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Similarity of three stream by bird community in Daejeon
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Figure 1. The location of the study areas.
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Figure 2. The result of dominant species at three stream of Daejeon
metropolitan city during three year.
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Figure 3. Comparison of number of species and individuals for survey sites in Gap
Stream.
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Figure 5. Comparison of number of species and individuals for survey sites in

Daejeon Stream.
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Figure 10. Distribution of dominant species
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Figure 12. Distribution of dominant
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Figure 14. Habitat model of midstream. Figure 15. Habitat model of downstream.
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