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Gymnocarpium jessoense (Koidz.) Koidz.
(Cystopteridaceae),
a Newly Recorded Fern in the Flora of Taiwan
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RO &S FRFL (Cystopteridaceae) 740§k EIEY) < B PIEI K (Gymno-

carpium jessoense (Koidz.) Koidz.) » SR M4 sk VM8 2 JUREHRAL ~ [F¥)584

EF 5[ - =8 AT LIRS (Gymnocarpium) Z 53R % ~ 7784
B H B AR e oy RS A -
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Abstract

This paper reports the fern Gymnocarpium jessoense (Koidz.) Koidz. as a newly

recorded species in the fern flora of Taiwan. Its morphological characters, synonyms,

illustrations, voucher specimens, key to Gymnocarpium in Taiwan and adjacent regions,

geographical distribution, and taxonomic notes are presented.

R HRCPIEIRR » PIENES « 2R

Keywords : Gymnocarpium jessoense, Gymnocarpium, Cystopteridaceae
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dleton 2012) » HEA 5 fd (Wang et al.
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T (3)
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2b B R Ry T [E P AR
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BB e 4)
3b BB E Ot B MR
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FOPIh BB 1-3 351 5 Y 2 B2 (B
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A EAERREEE— G.
robertianum

5a BERUWRAAE - 2=HUK
FEPIR By R/ NIEE R AR HERED
YA AEAT » PR AVESER T M NP
FIEE=BPPIR YR/ NS
.......................................... G. dryopteris

5b BER =MAIR0NE - EEPIR E
INRER RSV EERER Y - BRPIR Y
FRER T/ INPI R A0S U/ AN
KIHEAHEE ... G. remote-pinnatum

Gymnocarpium jessoense (Koidz.)
Koidz.; Acta Phytotax. Geobot. 5 : 40.

1936. BR-PIRIER (Hriketh =4 ) &l 1.
Aspidium dryopteris (L.) Baumg. var.

longulum Christ, Bull. Herb. Boissier,
sér. 2, 2(10): 830. 1902; Carpogymnia
jessoensis (Koidz.) A. Love & D.
Love, Univ. Colorado Stud., Ser. Biol.
24: 8, 1966; Dryopteris jessoensis
Koidz., Bot. Mag. (Tokyo) 38: 104.

1924; Dryopteris linnaeana C.Chr.
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(G. jessoense): 1A, L EH + 1B, Tl (fHEEHLENR - 2R EHRE 5753

1. BRPIERRR
BARHTHRE ) + 1C, TERRBLLIE 2 BRET ( BRE )+ 1D, [E 1C ZHR (BBRE ) © 1E, HEflE
B ( EHBRE ) IF, EE (EEks ) -

Fig. 1. G. jessoense: 1A, habitat; 1B, abaxial surface of lamina (sori orbicular, veins often forked, sparsely
glandular); 1C, pinnae articulate to rachis (glandular); 1D, enlargement of Fig. 1C (glandular); 1E,

rachis abaxial view (glandular); 3F, stipe (scales brown).
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Table 1. Distributions of the genus Gymnocarpium in Taiwan and adjacent regions

F23 AREBLWHLZLF
| EE | va | F | ®
24 % ¢ R ,

2 % (¥%| 8 | A

1 |Gymnocarpium dryopteris (L.) Newman B R V|V

2 |Gymnocarpium jessoense (Koidz.) Koidz. Hﬁ'\«“« T Ec |3 e \Y \ Y

3 |Gymnocarpium oyamense (Baker) Ching B AL EE | V| V v

Gymnocarpium remotepinnatum (Hayata)
4 w33 BB EE |V v

Ching

Gymnocarpium robertianum (Hoffm.) Newm )
5 % st & e \Y
= Gymnocarpium altaycum Chang Y.Yang

Gymnocarpium % bipinnatifidum Miyam.
6 |= Gymnocarpium oyamense x Gymnocarpium

robertianum
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2. HFLLIERRE (G. remotepinnatum): 2A, A5 5 2B, Eigufi (fiIFEERIE - TiEE > i
RRE ) ¢ 2C, TERMEGDDIE > BT (fEARTE ) © 2D, TEGELT > BEET (2 EABMEAERE ) »
2E, BEdfizdh (#ERE ) 0 2F, TR -

Fig. 2. G. remotepinnatum: 2A, habitat; 2B, abaxial surface of lamina (sori orbicular, glabrous,

eglandular); 2C, pinnae articulate to rachis (eglandular); 2D, pinnae articulate to rachis (scantily
glandular); 2E, rachis abaxial view (eglandular); 2F, stipe.
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Management intensity of aquaculture ponds and its ef-
fects on bird assemblage during winter
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2004-2017 F£4£ 5 Y TR T T RIGSBEAE - H PR SIREEERRY 2009 4 2 Al
FREAEREE R > 2010 F 2 (& AR SCISEIEAM o AWTFE ek S Akl +—

FRFE_HEAFEEER - DT A F AU E B R R B R A AR

o IR ESIRE(NE 4E B H AUR B Ry S s B BN UGB R - BRI
P 21 FEIE D By 12 - SRMEAG B P 688 & - BRIER 102 & S BELL
Wi 463 BB R S & 0 B EE 99% 5 BEEERITE T 193 R 81 &
JRIEEY 58% o SCASEFEAMEY 3 e 1 2K > WIFeARlEI 2 A TN BRI P HO=2/ K
MEEEIIAEEE - TSRS NEEEEH IR BE SRR S - 1E
TR o SR ARIRWIEKERTER - BEM(ESE n DU A S Ay ] A s - A
e NVIEERIEE -

BRG] ¢ R - TR BE - ES
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Abstract

Management intensity of aquaculture ponds may affect bird communities
distributed in the ponds. The Taiwan Black-faced Spoonbill Conservation Association
conducted a long-term bird survey project in Qigu, Tainan, Taiwan, from 2004 to
2017, with one of the sample areas being an aquaculture pond. The aquaculture pond
underwent low management intensity until 2009, and was used for clam rearing after
2010. This study analyzed the survey data collected from the pond from November
to February of the following year during the project timeframe to understand how
different management intensities of the aquaculture pond influence bird assemblage
in winter. It was found that the number of bird species decreased from an average of
21 to 12, and the total number of individuals decreased from an average of 688 to
102, while the number of waterfowl individuals decreased from an average of 463 to
five, amounting to a decrease of 99%, and the number of wader individuals decreased
from an average of 193 to 81, amounting to a decrease of 58%. Aquaculture ponds
drained after harvesting can be used by waders. However, in this study, the clam pond
was drained approximately once every three years, therefore there was no significant
increase in wader abundance in the study area. The results of this study revealed that
bird assemblage in an aquaculture pond with low management intensity can be relatively
diverse, and this condition should be preserved as much as possible. It is unrealistic
to expect that the resumption of aquaculture in ponds and the basking operation will

increase available habitats for waders.

