAF| 3R BE e 09 RA AL B G QAMRAT IR AR L. BISL, % E A8 8
g B 6948 484% (abundance-based similarity index) M @4, 4 (p11,p21,---,Ps1) H2
(P12, D22, - - -, pss) A FERTEE — L=ty htEAa ¥t S G Morisita (1959) € & T Morisita-
Horn Aafld64% 5

S
Zizl Pi1Pi2

Crv =
M 1 ZS 2 + ZS 2
2 i=1Pi1 i=1Pi2

9

L P oT 30 TURER: £REFEE T 5 S MR — B (A Aa Fl A2 e %, iR
TEABRBES P [ AR ARE R (BB BE By Al ] A A8 2 F 35, Wolda (1983) ¥A& Magurran (2004)
#—F 35 Morisita-Horn 4642752 424875 Simpson 18122 T, B g% 2|8 % P13 ipid
WA, A E A AR VL Morisita-Horn 1842 R BT & A0 BAE GIRAK; RZ, H1E3
AR RAERE ) ARSI G, #8353, % Morisita-Horn 4848183, I T RELL 6949489
5T —HZI, WA TR R BREAARH F Bk FIAE AR 3E, A S AEAMALL,
Horn (1966) #% Shannon 4&4%J&f7> Morisita-Horn $84%, #2 Horn 4804642
( - Ziszl Di 10g;5i> - ( -1 2521 Zle Dij 10%]%;‘)

C p—
a log 2 ’

HF p =T pij/20 MAGIRTARFE By RBERE AR Y G R & T (overlap), BT
A EA RIS FAEAL T 39254 AR B, EAR AR PP AL S . Horn 3842 AA Shan-
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non FAZEG IR | BP RlaF 2 SRS Ad it A /20 5, ARH5S Sorensen 454258 Morisita-
Horn 154%, Horn 1812 R & B % WA A AR S A2 69 Fa A2 E o

Ll e ARBLE AR R ARERES I B, RIS A AT RS ERHEIER 5
18RE% | B EARIR A% M AL, Mk S 25 L R AE693R.8, Chao et al. /£ 2008
oy LA AR B AR S 0914, A% Morisita-Horn AB0A384R4E % 8] % BRE% C v 16743
3
Nqil_N ( 25:1 < Zf\il Pij) = Z;S:I Zjvzl pgj)

% 25:1 Z;V:I ng

GAAT R AR T MR R R, ARSI E MAE RG], AP RAR N A TARE
q RTHAEY G RO RITAZEMSMRIT LG, & N=2H ¢g=0,1,2 BTy 5%
J&%| Sgrensen. Horn ¥A% Morisita 4§42, Chao et al. #—F Kl {£3518 F —4a L4512
RIGABEE 0 AL G, AR B . B B T — A A A48 A28 2 3L BH % M Anfli 69 3k —
AEd e, B AL LI E R SR AR RAE Bl AR,

Cqn =

5.2 4EE% P SRR

Whittaker (1960, 1972, 1977) 25— MR AW SHNUTES B o, B v =42, &
EIREH A4 T WA

v =axp,

PP BB A St y FANEBREE SN TH o PEERKT LM S 5 %k
o IR, v SHESR o 3 HE R M FLE SR 0 R R R RS R 4B A
Rl B4, Bt f 3120 TARAREEERM T, RAZS MO ER £ L, &
T2 5 MMy Tk A HE

T Ei# Rk A2, Lande (1996) 42 5 —484 ANOVA 24, # o % Hib1512
R RS BB REE MY SRR A B3, AR A CAMBE R ER A B Sk
12A AR, @y SHBINEE AREE e MR A ERYR B

