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£ %L%’F 8 1 ”}ai 8:30 9:45 31.5 75
Bop 2. B 9 2 ”}ai 9:00 10:00 31 66.5
M2 B 9 2 ”}ai 10:00 11:00 31.3 68.5
—E%L%} 9 2 ”}ai 11:00 11:59 34 64
Bop 2. B 10 6 ”}ai 10:30  11:15 31.6 61
M2 10 6 ”}ai 9:30 10:30 30.4 65
£ % 2% 10 6 ”}ai 8:30 9:30 28.1 72
Bep 2. B 11 1 52 9:07 10:20 28.2 64.8
M2 11 1 52 10:20 11:00 27.5 70.3
—E%L%} 11 1 52 11:00 11:58 28.1 69.5
Bep 2. B 12 2 ”}ai 10:35 11:25 19.6 50.2
M2 12 2 ”}ai 9:55 10:35 19 52.2
£ % 2% 12 2 ”}ai 9:00 9:55 18.8 54.6
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222019 F % g ¥ BB (THEHEERL)

R R RE°C BE%
1 16.80 +£0.33 81.16 + 1.61
2 17.50 £0.35 84.14 £ 0.85
3 18.58 £ 0.49 81.55+1.79
4 23.04 +£0.53 82.30+0.99
5 24.17 £0.50 81.48 +1.22
6 27.82+0.39 78.13 £1.59
7 29.67+0.18 72.35+£1.22
8 28.76 £ 0.23 78.19 £ 1.21
9 26.61 £0.36 76.93 £1.19
10 24.63 +£0.30 71.10 £1.22
11 21.26 £0.30 71.87£1.32
12 16.62 £0.52 72.00 £3.22

FAL KRR © e F Rk (N: 120.888897; E: 24.708978 ) » # &b :

1092 5( % 45~ F BH A Fp)
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% 3~2019 & 1-12 % & % &2 i L40HR £

i Pt ¥t gt Bp2E MBIz KFidk

Feft KRR F P e TR RS Hasora chromus chromus ( Cramer, [1780]) *
2hE Uk L R Suastus gremius (Fabricius, 1798) *
T maH e oA TS i Potanthus confucius angustatus ( Matsumura, 1910) * *
EFF A wF EmEF Potanthus motzui Hsu, Li & Li, 1990 * * *
| e F e i H A Parnara bada ( Moore, 1878) * * *
+ F i o AH A ik Borbo cinnara ( Wallace, 1866) * * *
g wARAaH e Pelopidas agna ( Moore, [1866]) * *

Bt oh i s Graphium sarpedon connectens ( Fruhstorfer, 1906) * *
oy bk CE el Graphium agamemnon ( Linnaeus, 1758) *
ENC S ENE N Papilio polytes polytes Linnaeus, 1758 * * *
2 h 2 h U Papilio protenor protenor Cramer, [1775] * * *
< B = By Papilio memnon heronus Fruhstorfer, 1929 * * *

Lo S R R S Pieris rapae crucivora Boisduval, 1836 * * *
$8hY b i o i Pieris canidia ( Sparrman, 1768) * * *
o 2 omlob i Leptosia nina niobe ( Wallace, 1866) * *
Fe s U Ao Hebomoia glaucippe formosana Fruhstorfer, 1908 * *
Bk i LR F U Catopsilia pomona ( Fabricius, 1775) * * *
W Y- ER Eurema hecabe hecabe ( Linnaeus, 1758) * * *
by i AR S Eurema alitha esakii Shirézu, 1953 * * *
R4 N Eurema blanda arsakia ( Fruhstorfer, 1910) * * *

£ L g g o] Ak Deudorix epijarbas menesicles Fruhstorfer, 1912 *
A b iyt ol g Spindasis lohita formosana ( Moore, 1877) * *
S e B RO R i Nacaduba kurava therasia Fruhstorfer, 1916 *

12



L u) v oy Fr oz gt

RS S S S I g R A ik Prosotas nora formosana ( Fruhstorfer, 1916)