Keywords: fish farm, Qigu, wader, waterfowl
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AT A B — R ORI B g
B 7 % P& 1% (East Asian-Australasian
Flyway) EHKEEETE ME > KA
EH R BGR B Ryl EEINER
(Nebel ef al. 2008; Amano et al. 2010;
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2016)  {EAERIREER A BT DATE
o NI ERE K S IIRE L - H
B A M AR (Li et al. 2013; Bai et
al. 2018; Jackson et al. 2020) °

e AR EER IS
B Y N B 2 — (Lu 2004; 5570
E% 2014; Bai et al. 2018) » f i o] LIFE
B S S AR EZEEA - fERK
FEVIL 2 1% B HE KA > S {E)HH
T R A5 & I R N S8, - (S
KREE R 1 2H > 2 Rra s
KB N —HKE - SRR
MREZSE: » BECRNEE LS - 8
IR PSR - BE — Ay f&
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TKI SOREREYIA FR B R (Ardeidae)
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o 5 8 7Y FE L B RS A A
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L WFFEARIERAE 2009 £ 2 Fil By (a) BESEFLR - 7 (b) 2009 5 11 H BEHUEHTRIE © 2010 2218 % (o)
HEMHVEEAIR - (TR &)

Fig. 1. The study area was (a) an abandoned aquaculture pond before 2009, which was (b) prepared for
aquaculture in November 2009, and it became (c) a managed aquaculture pond after 2010. (Photo
by Hsiao-Chi Wang)
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2 IHEREALE - BB O R/KEE - BRI ERS - IR - PREEM B -
Fig. 2. Location of the study area. The blue areas in the figure are water bodies. The white areas are roads,
fishpond dikes, bare land, or grassland.
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a: species richness
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Fig. 3. Changes in the (a) bird species richness and (b) total abundance in the study area from August,
2005 to July, 2017. Between 2005 and 2009, both species richness and total abundance showed
a regular annual cycle with peaks in winter and troughs in summer; however, after 2009, both
decreased significantly, and the annual cycle was not obvious.
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a: species richness
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Fig. 4. Box plots of (a) bird species richness and (b) abundance of the abandoned aquaculture pond

(AAP) and the managed aquaculture pond (MAP) during winters. Regardless of species richness or

abundance, AAP was significantly higher than MAP.

21



RIBREENEFEIIRRHR

(o]
(o]
o (<]
‘_. N (o]
o o
LO_ | o
o 0%
o o 8
De ° o
&) 8
0o | .. °. % o
o ©year ° ®
O@O
Oo
© )
o] (o]
n
Sl ° :
o 5
o
I T T T I
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

DCA1

5. BEEAREEA (BLE) SUAEHE AR (Z20[E)) 1£ 2005-2008 2 2010-2016 F4F S5
BERH RS E M7 (DCA) Bl 2 227047 - BEEE SR BUAE T IR EE AN DCA 55—
HILUBIEE S Ry WEE © BR T IS & AUSHH (FSB) - HAtEEMNEZhEE > IR Z2 S8 (ARB) »
FEi S0 (TRB) ~ /NEUAES (SWB) ~ RAUAES (LWB) ~ DU (WFL) » HE S N E &
Ji e RS — R ] - R R AR A I ATE - BUR IS S [E DR EREEE AR AN
S A -

Fig. 5. Distribution of samples of the abandoned aquaculture pond (AAP) (solid circles) and the managed
aquaculture pond (MAP) (hollow circles) in the first two axes of the detrended correspondence
analysis (DCA) of bird community structure during winters of 2005-2008 and 2010-2016. The AAP
and MAP samples were clearly divided into two groups along the first axis of DCA. Except for the
fishing birds (FSB), the abundances of other habitat guilds—aerial birds (ARB), terrestrial birds
(TRB), small wading birds (SWB), large wading birds (LWB), and waterfow] (WFL)—were all
vectorially oriented to the right of the first axis, which is the distribution area of the AAP samples.
This indicated relatively high abundance of these guilds in the AAP samples.
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IYAARYEIE o [ EEH S te I [E D BT
TE AAP BEA Y 28 R S MAP £
7% o DA nested ANOVA 1 & 2% 1 3 [5]
THEEE RS HE AAP Bl MAP 2 [ 2
MHIE - 51 T INE e f S A=
FZHh BB FEDIEHE AAP HYFE5(E
BEEE IS MAP ; 5346 » [EREE
FEL{IE A8 BUE A (5] 4 22 27 R BH R [6] (
Tl)e

FEEE R RIS K ERE - BEK
EEE RV o iBTE AAP 1 MAP &
BHRERMIEEZR K- BER

5 AAP B R MAP - & PR E

/) RFAEZFRFIN R =
FH AAP 4 463 € » & /b B MAP (Y
& RIEAT 99% (= 1) HrAE

FH B D (F£2) - AAP 2 A
EREAE A IS - EE

RS GIRE T (HIE MAP Y%
A ADHEIFSCH - IFEITE
MAP Kigi/V » FFE T HEEZ

BlEZ e L EFAN - FREE ARG
APR/KE RS FRAE A > TR T P (/KK

R 7 TR B3 PR R

1 AFEEREES > A EREHEITHEERE FUR (AAP) BV EE U (MAP) Rt & B HY
e o DN R Te e B 2 M A L 2 HE P ERe ErE S E -

Table 1. Mean number of individuals of each habitat guild in winter bird assemblage under two

management modes: the abandoned aquaculture pond (AAP) and the managed aquaculture pond

(MAP). The nested analysis of variance was used to determine whether the mean number of

individuals was the same between management modes and between winters

Habitat Guilds Mean number of individuals per survey Nested ANOVA, p-value
AAP (n=32) MAP (n = 55) Between modes Between winters
Aerial Birds 12.7 5.0 0.03 NS
Terrestrial Birds 16.4 6.9 0.002 0.03
Fishing Birds 32 3.5 NS NS
Small Wading Birds 95.5 41.8 0.001 NS
Large Wading Birds 97.8 395 0.012 NS
Waterfowl 462.8 5.0 <0.001 NS
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%2 AFERIEMEREFE AL (AAP) EVEEH i (MAP) WS B PO (AR - IS
FEOrATie e B B A 2 B 2R R [ERG BUE S ]