v =a+ b,

AR By % M8 ik A
AR BN ARG M) G A Rl A B A B A B TR A RS KT, 7%
£% (Anderson et al., 2011; Baselga, 2010; Chao et al., 2012; Ellison, 2010; Jost, 2006,
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2007; Jost et al., 2010; Lande, 1996; Veech and Crist, 2010; Veech and Crist, 2010;
Whittaker, 1972) a4 LSRN 854 SR B L, AV RAZ B ERY SH%
SRy 887 PP AR e TRk 9 R, A SIS BE R ERE SR, 14T v SARMEA
REAEBEBRAZMEROREER, o SHLIERERLZEA MR T35, @
SARMARAR BA BEEE B, X dolmik 5 AR, v MBREATERERNAZMER, o B2ET
RS TR BAER, B AR T T S B oA —ERE  Bek 6 AR, dat Rk
heik SARER AR S B RAE R &, BiEE S AR M A A AR B AR AR 7 B T AR
FEFEA, £V, REEZEEMPHAOMARL o B 3 12 WE (Wilson and
Shmida, 1984; Jost et al. 2010), Chao et al. (2012) 42&AT A 4, HBITRHF A EK
fEAEAR A 77 XAG i, AT MAEHBAEE B RAATRERZT, ik o S 5 F5AR A A 382049
AR, SR AE RO RS R AR A S ARG o M2 B AR E A ST LB,

5.3 Jost &9 %4542

Jost (2007) EFTAHAAM 5 HMAEZIAR, 12E a. B 8 v FHIEEE RN
%, fEs——H LI,

(1) on B B
12 B 6 g P ) Wilson and Shmida (1984) 32 5— A & R4, 1 B #4269 B]F 5
IR 2t o $1 B SRS —RRSBATARGZERE TR, Bk o $Hb
KIDFRHE B SR, RITFR, BAEMHTRERBAHEN o 81 5 ik
EAR B, fhar S AIEAEARE RS AR, AFHER AR T E 1),

(2) FRESH IS T A8 B b
BRIROE o B RA v S, RFIEMATH I 8 S AL H AL AR AEAR I,
ELARFI8Y 5 A5 PAS I B AR AL 8 % At

(3) a ZHRMEAES M ST 3ME
o BAREETS R A AR R B 0 S AR AR X Loy T, BEE—EEE A
B9 S RPEAEAR AR, BERESE o SRR MBE T,

(4) ~ LABTAK o fFTRT
EARH—AERT, SEBEM ) SHMEE, 0. B S BRHLAS EEAEH XM
1%, BdwiT— B ITAR 516 Tk b A ARSI ok P REP R — o), i (S AR | 36 T4t
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MR AR %1,

(5) a SHMTAEL ¢ SHMEX
iR — B A AR AR, —TE o SIS E— BB A, S EiEZ M % ik
M, d oy SEBTIERR B EERZ T, &AM i, BE v SRS
HOOREER, SHEMERE BT ME G o SHEM, Bl—E8E 8 5k

TIAFE v SAREARAR RN FS o SARMAERAHH

Jost (2007) #& i ik AR A LR B 69 BIANAEHZT, # Hill 34854 RmAF69 1D,
1D, % 1Dg B BATAREZARE TRGMAE S AR, L p; ATH% j FiE i 89
MHELTEE, i =1,2,...,N;i=1,2,...,S, Jost 89351Fr A4 T :

S 1
Pi1+pio+ .. N 9] T4
v =D ¥

i=1

S S S
ap. — [Zi—lpgl + Zi:lng +..o+ 21—1]731\7} e
oy =
N

1Dy =4 Dy /"D

RIE B SActiBE s Aa g 2 Ak, BRBE% £ 2 2 EAaH], 8 dAREILEATE] Jost 89
LRI T AR, BEA I H AR T 38 SRRk, Jost et al. f& 2010 FayLEF £ 45
& 4R A MAEIERF ] Chao et al. (2008) FT#2 ey O,y 18183k, A —7 @, Chiu et
al. (2013) 7r4%s [BE5 8 7 A0 | 45483k, L WAIAZAR AR ¢ =0,1,2 BIS A BATA
RS K BAR MG IGIT, IR RETAK 2 7,

% 2 LEEAREIARR R LB

i iR HH AR FREE T AR MEARAT B3 E A IR
N—"Dg 1/?Dg—1/N (1/7Dg)" "' —(1/N)1"! (1/7Dg)' "1 —(1/N)' "1
N-1 1-1/N I-(1—N)a1 I-(1-N)I-4
(Jost, 2007) (Jost, 2007)  (Jost 2007; Chao et al., 2008) (Chiu et al., 2013)
q=0 Sgrensen Jaccard Sgrensen Jaccard
q=1 Horn overlap Horn overlap

q = 2 Regional-overlap Morisita-Horn Morisita-Horn Regional-overlap
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6. ZARR A ARBIEICAEY S A