) I EmIBC T G I T Jamides bochus formosanus Fruhstorfer, 1909

PR A S B S S Jamides alecto dromicus Fruhstorfer, 1910

7 Tk A i A & B xR Al Catochrysops panormus exiguus ( Distant, 1886)

Tk W] A Zizeeria maha okinawana ( Matsumura, 1929)

R kA T A O+ 8 Zizula hylax ( Fabricius, 1775)

2B Ak bt - 30 2 Megisbha malaya sikkima Moore, 1884

Frd oAbk o AT ] Ak Acytolepis puspa myla ( Fruhstorfer, 1909)

dm B T A i B - B i 0 R Celastrina lavendularis himilcon ( Fruhstorfer, 1909)
R SR 2% e i Danaus genutia ( Cramer, [1779])

& sk FETd ik Danaus chrysippus ( Linnaeus, 1758)

PR =R PR g Tirumala limniace limniace ( Cramer, [1775])

35 o ol R i Parantica aglea maghaba ( Fruhstorfer, 1909)

B SF s R oo Parantica swinhoei ( Moore, 1883)

BT sk sl Ideopsis similis ( Linnaeus, 1758)

FEAR % mrik BrS o mrik Euploea sylvester swinhoei Wallace & Moore, 1866

PR i LR A Euploea mulciber barsine Fruhstorfer, 1904

o]k T o] T Euploea tulliolus koxinga Fruhstorfer, 1908

Tk ek b SE=PaErokia Phalanta phalantha phalantha (Drury, [1773])

AR o &R sk Cupha erymanthis erymanthis Drury, [1773]

T Gk T Rk Polygonia c-aureum lunulata Esaki & Nakahara, 1924

PRFR % bk PR A R Hypolimnas misippus misippus ( Linnaeus, 1764)

o g i EAiEs A LS Hypolimnas bolina kezia ( Butler, 1878)

P A FEbk U Ariadne ariadne pallidior ( Fruhstorfer, 1899)

13



) v 2oz, ¥ o L g Bp 2 &

BOEAL B TRk g TRIR = Ak Neptis hylas luculenta Fruhstorfer, 1898
i TR RN oAz R Neptis nata lutatia Fruhstorfer, 1913 *
KRS 7o Cyrestis thyodamas formosana Fruhstorfer, 1898
o BE R B KD T rcxi 3 Hestina assimilis formosana ( Moore, 1895) *
A PR b AR PO Ypthima baldus zodina Fruhstorfer, 1911 *
7R PRl re M TR Mycalesis zonata Matsumura, 1909 *
B HE - Melanitis leda leda ( Linnaeus, 1758)
Bt E P 2 ORFE M- Melanitis phedima polishana Fruhstorfer, 1908 *
TR i v p e Elymnias hypermnestra hainana Moore, 1878

W 39
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% 6~2017-2019 # & fa2 4 4 5 itk

B g prge  TEEBRRE URIREfE 2509 R4
D H'(loge) J
2017 P Z & 29 4.689 2.068 0.6142
M 2 B 32 4911 2.183 0.6298
72 41 5.872 2.165 0.5829
2018  BP Z & 29 4.619 2.255 0.6698
M 2 B 35 5.371 1.946 0.5474
72 42 6.066 2.229 0.5965
2019 BP Z & 38 6.138 2.596 0.7137
M 2 B 38 5.997 2.7 0.7422
72 44 6.434 2.537 0.6704
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Wi 1~ 2017 & 4 % 3 2019 & 12 7 2 dg il L4