Table 2. Mean number of individuals of each bird species in winter under two management modes: the

abandoned aquaculture pond (AAP) and the managed aquaculture pond (MAP). The nested analysis

of variance was used to determine whether the mean number of individuals was the same between

management modes and between winters

Chinese names _ Seientific names ‘ Mﬁ:an number of Nested ANOVA, Hébitat
individuals per survey p-value* guilds**
AAP MAP Between Between
(n=32) (n=155) modes winters
Ereg Spatula clypeata 67 0 <0.001 NS WFL
A EEg Mareca penelope 102 0.1 <0.001 NS WFL
A Anas acuta 41.2 0 <0.001 <0.001 WFL
|k vg Anas crecca 2393 3.2 <0.001 NS WFL
| RES Tachybaptus ruficollis 8 1.7 <0.001 <0.001 WFL
g Streptopelia tranquebarica 1.1 0.6 NS NS TRB
B R Gallinula chloropus 2.2 0 0.002 <0.001 WFL
% BEfiB Himantopus himantopus 18.6 5.5 <0.001 NS SWB
F oo Recurvirostra avosetta 16.4 0.05 0.001 NS SWB
*Tx spff  Pluvialis fulva 0.19 1.4 0.01 <0.001 SWB
1> kg fiB Charadrius alexandrinus 13 11.8 NS NS SWB
2997k 38 Calidris ruficollis 14.3 2.9 NS NS SWB
2R E Calidris alpina 16.2 12 NS NS SWB
38 Actitis hypoleucos 0.09 0.3 NS NS SWB
R Tringa nebularia 6.2 4.2 NS NS SWB
T &38 Tringa stagnatilis 6.4 1.8 0.015 NS SWB
# 838 Tringa totanus 0.5 1.4 NS NS SWB
Biazw Hydroprogne caspia 0.3 1.1 0.01 NS FSB
2 ' % Chlidonias hybrida 1.1 1.6 NS NS FSB
/-1 Ardea cinerea 7.1 6.4 NS NS LWB
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<6 ¥ Ardea alba 437
o Egretta garzetta 29.4
8] Nycticorax nycticorax 1.4
b2 FEY Threskiornis aethiopicus 1.1
25 EH Platalea minor 134
RE Alcedo atthis 1.7
Lk By Lanius cristatus 0.56
AEE A B Prinia inornata 2.1
12 # Riparia chinensis 1
T Hirundo rustica 6.1
pESE3 Hirundo tahitica 4.8
v Ef 5% Pycnonotus sinensis 1.5
& S p Zosterops simplex 6.8
e % Passer montanus 0.4

14.3 0.02 NS LWB
16.1 NS NS LWB
0.13 0.03 NS LWB
0.8 NS NS LWB
1.6 0.034 NS LWB
0.2 NS NS FSB
0.04 <0.001 0.04 TRB
1.1 0.02 0.04 TRB
1.8 NS 0.014 ARB
0.4 NS NS ARB
2.4 0.03 NS ARB
0.9 NS NS TRB
0.2 0.007 NS TRB
2.7 0.002 NS TRB

* NS: no significant;

** ARB: Aerial birds, FSB: Fishing birds, LWB: Large wading birds, SWB: Small wading birds, TRB: Terrestrial

birds, WFL: Waterfowl.
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Fig. 6. Box plots of the water coverage ratio between the abandoned aquaculture pond (AAP) and the

managed aquaculture pond (MAP) during winter of each year. The data revealed that the water

coverage in MAP was generally higher. However, the ratios in 2011 and 2014 were slightly lower

and more variable, which may be due to the basking operation.
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Abstract

Mangrove ecosystems are vulnerable to rising sea levels. When the sea level rises,
plants are exposed to increased salinity as well as tidal submergence. In this study, Kan-
delia obovata Sheue, Liu & Yong and Rhizophora stylosa Griffith were subjected to dif-
ferent salinity (20%o0 and 40%o) and immersion treatments to understand their photosyn-
thesis responses to salinity immersion in mangroves and adaptability to different tidal
elevations, gas exchange, and chlorophyll fluorescence parameters. K. obovata adapted
to immersion stress and outperformed R. stylosa under these conditions, indicating that
the colonization ability of K. obovata took place in the immersive conditions. Immer-
sion and low CO, concentration stresses might enable R. stylosa to adapt to darkness
for CO, absorption and exhibit leaf acidity in the early morning. Accordingly, R. stylosa
exposed to immersion and low CO, concentration for one week could adapt to darkness
and successfully absorb CO,. This phenomenon was consistent with that observed in
crassulacean acid metabolism (CAM)-type plants, which fix CO, at night and exhibit
leaf acidity in the early morning. Our results demonstrate that R. stylosa displays distinct
CAM characteristics under 40%o of salinity and immersion stress.

Keywords: mangrove species, crassulacean acid metabolism, leaves pH, gas exchange,

photoinhibition
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Introduction

Mangroves are a diverse group
of 70 species that grow in saline and
tidal wetlands along tropical and sub-
tropical coastlines (Lugo and Snedaker
1974; Odum et al. 1982, Hutchings and
Saenger 1987; Alongi 2002). Mangrove
habitats are typically characterized by
high salinity, tidal influence, strong
winds, high temperatures, and muddy
anoxic soils (Kathiresan and Bingham
2001). Micro-tidal wetlands show strong
seasonal soil salinity variation ranged
from 0 ~ 1,709 mM of NaCl that are
likely to increase in amplitude according
to climate prediction models. This may
affect the morphology and physiology
of mangrove seedlings, and the growth
and species composition of mangrove

swamps as well (Bompy et al. 2014).

A% > FERIEAER

FRBAEH - R pH - SRARSA
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Globally, mangrove communities
are experiencing changing flood depths
and durations due to sea level rise
(Woodroffe 1999). The halophytic na-
ture of mangroves creates challenges for
scientists to investigate the potential ef-
fects of altered hydroperiods. Freshwater
inundation alone probably biases flood
assessments because optimal growth and
physiological activity are attained under
saline conditions (Ball 1996, 2002). The
effect of increased salinity on mangroves
remains unknown. Salinity and fluctua-
tions in flooded elevation are important
factors that influence the distribution,
niche patterns, and succession of man-
grove species (Sabine ef al. 2011). Man-
groves generally have an optimal salinity
range of 8—18%o (Sabine et al. 2011) or

an optimal seawater concentration range
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of 5-75% (Krauss et al. 2008). In saline
environments, Rhizophora mangle exhib-
its crassulacean acid metabolism (CAM)
characteristics (Werner and Stelzer
1990), but mangrove species are widely
considered to be C3 plants (Venkatesalu
et al. 2008). Furthermore, photosynthesis
and related physiological responses of
mangrove species under high salinity are
still not unveiled.