ke P BB PTI, Stek S BAEA 09 SARMERF, TR AT R (EH) SRR H
T, T RS MDA 254 % K7 Rin, MAE RApAEEIL £ £ 69555 AL, -1kt
B SRR R A Ml de, L A D E R K FIRAAIIEL Jaccard & Sorenson 1545697 %
(Lozupone and Knight, 2005; Lozupone et al., 2007; Hamady et al. 2009; Faith and
Baker, 2006; Bryant et al., 2008; Bacaro et al., 2007), HRIEHAEF LB AR, AFREE%
A& ] 89 48 3 MR R JEAE AR A IR G L) (A BIEAL Jaccard AaPLEAEAE), K AEF3
PR LA TR LA B] (RHFEAL Sorenson AAMAMEIEAR), RATF MBS A 4afltE, $ERIEHA
BT RZ IR EMAYFOHR, (213 IR B RE WG T GE, R T TR,
WAE G AR R, P A RS R AR M 69 3842 88 a0 ANOVA 8957, A5#F5% k69
S BAL ARG F e rts)) ALESLAEAR, Ft, Nei (1982) 445 QD (Rao, 1982) #2154 Ngr

Nep — @02 = QDo
QD,

£¥ QD, B&WEEM QD, QD, AFHEEEE QD,

Nor F8ART AR Ay LIRS N, F3Aaes iy 22 kit Aa RIS N, P13kl
WE, FRAE L SLISAZTT vAgkAE B A L R b, Bk, Nop 364%5 54k e A 2%
EIAR G PCFT R o A2 CAAMEG T 39785509 QD B, Rt TR ARRE EA
E, THRG HRMRN L% (Hardy and Jost, 2008). TV, Ngr 161 T REAE B w ERE% M
oAb (££) 69481%, MM H A7 %, Pavoine et al. (2009) F# Mouchet and Mouillet
(2011) H3URIE I, #o H, % EAHBWAEFIL £ R 90I5HE, Kt Fl Ner HLIEHR—1E,
g e IEARAR SR B AL Mg (£3F) B

W b — i3 5e, 12485 % M 694844542, 4 Joccard. Sorenson. Morisita-Horn, Horn %,
Con FANMIERR, HTHB SN AT [ SHtE (WabTR4 Mg £2), SRR EGHE
#433], Ft, Chiu et al. (2013), 445 Chao et al. (2010) B A 4LEAL SAREISIT | &
A Jost (2007) # ik 69 BARNARHT , MEEEIREG S (4 SHcE) BBREH AT
BIRAEE 6 S by, BP: BMERE% SARMEG T (o SAkiE) Fe BRI T AL R 6y
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i€Bp
1D, (T) = % { [ZzeBT Lu(”‘Th)q + > ieny Loi S:Tz)q e Y, LM(O‘%W)Q} }1/(1q)
D “Dy(T)

R a; BF JEEY, B0 IRGEEE. A,
9D, (T) fEFER: BN, FIEM [—T,0] 89398 3445,
Do (T) ABAEFy: FI9BE4 M, fRALEE M [—T, 0] 8- T3 ik fedt,
1Dg(T) fEAER: JEALER [—T,0] 897394 RBE5

B [ SRR UARE M ey AR e £, Bk § SARMARREE S MLAGE L B4, Fo
BEE A AEARLE R B 15, BLAnBE % Bt . Fuk, 538 T B 38 R B A9 AR AL T 13 2D
T HE4E,

(1) A% HBE e, Y Da

(2) AARACERE Rt (DD SO

(3) AemALy L ragtg: L DD UN

(4) A&LAAA R Eidein N Do)

B9k, B A 1Ds(T) RARYE Hill BALIHAE, oA 2 SFALE RAHEIS1Z, Bk, Chiu et al.
(2013), # EASAZ T AfRL0 09 ARIAIEAR (R 2) AR IETFEIA 3.

B AR BEE T30 SR (o BAEME) 89K, BBLE T A A% B
ARG AR, T B BARAGAR T & L8R, AT RAITEB—H R 69617309 Nor (Nei,
1982) Till A7 BB % M apAes ey £ %, @ Chiu et al. (2013) ATR RAALIGAZT AR
BT E RS M AR R £ £,

BB, B VTRIE ABE M LR, R PRE 10 ARELESFA 500 18
WAE, RAphe £ RAE 7 BTG R, §REEAA LR, FbE R LG AREL Y
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K3 ABECAEIARRA L, ¥ L (T) % Lo(T) %% PD (Faith, 1992) &9
v Ao BHRM; Hy ., 2 Hy o 2315 Hp (Allen et al., 2009) 9 v o % HHE; QD,
. QD, #75% QD (Rao 1982) &9 v #= o ZAk

% B % A suR et daAR

N—9Dg(T) 1/?Dg(T)—1/N [ /qDB(T)]q 1—(1/N)’ o /qDB(T)]l —(1/N)' ¢
N-1 2-1/N —(I/N)a- —(I/N)T—«
qg=20 Phylo- Sgrensen Phylo-Jaccard Phylo-Sgrensen Phylo-Jaccard
N—L,(T)/La(T) Lo(T)/LA(T)=1/N N—Ly(T)/La(T) La(T)/LA(T)=1/N
N—1 1-1/N N—1 1-1/N
qg=1 Phylo-Horn overlap ~ Phylo-Horn overlap
1— HonHpe 1— HoaHpe
T log N T log N

q = 2 Phylo-regional-overlap Phylo-Morisita-Horn Phylo-Morisita-Horn Phylo-regional-overlap

1 _ QDW_QDQ 1 _ QDW_QDQ 1 _ QD'\/_QDQ 1 _ QD"(_QDCY
(N-1)(T-QD~) (1-1/N)(T-QD.) (1-1/N)(T—QDa) (N-1)(T-QD5)

TR EZE R K. 3B 2: ARBELESSA 10 BipiE, Lipid 2 240T 7 B8 G EA—
B, ERBESEA LR 9, RRE—FET, RA—EARAAE, FLER EgAANbE
BRE B B AL AR Do RME 1 BRSSO VTRMLE ABRA M LR L PR
W WEMME T, Nor 45 (6.993 - 6.986) /6.993 = 0.001, $A8 8~ REL &-F 7
A— A H N 3B 2 8 Nor 185 (6.335 - 6.3)/6.335 = 0.0055, #%vA Ngr 18 E5H
BEALEOIRIE, Bl ABME 2 (9BF A LA E KANE 1 (9B E WAL E, Rk idahtp
FoBBRHENRERY, TR B Ngr #8889 Ger AAAR G, BP Nor 188 % QD (F
HREE ) QDIE) HE, & QDo BRI, BRBEE )R E AT, QD #GRIE QD,,, R
TAFEREG Nop 18, F3 Nop BEMMEBERG)LALE (4B 1), Jost (2008) 42
5B S Ger 09484%, BP D = Ggr/max(Ggsr) , 1431 D = (1 —1/2Dg)/(1 — 1/N)
Chiu et al. (2013) #&4% Jost 894#A4F2] Ngp 8915 EX: Ngr/ max(Nsr), df5EX R
i A 9 9De (B & 3 484942 Phylo-Morisita-Horn 8 Z#451%). B, F210E
14y A9 Ole ) R REEE AN B 20 90 — 01, R FHE AT
RANA, BAGEARESL MBS 6 - LIE . B A ASEELE T, 10 T A 1 WiTH
HAE, BA 1/10 899462 E ., ATvA, Ner/ max(Ngr) 89 RERFES T REL LR,
BAREBEME (RHW) KR 2Ds(T) a9 R, f 2Dg(T) e R e % F 8%
$HHE 2Da(T) (o $HEH) BHE, Hik, Nyr/max(Nor) = 1 Propre EMLE
e AL BB, B, b L f #4657 1438 Chiu et al. (2013) PTEEAR A 4UELL
AR ACAGATARRANG G Nop LAEE BB NEAE% M ApAaL e Aaid, 2L L,
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o Pl . —RE% 09 A GUIRAC S AL AT, BR RGUEALARIVE (Ro1b) FaARARIEAREL
% AR & ARG FHALBTR ST ARG 35AR RIEZARIE R FULRE ¢ Fo R RUEALEE ] T AF
13508 A GUEACARIUE (AL 1@ (profile) BAGEITAM, dodb AR EM,. FA MG
EABM R B MR RLR AL S T 9 A4aid (Fa-ib) 22,