C3/CAM shifting requires the in-
duction of certain stress factors. The
major ecosystems with CAM plants
submerged in aquatic sites have been
described by Keeley (1996). The earliest
evolution of CAM might have occurred
in submerged plants. CAM is advanta-
geous for surviving abiotic stress, rather
than for dominance and high biomass
production in poor oligotrophic sites
(Littge 2004). Underwater photosynthe-
sis in submerged aquatic plants is often
limited by carbon dioxide availability
and thus requires the development of

CO,-concentrating mechanisms (CCMs)
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that increase carbon fixation of enzymes
used by CAM and C4 carbon fixation
through the induction of phosphoenolpy-
ruvate carboxylase (PEPC), such as in
submerged Otteliaalismoides (Huang et
al. 2020) and Hydrilla verticillata (Hola-
day and Bowes 1980).

Certain plant species can switch
from C3 metabolism to CAM either
during ontogenetic development or under
stress conditions, such as drought (Winter
and Holtum 2007, Minardi et al. 2014,
Holtum et al. 2017). In C3—CAM inter-
mediate species, oxidative stress appears
to be necessary for triggering a metabol-
ic switch, although oxidative stress alone
is insufficient to drive the C3—CAM
shift (Liittge 2004, Niewiadomska and
Miszalski 2008). This view is supported
by studies in which the C3—CAM plant
Mesembryanthemum crystallinum was
treated with O; and SO, (Hurst et al.
2004, Surowka et al. 2007). Osmond
(1978) described four distinct stages of

CAM in the diurnal cycle. In stage IV,



when the malate pool is exhausted at the
end of the day, a decrease in the internal
CO, level promotes stomatal opening,
which enables the direct fixation of
atmospheric CO, by Ribulose-1,5-bis-
phosphate carboxylase/oxygenase (Ru-
BisCO). However, toward the end of
Stage IV, RuBisCO activity declines, and
PEPC is activated. Therefore, when the
C3—CAM shift occurs, the main physio-
logical indicators are an increase in leaf
acidity in the early morning and a de-
crease in leaf acidity at sunset (Cushman
and Bohnert 1999, Maxwell et al. 2002,
Dodd et al. 2003).

The C3-CAM transition correlates
with the transcriptional expression of
PEPC genes (Ppcl and GapCl) and
increased abscisic acid (ABA) during
CAM induction (Cushman and Bohnert
1999). ABA accumulation has been
proposed to be involved in CAM in-
duction (McElwain and Bohnert 1992).
The switch to CAM is determined by

age-dependent development owing to its
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genetic program (Cushman and Bohnert
1999). Adversity increases physiological
leaf age and enhances the rate of ABA
catabolism (Cornish and Zeevaart, 1984).

The objectives of our study were to
(1) develop an easy, rapid, and nonintru-
sive method for instantaneous assessment
of dynamic photochemical efficiency
based on photosynthesis and chlorophyll
fluorescence parameters, and (2) measure
the pH of leaves with minimal destruc-
tive sampling. These parameters reflect
a physiological response that could be
used to evaluate tidal stress in Kandelia
obovata and Rhizophora stylosa. The
obtained data can serve as indicators of
plant survival strategies. The hypothesis
of our study was that K. obovata could
adapt to tidal stress, whereas R. stylo-
sa would be adversely affected by tidal

stress.

Materials and methods

Plant materials and treatments: The
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seedlings of Kandelia obovata Sheue,
Liu & Yong and Rhizophora stylosa
Griffith in the Tainan Shuangchun Es-
tuary (23°17'38.8"N, 120°06'42.3"E)
were collected in 2015 and planted in
the Endemic Species Research Institute
(23°49'43.0"N, 120°48'04.7"E). The
cultivation medium was estuarian sea
sand and the seedlings were cultivated in
round plastic buckets (diameter, 20 cm;
height, 20 cm). Salinity treatment was
initiated when the seedlings were two
years old, seedling height was 50-60 cm,
and ground diameter was 3-4 cm in July,
2017. We prepared two kinds of salinity
solutions (20%o and 40%o) with 20 pots
(five for dark period measurements and
15 for standard measurements) of seed-
lings for each species. The treatment was
performed weekly to ensure that salinity
was maintained at 20%o and 40%o until
six months. Moreover, we measured pho-
tosynthesis and chlorophyll fluorescence

parameters described in detail below.
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Whole plant flooding treatment:
Flooding treatments were performed for
seven days from April to June, 2018.
Two year-old plants were exposed to
intermittent flooding for four hours each
morning (06:00-8:00 h) and afternoon
(16:00—-18:00 h) to simulate tidal influ-
ences. The flooding treatment container
was a plastic bucket with a diameter of
56 cm and height of 75 cm. The salin-
ity of the flooding solution remained
constant throughout the treatment. The
control group received no flooding treat-
ments. During the flooding treatment, we
studied the effects of reducing CO, sup-

ply and salt concentration of the leaves.

Low-CO,-concentration treatment
of leaves: From April to June, 2018,
soda-lime was used as a CO, absorber
or absorbent in the low-CO, treatment
(0—10 ppm) of leaves for seven days
each morning (06:00-8:00 h) and after-
noon (16:00-18:00 h) during this inter-

mittent treatment period, the mangrove



leaves were exposed to low [CO,] for
four hours to decrease CO, supply during
tidal flooding and the influence of no-salt
on leaf blades during flooding. Control
plants were not flooded, and CO, supply
to these plants was not reduced. In addi-
tion, the no-salt leaves were not affected

by salt during flooding.

Photosynthesis and chlorophyll fluo-
rescence parameters with a fixed light
source:

We divided K. obovata and R. stylo-
sa seedlings into four groups according
to the treatment: (1) 20%o of salt without
immersion, (2) 20%o of salt with immer-
sion, (3) 40%o of salt without immersion,
and (4) 40%o0 of salt with immersion,
with five replicates per treatment and
species. From April to June, 2018, the
seedlings were measured using a gas ex-
change and fluorescence photosynthesis
analyzer (GFS-3000FL; Walz, Effeltrich,
Germany). After flooding, photosynthet-

ic parameters were measured at 10:00 h
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each day.