7. Gt A SRR A

AT 50 09 2 4 % AR M B IR A A B Y AL T e TATIR S Mk, TR S 3
R&:Xk (parameter-level) #93dsm, R ATHFRAT, FTRA % SHEHER LT
BT, A H AR AR IR BRI AR R BRE S 60 S AR, TR AR
WK (data-level) 893d3m, 125 ABRA T 09 ILSMAMBAREL F OIS AR &, 58
GEEAVRK, BRE A SR, A F G RBRE OIS, E bl A B R ek £ 43
Rk, BB A M R RS IR R AL,

BV BT RGARBY], Ehe Bt —BBUE A Y S i3, R EIT — B A e
FTABIFRIE SAERALI S AR R ARG T ST A4 S AR MARAT F i B $ g 45
3, A YRR R ho T B RE A AERR? X ol THE A 5327 RAIMET @A B BN,

71 RHFRE R (AR R MEE)

WEFHE Janzen (1973 a, b) ATEALAT I K E I (Costa Rica) #9875 (Osa) Hl%,
Je4s#k (old growth) $LX 84k (second growth) 8 F && 4, L AREHIET 237 & F
#, A 112 B, KAMIKRET 976 R F &, 4 140 B, T &£ RIEHIARENRE
HegEESMRE 4 BK 5

£ 4 RERT BTHGEESA, Spps RERMA TR 2GR, n REEAEHE, f;
REABRAT B | KpiE#K
i 1 23456781442 8y, n
fi8 104351211 1 112 237

R B iEm 5, JRIeHR (112 48) SRR (140 42) A BAKE MAER, 12 /RIEMEY
ERARB R 237, RAKGAEAEREIE 976, AT Bl dofT i st — (B3R 6 4 g8 7
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RS RRMRTEIH, Sops REATRREGMAER, n REGAERE, fi REEEA
PR i RS
i 1 23 45 6 7 8 91011121417 19
fi 7017 4 5 5 5 5 3 1 2 3 2 2 1 2

1 20 21 24 26 40 57 60 64 71 77 Sobs n
fid 1111 2 1 1 11 140 976

1R&uby B VLR BAF R AR WA B 237, WAEARRLA M) S AR MEAR A8
1% -Tw Sanders (1968) 42, HEEwAMER (Hurlbert, 1971; Simberloff, 1972;
Gotelli and Colwell , 2001, 2011) #2435 % (Smith and Grassle, 1977) #9 TAFE A4R24E
g “HIFR” ST

BRAR LS S AR MAE | 09AH TG RERTE pio LSRRG 7 X TR % F
WE o BER, & X; A% | BIWAEARAT BIGRE, THRAEERER (X1, Xo, ..., Xy)
MRAE % AR B, BP

n!
P(Xlle,ngxg,...XS:xS):

PR

A RIETHH T R AKR (X1, X, ., X,) RERZIN, A4 At AR R & e
REF, & fr= S5 1(X; = k) BHATISHIL b KM, 2F k=0,1,... no 7t
KT, fi BRATEER—ROWEI, fo AHATISEARKGIIL, fo K5 LR
ZApfta R T R AR 60, Sesh, BT & Bl AR RE FIAY Sop = Sion fi,
PR n = DL X = S ke

%4 S(m) Bt iaE m A Bl69aAEs, RILINEHE (Good, 1953) &

S

Smith and Grassle (1977) 3% S(m) 7\11‘31] & ?iz—%ﬂ%vjr/”v

N e )

S(m) = Sobs Z n ’

X;>0 (m)

A EATT AT A LA A L3 KPP TAF 2D B n MFEE m 0902 WA FE
B2 AE, E—F T REL A AER, MK S(m) X8 A X THA Chao
and Jost (2012) #2 1 894K#7 % (bootstrap-method) #&3HF 2], 1 —F T AH] FARR 7 i
AT E] E[S(m)] 12 HBE M,
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WAk S(m) XTF, TARBHEE m < n HRERMA, LbfHA FHiFmR
(rarefaction curve) A& E&H—FMNIE (interpolation) 897k, LB 3 T a9 ERIRH B AR
WAL AR 09 TR A W R, RJRFE #5305 PP B 7 kAT 21 95% 1S R M, 134t
A W ER GBI AR ARG AT 976 FifEE] 237 MATE] 70 24 (LB 3 FiA#
By 237 XA, Wb A ME R G T 4R B SARAIREACE] n = 237, REWA R 5 044h
AEE (112 vs. 70)0

o
<
N
o -
S JB 4B R 60,100 R AR . (2000,198)
0‘ . . - = =
g4
- ‘l " - .
el <
# g | wewin (976,140)
S
o _|
o0)
o _|
<
o | | | T T
0 400 800 1200 1600 2000