During the experiment, the gas flow
rate was set to 750 pmol s, gas-mixer
speed to the 7-level, assimilator tem-
perature to 25°C, and relative humidity
to 75%, and the photosynthetic photon
flux density (PPFD) was adjusted to 800
umol photons m~ s™'. Photosynthesis,
gas exchange, and chlorophyll fluores-
cence parameters were measured for 90
min of irradiation and then during dark
adaptation for 30 min. We recorded one
data point every minute for the first 30
min and one data point every 2 min for
the final 90 min to measure the photo-
synthesis, gas-exchange, and chlorophyll
fluorescence parameters, and then cal-
culated the following two parameters
(Demmig-Adams and Adams 1996,
Johnson and Ruban 2011):

Fv/Fm = (Fm —Fo)/Fm, where Fv, Fm,
and Fo are values of the minimal (Fo),
and maximal ChIF (Fm) of dark-adapted
samples were determined using modulat-

ed irradiation of a weak light-emitting di-
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ode beam (measuring light) and saturat-
ing pulse, respectively. Photoinhibition
of dark recovery = (Fv/Fm — Fv/Fmy)
/ Fv/Fm, where Fv; and Fm, are values
measured at 2 and 30 min, respectively,
after dark recovery (Wang et al. 2022)

measurements.

CO, absorption measurement in dark
period: From April to June, 2018, five
seedlings of K. obovata and R. stylosa
were subjected to (1) immersion, (2) low
[CO,], and (3) no immersion for the mea-
surement of CO, absorption in the dark
period under 40%o salinity treatment. A
gas-exchange analyzer was used after the
leaves submerged in water and treated
with low [CO,] daily. The [CO,] uptake
and gas-exchange parameters were mea-
sured in the dark period at 18:00 h every
day and recorded every 2 min with a to-

tal of 250 records.

Leaf pH measurement: The leaf pH of

K. obovata and R. stylosa seedlings sub-

41

jected to (1) immersion, (2) low [CO,],
and (3) no immersion were also mea-
sured under 40%o salinity treatment from
April to June, 2018. Measurements were
performed daily at 06:00 h and 18:00 h.
The leaves were ground into powder and
mixed with deionized water (10 mL of
water per 1 g of sample). After mixing,
the samples were vortexed for 5 min.
The pH of the mixed solution was mea-
sured using a portable pH meter (HQ11d,
Hach, USA).

Statistical analysis: Statistical analyses
were performed using PASW Statistics
18 and SigmaPlot 10.0 software. Gas
exchange and chlorophyll fluorescence
were analyzed using a single-factor anal-
ysis of variance to check for significant
differences between the two species.
Multiple comparisons were performed
using the least significant difference
(LSD) method. A Pearson correlation co-
efficient analysis between gas exchange

and chlorophyll fluorescence parameters



was also performed.

Results
CO, absorption in the dark period and

leaf pH

R. stylosa exhibited a night dark-adapted
state for CO, uptake within 250 min in
both low [CO,] and immersion treat-
ments (Fig. 1). The maximum CO, ab-
sorption rates under night dark measured
for R. stylosa were 9.27 umol CO, m™
s”', which was similar to the rate of CO,
fixed at night for photosynthesis in CAM
plants, as well as the rate in the fourth
stage of CAM. Moreover, the pH of the R.
stylosa leaves measured at 06:00 h was
significantly (P < 0.05) lower than that
at 18:00 h under a dark-adapted state for
CO, uptake after four hours of treatment
with CO, supply reduction and daily im-
mersion for one week (Fig. 2). Therefore,
R. stylosa is characteristically similar to

those of CAM plants.

Photosynthesis rate and fluorescence re-
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sponse of photoinduction

In this experiment, 800 pmol photon m™
s PPFD was used to induce the photo-
synthesis rate (Py) in K. obovata and R.
stylosa and explore the photosynthetic
physiological response. Due to the de-
layed reaction of the Py, photosynthesis
and stomatal conductance (gs) were ex-
amined over three time periods: 30 min,
60 min, and 90 min. Figure 3 shows that
the Py and gs values of K. obovata and
R. stylosa seedlings during the 30 min
period were relatively lower than both 60
min and 90 min. Regardless of the low
[CO,] or immersion treatment, the Py and
gs of K. obovata significantly increased
after 60 and 90 min of irradiation. The
low [CO,] and immersion treatment
seedlings under 40 %o salinity showed
significantly higher rates compared to no
immersion seedlings (P < 0.05). How-
ever, in R. stylosa, the Py and gs with no
immersion treatment increased signifi-
cantly after 90 min of irradiation, and the

seedlings under 20%o salinity treatment
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exhibited significantly higher values than
those under the 40%o salinity treatment
(P < 0.05). Meanwhile, low [CO,] and
immersion seedlings under 40 %o salinity
still exhibited low values after 90 min of
irradiation, and the values were signifi-
cantly lower than those of the no immer-
sion seedlings (P < 0.05), indicating that
low [CO,] and immersion at high salinity
had negative effects on R. stylosa.

As shown in Fig. 44, after 40%o
salinity treatment, K. obovata seedlings
were negatively affected by high salinity.
Before irradiation, Fv/Fm values of K.
obovata seedlings under no immersion,
low [CO,], and immersion treatment
were 0.76 £ 0.06, 0.80+ 0.01, and 0.78 £
0.05, respectively. After 800 pmol photon
m” s irradiation for 90 min followed by
acclimation for 30 min in the dark peri-
od, the Fv/Fm values of K. obovata seed-
lings under no immersion, low [CO,],
and immersion treatment decreased to
0.61 £0.09, 0.69 + 0.03, and 0.69 £ 0.04,

respectively (Fig. 4A), but the photoin-
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hibition ratio was approximately 20%
(Fig. 4C). These results demonstrate that
decline rate of K. obovata was larger in
no immersion seedlings compared to low
[CO,] and immersion treated seedlings.
The photoinhibition ratio of no immer-
sion K. obovata seedlings treated with 20
%o salinity was approximately 10%, sug-
gesting that the decline rate of K. obova-
ta seedlings in 20 %o salinity treatment
was greater than that in 40 %o salinity
treatment.

Fv/Fm values of 40%o0 salini-
ty-treated R. stylosa seedlings exposed to
no immersion, low [CO,], and immersion
before irradiation were 0.73 = 0.009, 0.69
+ 0.06, and 0.74 £+ 0.02, respectively
(Fig. 4B), demonstrating that R. stylosa
was affected by stress in a high salinity
environment. When the irradiation was
adjusted in the dark period, all Fv/Fm
values of R. stylosa seedlings exposed to
no immersion, low[CO,], and immersion
dropped to 0.60 = 0.03, 0.49 +£.055, and
0.60 = 0.03, respectively (Fig. 4B), but



the photoinhibition ratio was approxi-
mately 20% (Fig. 4D). After 20 %o salin-
ity treatment, the decrease in Fv/Fm after
irradiation was small, whereas the neg-
ative effect of flooding was large. These
results show that the long-term exposure
of K. obovata and R. stylosa to high-sa-
linity environments had a negative im-
pact. In addition, significant photoinhibi-
tion occurred when the irradiation time
exceeded 90 min under 800 pmol photon

2 -l
m S .

Discussion
C3/CAM shifting is induced by

certain stress factors, such as CO, con-
centration reduction due to inundation
(Huang et al. 2020), drought (Holtumet
al. 2017), salinity (Gawronskaet al.
2013), and high light (Hurst e al. 2004).
Oxidative stress appears to be necessary
to induce adaptation to CO, uptake in the
dark in C3/CAM shifting species; how-
ever, stress alone is insufficient to drive

C3/CAM shifting, among which need to
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be induced by other stresses, such as sa-
linity (Liittge 2004, Niewiadomska and
Miszalski 2008).

In our study, dark-adaption in R.
stylosa induced CO, uptake after four-
hour treatment of flooding and low [CO,]
treatment daily for one week (Fig. 4B).
Furthermore, CO, absorption under
night-dark adaptation in R. stylosa was
similar to the rates at which CO, was
fixed at night for photosynthesis in CAM
plants at Stage IV (Osmond 1978). When
malic acid is depleted at the day-end (Os-
mond 1978), a decrease in internal CO,
levels promotes stomatal opening, which
enables RuBisCO to fix atmospheric
CO, directly. Gawronska et al. (2013)
reported that M. crystallinum must be
treated under saline conditions to gener-
ate factors that induce CAM traits. When
R. stylosa was exposed to 40%o salinity
treatment for four hours at low [CO,] and
flood for a period of one week, the plant
experienced multiple stresses from salin-

ity, oxidation, and excessive light, which
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enabled it to absorb CO, in the dark pe-
riod. The pH of the leaves measured at
06:00 h was significantly lower than that
at 18:00 h. Gawronska et al. (2013) treat-
ed M. crystallinum with 0.4 M NacCl for
12 days and found that transformed pho-
tosynthetic system from the C3 system to
a CAM system.

Delayed activation of CAM plants
was associated with levels of RuBisCO
activase protein, which reached a max-
imum at midday, and may account for
this pattern of RuBisCO activation, such
as under drought stress or incubation
of leaves overnight in an oxygen-free
atmosphere, releasing RuBisCO from
inhibition early in the light period (Max-
well et al. 2002). This is comparable to R.
stylosa, where Py and gs remained near 0
under low CO, and immersion for 40%o
salinity treatment (Figs. 3B and D).

The photoinhibition shown in Fig.
4 suggests that photosynthesis was in-
hibited by the increased photoinhibition

under high salt concentrations. Py and

gs of R. stylosa were almost completely
inhibited under low CO, and immersion
for 40%o salinity treatment. Compared
with the experimental results of Huang et
al. (2020), in our study, Fv/Fm decreased
when plants switched from C3 to CAM,
suggesting that environmental stress af-

fects the results of seedlings.
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Fig.1. CO2 absorption under night-dark adaptation in Kandelia obovata (A) and Rhizophora stylosa.
K.obovata (B) subjected to no immersion, low [CO2], and immersion treatments at 40%o salinity.

The figure shows the changes in CO2 absorption under night dark adaptation. Error bar = standard
error (SE); n=5.
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Fig.2. Kandelia obovata and Rhizophora stylosa subjected to 40%o salinity treatment with no immersion,
low [CO2], and immersion provided with daily supply of CO2 for four hours. Changes in leaf pH (1
2/10 mL) were measured at 06:00 h and 18:00 h after one week. Error bar = SE; n = 5. *P < 0.05.
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Net photosynthesis rate (PN) and stomatal conductance (gs) of leaves of Kandelia obovata (A, C)
and Rhizophora stylosa (B, D) seedlings. Plants were subjected to no immersion at 20%o and 40%o
salinity, low [CO2] at 40%o salinity, and immersion at 40%o salinity treatments under 800 pmol
photon m-2 s-1 PPFD after 30, 60, and 90 min of irradiation.

Error bar = SE; n = 5. * Different letters indicate significant differences in the LSD analyses
between treatments at different salinity and immersion at the same time (P < 0.05).
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n = 5. *Different letters indicate significant differences in the LSD
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REUTN 2014 K H = AR E LS ZR | € 3 EFAEYIER RS
H0PRER (0.55-165.00 ppm) » Hrh 2 &R HlEH e Al (0.11 ppm) K f@Edmis (1.80
ppm) ; 22022 7 16 5 F Binfe 2 E0 iy - LB 13 EESE  Hf 12
ERHEIRENIREL (1.41-115.22 ppm) - Hir 4 EFA 3 ERTFEIEIL (8.39-
61.64 ppm) ° FIALIITRER F S IHEITEEEY) H B RS R EBERIE - AN > 172
BE RS AT 35 30 FHER AR IR = & EANLRER (1159.24 ppm) BEURIL R R 0
o LIS A 2 /KEEINPRER P H RIS - IIREEAYN EE R IR 2017
FENTRER 40.64% 7KEEH ~ 44% /KRBT 37.5% 7S RS T g M BIny 2L
Al o R B RE SR S T o e e 7 L By AR Y R S h B RS A -
BEISEEE ¢ ZKHE ~ REE - IOfRER ~ FRAEIL - s