1 15 48 78 B

3 W akog AR AR ey R AR EREAEE, X7, TuRATHE, TRAMEHE
T, R BIMAETARII G, RIEI D Biniaay 95% S RE M, 1IN T 9857 AR #
UAER

AR EVER T KRG EA RAMER, BB T RIF509EH, Colwell et al.
(2012) 445 Shen et al. (2003) EikAMHmFFWLE L At “IME” (extrapolation) whiRBp
Btuet EegFaR 4R (prediction curve) o s394 AL (Shen et al., 2003) 4= F: /£
VALFE S ARG AKX ZRA SIKE mt BEE, 4 S(n+m*) BE n+m* A
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o
S
g |
N ..(0.73,194) :(0.96,198)
s | f
i .(0.93,140)
8
#
8 ]
R Ak
o _|
<t
o [
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1
BARER
T ko i A AR R AR EREE, £, B OBATHE, BRAMEHE

=
e
E-3

4
o, RRBMAETRRIS, RIRA G B iiday 95% T HRER, 18T 69355 B AR
RS IR E O
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XA T G A A, RISt o) MR AdefTiEst o b Ed@agstsh, Good (1953) 69
AT HEFTHRA BRI, BP
S

E[S(n+m")] =5 — Z(l —p)"

{2 3L B Tt st &, B30 Lag oM G 4ol /AP R R e R 13t TpAE sy 163t
TABA A SR AR T R B RES, Colwell et al. (2012) #HKIEM Chao (1984,
1987) X TFRAEFE, sfE3t8AaE AN B 1 0k (f1) £ 2 5k (fp) #9AER 3R ik
AP B I MAE (fo) BP

. —1fn
foznn gﬁ (f2>0)
5 fy=""tAAZD (g ),

@13, Shen et al. (2003) & Chao et al. (2009) T4F2] D|S(n+m*)| 84—1AfE38:

ﬁn+mﬂ=&m+ﬁﬂr—@—n%ﬁﬁ)w}

Wit fo A— BT RAEHE, B o665 EEA PR 4, Chao and Jost (2012) 3k m* < n,
TREPIMER SRR 5 Boids, B RALARIB MRS, 2B, TRAARA R E, A8 3 ¢
H Vo 1T IMEE ARG TAR AR, BB 3 P69 BRI B RASHSL L AR B 5 5
G, RIRIE BT B b R AT B 05% 15 MRE M, M A SOk 1 o484 12 98 I LA
FER b= BAZH B W T A sni@ SHEFTRA DA 237 x 2 = 474 691 JRdeHA 2
BH B S,

7.2 B ALEDAER (BRRILERAR B A E-INEx )

A —E8 P, AMER—E L AERAR K, B Bl — A ARG AR BE — AT 81t

Bo A — AR B RFHE, THE BPTARE BT A 69 0AE, (2t — B E 56y

AR, Bk TRRA RIS —3 - 69dpiE, B A4 SARMagRA, AT A48 R 8

FARBAEZ IR AT 69169, Chao and Jost (2012) 4% ik 2 &M (Sample Complete-

ness) 1FBAZBALEY KA, R AAS, HTFATA A MBERA TR AEAL T T AR
fiate RamARF1UREY | AR A B RAMETT ABAF AR AR & (sample coverage) FAxsto
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T2 =R R BRI, STEMAEZ 3 Alan Turing & 1. J. Good 41##k A2 58 #549
T BB RARADZ OIS, Turing 894 TAEEEE B Good (1953, 1956, 2000) #4%.
H P — B E RGNS AR S, H—ERARA n IRARET&RA

S
C(n) = ZpiI(XZ- > 0),
=1

C(n) BB ERA T A BB MR MA, SRPTH AT A BIAE L AR5 AR 5
A SRR AR B L lo SLARA R BT M AR A T E MBI E R, RFREGRA A
THEMRE 5 BATRORAFAE T, SAFTE69Z Turing & Good HIb T T AELE
R, 1 REGMAEEZ L BIRETTH R0 463, LEHE A