Abstract

Chemical pesticides are essential for plant protection and ensuring crop
productivity. However, inappropriate pesticide use could adversely impact ecosystems
and non-target organisms. Pesticides can directly or indirectly cause wildlife death, in
which the direct hazards could include negligence or intentional behavior. Carbofuran,
an insecticide, was illegally used in the past to minimize crop damage by birds. This
study examined two events of pesticide poisoning of wild birds within a span of eight
years, occurring before and after the ban of pesticides containing high amounts of
carbofuran on January 1, 2017, so as to analyze the effectiveness of the mitigation
measures for specific pesticides. The Wildlife Rescue and Research Center of the
Endemic Species Research Institute of Taiwan received 15 and 16 cases of suspected
pheasant-tailed jacana (Hydrophasianus chirurgus) poisoning in 2014 and 2022,
respectively. Autopsies revealed that most of the gizzards of the dead jacana contained

undigested grains. Samples of these grains and gizzard tissue were analyzed for pesticide
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residue by the Taiwan Agricultural Chemicals and Toxic Substances Research Institute.
Three samples in 2014 from different farmlands were analyzed, all found to contain
high concentrations of carbofuran (0.55-165.00 ppm), and two of which were found
with tebuconazole (0.11 ppm) and phorate (1.80 ppm). Moreover, 13 pesticides were
detected out in all the 16 samples in 2022, 12 of which contained high concentrations of
carbofuran (1.41-115.22 ppm), while three of the other four samples contained terbufos
(8.39-61.64 ppm). Carbofuran is highly toxic to birds, and the detected concentrations
are mostly lethal doses. Finally, baits with a lethal concentration of carbofuran (1159.24
ppm) were found near the corpses’ locations, indicating that these poisoning events
could be a consequence of intentional behavior. In summary, the wild bird poisoning
events in 2014 and 2022 implied that the partial ban on highly-concentrated carbofuran
formulations (including 40.64% and 44% carbofuran suspension concentrate as well
as 37.5% carbofuran wettable powder in water soluble bag) in 2017 had failed to
prevent its misuse. We urge the regulatory authorities to strengthen their risk mitigation
measures to prevent further incidents of pesticide poisoning in wildlife.

Keywords: pheasant-tailed jacana, pesticide, carbofuran, terbufos, poisoning
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Table 1. The locations, pick-up dates, sampling sites, and sampling dates of the pheasant-tailed jacanas

found in Guantian District, Tainan.
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S5 BEF L RERRT B HEpER S
1 A 2013/12/25 N 2014/1/3 ST
2 iinA 2013/12/25 TR 2014/14 A s
3 HEH 2013/12/25 N 2014/1/5 S e
4 gux 2021/4/30 TRs 0 202213 A ks
5 fug 2021/4/30 SRas 200213 f kg
6 4B e 2021/12/24 HENEE2 2022/1/3 F g/
7 B2 2021/12/29 N 2022/1/3 F g/ ge
8 2 fRe 2022/1/7 EI N 2022/3/1 Ko/ Hok
9 Aamz*l  2022/1/14 3 2022/3/1 &

10 mi2 2022/1/14 SRoas 2002531 kg
11 31272 2022/1/14 PNz 2022/3/1 /g
12 ez 2022/1/14 TR 5 20223/1 A ks
13 w2 2022/1/14 N 2022/3/1 ey
14 4 e 2022/1/18 PR 2022/3/1 F oA
15 3 2022/1/18 HENEE 2022/3/1 ¥ o3
16 iz 2022/1/18 SRaH 2002531 g
17 HB+2 2022/1/18 N2 2022/3/1 g
18 B+ 2 2022/1/18 HENEE2 2022/3/1 F e/
19 LR 2 2021/5/17 N 2022/1/3 /A g
a1 KHER PRAEY) - BRE SRS 2 L AR TR -
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Table 2. The types and concentrations of pesticides detected in jacanas’ stomach contents or tissues.

S ¥ pE R ﬂ!%%%ﬁﬁﬁ/f«ﬁ;(t’ 2 /ER) JE & (ppm)
& /4 %3 /Carbofuran 165.00

1 AU 1;]3?4/ ## 5. 4/Tebuconazole 0.11
2 2014/1/3 A B A/ 4 i%-3% /Carbofuran 145
B A/ 4e i%-F% /Carbofuran 0.55

= AU e B &) /4578 > /Phorate 1.80
4 2022/3/24 B A /3 45 >/ Terbufos 8.39
5 2022/3/24 Py /4= 45 1>/ Terbufos 61.64
BB A/ 4e (%-F% /Carbofuran 4.79

6 2022/3/24 ¥ E#|/{¥ 3. f1/Tebuconazole 1.05
B ‘p;]"ff;q/; # v /Tricyclazole 0.02

&/ 4 %3 /Carbofuran 1.41

v elee s o %& %,f?fﬂ /42 5 ¥~/ Terbufos 0.03
A B A/ 4 i%-3% /Carbofuran 25.74

8 2022/3/24 " ¥ 41/ 442 % /Butachlor 0.15
¥ 2 /1 #7+>/Chlorpyrifos 0.03

BB A/ 4 (%3 /Carbofuran 1.66

) #/ 17 5 /Tebuconazole 0.28

9 2022/3/24  # A/ I 4 #c/Azoxystrobin 0-i5
lki 1;:]3?']/5‘3& 5. 3= /Prochloraz 8 02

L A/ 50 45 K /Chlorfluazuron '

BB A/ 4 (%-F% /Carbofuran 18.96
10 2022/3/24 . .v.*.“a |/7 # 3 ¥ /Butachlor 28.96
BB A /3 A5 >/ Terbufos 0.07

A/ T 3 A7 i 0.06

1 2022/3/24 H A/ I 3= A7/Azoxystrobin o

M B/ # 5. f/Difenoconazole
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2 2014/1/3 BB A/ 4e (%-F% /Carbofuran 145
BBy A/ 4e (%-F% /Carbofuran 0.55
3 200413 4 & 41/45 7 +/Phorate 1.80
4 2022/3/24 i8] /4= 45 +>/Terbufos 8.39
5 2022/3/24 BB /3= 451>/ Terbufos 61.64
BB A /4 %35 /Carbofuran 4.79
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Mg #/ = F #&/Tricyclazole 0.02
4&&%“' |/4e %3 /Carbofuran 1.41
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& A/ 4 %3 /Carbofuran 25.74
8 2022/3/24 /T‘. 3 %]/~ 4 % /Butachlor 0.15
B A/ 1 214> /Chlorpyrifos 0.03
e B A /4 i8-4% /Carbofuran 1.66
F]é‘ #)/ 1% 5. F|/Tebuconazole 0.28
9 0025304 & B/ Iz 3= ¢/ Azoxystrobin 8-‘118
M /3% 5. £ /Prochloraz 0' 04
B A/ 5o 45 1 /Chlorfluazuron ’
BB A/ 4 F-2% /Carbofuran 18.96
10 2022/3/24 Kf %]/~ £+ % /Butachlor 28.96
£ 41/3 45 >/ Terbufos 0.07
R AR/ I F R 1 0.06
1 2022/3/24 ) 3|/ I #¢ 57/ Azoxystrobin 0l
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Priiin 9 ieba B aHaRsN - Hept A taln s
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Table 3. Acute toxicity data of pesticides found in birds and mammals.