N
) =1-2

Chao and Jost (2012) #&H £ 455E69 153t

YRR i} (n—1)f1
Cln) =1 Tl|:(n—1)f1+2f2i|o
BT RN E, FME—ARARE m 69 RKRE O(m) LMZEA
S
E[C(m)] =1-=> pi(1—p)™
i=1

AR m < n, Chao and Jost (2012) & i & B RRpEHE A

(n—X;
Cm—1- 3 S )

X;>1 (nml) 7

m<n o

MGG AR n+ m*, ZMEZBAEE E[C(n+ m*)| ZH RMadsit®, LAE— AR H
RAAERAEHE A AT ], 24 EERIRAAAR fo, BITTIF5]

o

n

R y n—1 m*+1

Cn+m*)=1- fi [(n E 1)f1)_{12f2]

Bk — @S M kA A ARG HEGRIE S(m) # C(m) 1B, RIGHRAT A
S(n+m*) & C(n+m*) B, R -TF 187 EHE (C(n), Sops)o

TR AR RGO T A, HARA R B AR AL AR SMGh R4 B 4. RIBIR AL f

o RfESHOBARE, EREART B 65% ; M ERAKT B 93%. R ARSI S, BTJR

AREASOE 237 3 E 500, Bl RRE S 65% ¥E 73% ; KM AREEH 976 38 E 2000,
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HABE S 93% HE 96%, MRy, EBHBATEME T3% AT REFTHEAT dide
4, THBEAR LI RE G REMANTESR B EHETHAR % 73% 09425
LA, RishArA B350 Sk,

Lt RAEHAR-IMESRAEST, TE G Z TAES e b i B0y 5 oA XA A A 2 A
FF-ohiGwmeR, B TR RN B N R R, AN B H TR T
AR TR G IMEESE, fe/ 10 2 426 B AT BIA T e 69 R 3RO LAR RA i AR
#, AR HAE - SMEERL 4K E Hill 45484k (Chao et al., 2013) o KL R EAFE
R E ASIFALAEAR

VAL ey P ARG A R R RG I EE L R Mo St 4 LA T AR B IR
SR AUES BIT? PTAZ T AT @A PR R ALIAT AR5, A AR

TR T o

ISR
~

g3

i

=
P

7.3 ARl A

A4 G R E SISt AP AR B 6 R, SRR AR T T Aleg i, Ay m
b T

(1) SPADE (Species Prediction And Diversity Estimation)
R S BB T4 S AR PRI 5 BEE 00 ARALIE (FUAMLIL) 2 AT e
Mast=t,

(2) PhD (Phylogenetic Diversity)
w9 fp BN B T et e ey A LR LIRS

(3) INEXT (interpolation/Extrapolation)
L B PTR Z AAB B AR B AR RALA AR (A4E) SIME e A3,

A LSRR TR A http://chao.stat.nthu.edu.tw/softwareCE.html, %% T #i% ),

\

U

o
gl

By

B g e An B R KA B2 Bl EAR, By A RIRH SRR E R AR M e F A
W S AR AR AR, T By T AR R R, R HR YT, ol aE 2k A R RE R R
ORI, 3 BT ZANME SRR, 18 AR T ARG A AR S A kA Aa ]



40  ANNE CHAO, CHUN-HUO CHIU, Y. T. WANG, T. C. HSIEH AND K. H. MA

A, AR A RS RRE R RGP, AT AN BARRAEY SRR Ry KB E TS,

DIREE S AR PEAEAR
RE TR A R A £ R 91617, A RPFAABBR B ATE | WIS RE 0 A R

I}bﬁ%%%‘ﬁi/f, A B IE S AR, & 5 — A PR AR, AT AR F Al 1517
Mt (Bady et al. 2005; Botta, 2005; Diaz and Cabido, 2001; Heemsbergen et
al., 2004; Mouchet et al., 2010; Petchey and Gaston, 2002, 2006, 2007; Podani, 1999;
Ricotta, 2005; Ricotta and Burrascano, 2008; Ricotta et al., 2010, 2011, 2012; Schleuter
et al., 2010; Swenson et al., 2011; Tilman, 2001; Villéger et al., 2008; Walker et al.,
2008) , 123 S ABAR K ARSMIL R YSBGWH " KA KA RWAEN T G R, Fabfk i
TR G R G Rt BTV Aol 38 M A8 Ak REAFBLAY £ AR SAEE DAL S AR R BAFAR
RGP AR,

% R S AR PEASAT

RAE SRR SR EE R SR (v SHH) X— R T R F#% H4piEa
MG EFE (B G, RmEA S § R 6 X L AR ARG oho 4o BES idpfE
Rk, IR GERL LR, MR BB TR AR, 1EIeAE G Rty & RAEF, dofTiZ38 S A0
8 A AT E AL 6 AR A R R R AR R 6 R A,

B Pl S22 ) X ZLAE R 69 % AR HEAEAT

et — B A e nf M Ao Bl ag 4810, — B R A S E— Bk T RGFTR LA —, Fibde
{35 BANAE % Kok 6 A AR B 535 4B R é, S — AR AR A —BELE O, PTVA, dofT
BT ER R E MR ARG SR A RER —E S 87 @,

SR MARIRZ GLaHE St

34K 8 Fisher et al. (1943) AR, MG A KA 4 M SRR T L8,
R ATRE AR S TEF T LA % BAFAR R PR, RPAE A4 3169 Hill 45
#ikd s, B Hill £ 1973 FAREBH, SFTRATRGEA 51T 5 HRHBIIAAL
i, B8R A BURICARAZEY B EAE ST, M S BRSO ARV SEACE 4B ST A A Rk, B R R
SR PLAO R RS R AL R T A3 Fl SRR 895190 AT
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% AR M3 E R 7 A
FEAR T30 S A PR B SALIRH % FART R S0P, btk A R4t A H %
HFIZUR, HibhefT ARG S AR AP 7 ), TAIEIAEZFT (Blhe 2 HE N, E
AR RAERE) G H I JER

B EBLE AN SRt R AE RMAER 5 SR A LR B4, B Hill 48487404

RAEIG R AR — ek L T30 B e My 5 AR PERIE AT R BAA 69 IR, 31 Hill 484%k 489 3@
(LB 1) TR AR EAY SR, FikE a5 ARALFIE, v Hill 38484769 £
HF AR T BAD BRI 151E RRARIEREMLE q(q = 0, 1,2), R FIEALE M3
mE (B 2-2), TAAZE RALIFIH S, AR SRR 6 ST, SARteg At (&
wH RIS BRARIFART ), BATERIR A LR A543 A F Ll 2 36AZPT4E 269 48
B (BARR) FARA IR 5 BEE

Nanny (2004, p.721) ¥35: “We are all blind men (and women) trying to describe a
monstrous elephant of ecological and evolutionary diversity.” Flk, #7440 % ka6t
7, BT elE TR, T REAT AR AR N6 — 31y, A2k 7y 6 1 45 R APT6T AL LR . R BE
W IR T REA B e 2 B F A 2 Bl SAF L 5 ARSE F X QARG 2 5509,

BRI

EANCZ R

B L RIR B AFAL A F IR G e B, Mt H R EA G MR E A8, B
# L FR AR AR R SAFE Y 9 A R R BRAR KPR B HFER 1R
AN B EA B, TR d BATIEEA B S0 80, AR ERHED BAEHE T
IR BB H B,

B o, TR FEE. ATE. BRdte, AER (2010). &8 HHEE (L) (7). (T)e 43
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ABSTRACT

Biodiversity refers to the variety and variability among living organisms and the
ecological complexes in which they occur, and related concepts of similarity and dif-
ferentiation. Biodiversity has at least three aspects: gene (genetic) diversity, species
(taxonomic) diversity and ecosystem (functional) diversity. This paper reviews species
(or taxonomic) diversity and cover the following topics: (1) traditional diversity mea-
sures in a community based on Hill numbers. This class of measures only considers
species richness and species abundances. (2) Phylogenetic diversity measures based
on Hill numbers for an assemblage. This class of measures additionally incorporates
information on evolutionary/phylogenetic distances between species. (3) Traditional
diversity decomposition and related similarity (or differentiation) measures for multi-
ple communities. (4) Phylogenetic diversity decomposition and related similarity (or
differentiation) measures for multiple assemblages. We also use a real example to il-
lustrate the role of statistical models in estimating biodiversity measures. Some future

topics are also discussed.

Key words and phrases: biodiversity, diversity decomposition, phylogenetic diversity,
replication principle, taxonomic diversity.
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