o it FLagds de 3
B v E s F3
4 f" & v LDs v LDsy =g K LDsp &rfei LCs
(mg/kg bw)  (mg/kg bw) (mg/kg bw) (mg/L)
HB A A R 0.71 7 1000 0.05
/Carbofuran GYIES) U§1#) (F 53) ’

B A AR ~185 13 1 00061
/Terbufos (F £3) (5 =) (5 =) :
BB A 17 39.2 66 1250 0.1
/Chlorpyrifos VIED) (* 53 (" 3 '
By R AGTE 2.25 2 2.5 0.06
/Phorate (5 +) GVIED (1B #) ‘
P IV >2250 >5000 5000 >51

/Chlorantraniliprole CGiEEED) (%3%) (E=+) :
BB A AR A >2510 >8500 1000 4
/Chlorfluazuron (prE =) (A3%) (F &3) :
R ’;ﬁ’é‘wj/g; e 57 > 2000 >5000 2000 0.69

/Azoxystrobin (prES) (n4) (* 53 ‘
%}tﬁf?‘?‘]/% w1 >2150 1453 2010 33
/Difenoconazole (fptai) (F%3) (E=H) :
R ﬁ%’l]/§§ w1 1988 1700 2000 ~5.09
/Tebuconazole (F=4) (* 53) (F 53) :
&ﬁﬁd/ﬁ s 662 1023 2100 5216
/Prochloraz (=4) (" £3) (=4) :
A ?ﬁ’é‘?’]/#% % % /Flutolanil > 2000 >10000 5000 508
(tp ¥t & = (%3) (E3) '
P ﬁ%‘]/_‘: %v;" > 1528 289.7 2000 ~1.15
/Tricyclazole (F=%) (* 53 (" 53 :
AR ﬁ%’ll/ﬁ\‘ e 1466 >669 5000 16
/Metalaxyl (F=4) (* 53) (F=%) :
“,% TR/ AP E > 4640 2000 13000 334
/Butachlor (prE=) (*%3) (%3) ’
R/ > 2000 560 5000 - 243
/Thiobencarb (FftE4) (P EH) (=4) :
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& %2 ot fapde o 3
[T L ' P
z 7r B v LDso J v LDsy ka8 % LDs gtz LCso
(mg/kg bw) (mg/kg bw) (mg/kg bw) (mg/L)
BB A A R 0.71 7 1000 0.05
/Carbofuran (B =) GIED] (F £3) )

W B WA R 185 13 | 00061
/Terbufos (® £3) (GVIED) GVIED) '
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oo B ARTS B 225 2 25 0.06
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A T; 4= AT > 2000 >5000 2000 0.60
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&?ﬁ’?ﬂ]/é‘ o1 >2150 1453 2010 33
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R ?ﬁ’?‘]/?ﬁ' w1 1988 1700 2000 =509
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&ﬁ%’]/i}i o 662 1023 2100 ~216
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% A AP > 4640 2000 13000 334
/Butachlor (pHaEd) (P E3x) (3) ’
7S P > 2000 560 5000 =943
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Table 4. The chemical categories, application timing, and MRL on rice for detected pesticides in pheasant-
tailed jacanas’ stomach.

w5 g0 s A o ;£ MRL
R¥E LA R#E FoRAfBi  pri
w1 f‘ (ppm)

Sy i H O ) B AP IBERD T AV S il
Carbofuran R p AN T s AR ‘,% :

= B | 81 R & . .
Terbufos + tspiug

#7 O A & R 3 . "
Hi R RA A b 4 TN P
Chlorpyrifos 7 asH
i P SR £ bk P
Phorate 4 e T '
% % $oORAMEEEH VTV RRT A AT
Chlorantraniliprole - g sieig (kR ferp T3 iE) :
Chlorfluazuron ERN L
Iz = 57 K ﬁ CU PO .

. — Lo ®E e R4S 5.0

Azoxystrobin U ¥ AR F O
= 5 H ] € o
N " oz A 'J RpRELASY B E 0.5
Difenoconazole = vk
" % SRS G| B FEAE AR E 24 ) BELS 0.05
Tebuconazole ERE-] B ks '
# P PO ] B FefEE R AE 24 )L 0.5
Prochloraz B ek 5E 3 okiEy '
w05 %R R OM e

. o e KRG mE A4 B A % 1.0
Flutolanil ¥ F ARl e N
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T lazol = ok B ek dp L

ricyclazole = oek R ek 4 340 A

PR EAE o B KfszteRm 0 AT § A L0
Benalaxyl Pl Ak (3 PRfLSE ERIARA i
SIS R Wl ® B e kfEHE A0 Y 05
Butachlor % T fpiRip DB "fT‘. ey ’
He S ; ¥ H BEE e ey 05
Thiobencarb Friioredl o o oE 7 “f fen A A ey ’

i BN S EUIRER / (EHFE . BRI A TE TR ¥ T B G A a5 R aE & sk 54
https://pesticide.baphig.gov.tw/information/Query/Pesticide#

#F : MRL Fs R EERE B 25 5T S ALt E R AR Ryt AR 18 A1 B0 & S 82 #L%E https://consumer.

fda.gov.tw/Law/PesticideList.aspx?nodelD=520
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B2 s REY Al B B 0 A2014 £ 5 B2022 £ -
Fig. 2. The undigested grains found in the gizzards of suspected pheasant-tailed jacana poisoning in
2014(A) and 2022(B), respectively.

Bl 3. 30 k= g R R A o
Fig. 3. The baits found near the corpses’ locations.
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Appendix 1. The acute toxicity categories under National Standard CNS15030-17.
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AHAH Fla  ¥2m 5 3m 5 4m 5 5m
=% & LD
= >5~<50 >50~<300  >300~<2000  >2000~<5000
(mg/kg bw)
B # S T IE S TE T o %4 L
LD
w4 R LDso <50 >50~<200  >200~<1000 >1000~<2000  >2000~<5000
(mg/kg bw )
B A L I ¢ %3 ¢ %3 e
Jert e LCs
& By
* A <100  >100~<500 >500~<2500  >2500~<20000
(ppmV)
g#’ < >(0.5~< >) )~< >10~< g
mg/L) <0.5 0.5~<2.0 2.0~<10 10~<20 i
Fe B iE i
A Ao <0.05 >0.05~<0.5 >0.5~<1.0 >1.0~<5.0
(mg/L)

ik SR

mg/kg JEKEF > RINAKERE)
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Appendix 2. The scope of crops registered for carbofuran formulations.
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