2017 2018 2019
Fu] vt LIRS gt B ABDZH BRI E CEF2
A C A B C A
ZUA A RF R A Hasora badra badra (Moore, [1858]) *
wIBRF M R Hasora chromus chromus ( Cramer, [1780]) * * *
25 AU 25 F 4 Suastus gremius (Fabricius, 1798) *
¥ s A M o AR A M Potanthus confucius angustatus ( Matsumura, 1910) * * * * *
EFEmA U ot FmA ik Potanthus motzui Hsu, Li & Li, 1990 * * *
R s ¥ 2 A Telicota bambusae horisha Evans, 1934 *
| f& 3 EU B Parnara bada ( Moore, 1878) * * * * * *
+ & i o AE Y A Borbo cinnara ( Wallace, 1866) * * * * * *
KRG -2 e Pelopidas agna ( Moore, [1866]) * * *
BU-ft F pue RS Graphium sarpedon connectens ( Fruhstorfer, 1906) * * * * * *
Hei B Soa g ik Graphium agamemnon ( Linnaeus, 1758) *
ENE RS T4 Bk Papilio polytes polytes Linnaeus, 1758 * * * * * *
2B 2 bk Papilio protenor protenor Cramer, [1775] * * * * * *
<~ B < B Papilio memnon heronus Fruhstorfer, 1929 * * * * * *
¥y 5 7Bl ik Papilio bianor thrasymedes Fruhstorfer, 1909
R R 2R Fg i Pieris rapae crucivora Boisduval, 1836 * * * * * *
GELG B LD Pieris canidia ( Sparrman, 1768) * *
B ik 2 BLis ik Leptosia nina niobe ( Wallace, 1866) * *
it pog il Hebomoia glaucippe formosana Fruhstorfer, 1908 * * * * * *
P L O Al k3 #d Catopsilia pyranthe ( Linnaeus, 1758)
B i LR Y- Catopsilia pomona ( Fabricius, 1775) * * * *
= Y VR o Eurema hecabe hecabe ( Linnaeus, 1758) * * * * * *
G ¥ A Eurema mandarina ( de 1'Orza, 1869) * *

29



2017 2018 2019
5 LS ¥z gt B ABP2Z & BRIZE CETF2
A C A B C A
PEEEE SO RS PR o Eurema alitha esakii Shirozu, 1953 * * *
R R o AR Eurema blanda arsakia ( Fruhstorfer, 1910) * * * * * *
K3 S A B o] A Deudorix epijarbas menesicles Fruhstorfer, 1912
g B Ak Rapala varuna formosana Fruhstorfer, 1912
A o AR R Spindasis lohita formosana ( Moore, 1877) * *
<R A i E g B S R+ Nacaduba kurava therasia Fruhstorfer, 1916
g 4 ] A bk Prosotas nora formosana ( Fruhstorfer, 1916) * * * * * *
ek A bk E i B I s O+ Jamides bochus formosanus Fruhstorfer, 1909 * * * * * *
AF TR e R ik Jamides alecto dromicus Fruhstorfer, 1910 * * *
7Tk A e A & BB A Catochrysops panormus exiguus ( Distant, 1886) *
Bk Acdk o] A Lampides boeticus ( Linnaeus, 1767) *
o ] A Zizeeria maha okinawana ( Matsumura, 1929) * * * * * *
ok E A TP s Zizula hylax ( Fabricius, 1775) * * *
2 B i o AR R i Megisba malaya sikkima Moore, 1884 * * * * * *
Fd oA o ETRIY | A Acytolepis puspa myla ( Fruhstorfer, 1909) * * * * *
Rt Bk i ¥ Loy ik Celastrina lavendularis himilcon ( Fruhstorfer, 1909)
i S F R 2% fEpr il Danaus genutia ( Cramer, [1779])
£ sk i Danaus chrysippus ( Linnaeus, 1758)
PR # xS PR e Tirumala limniace limniace ( Cramer, [1775]) * * * *
| e | g i Tirumala septentrionis ( Butler, 1874) *
5 pri RN o=k Parantica aglea maghaba ( Fruhstorfer, 1909) * * * * *
27X sk |3 E Parantica swinhoei ( Moore, 1883) * * * * *
< F pa ik 7 ik Parantica sita niphonica ( Moore, 1883) *
X gk IR Bk Ideopsis similis ( Linnaeus, 1758) *
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2017 2018 2019
Fu vz ¥ o - B ABP2Z&EBRFI2Z & CEF24
A C A C A

PR R mik B S E T Euploea sylvester swinhoei Wallace & Moore, 1866 * * * * *

PRy oAl % s Euploea mulciber barsine Fruhstorfer, 1904 * * *

o) BT | % i Euploea tulliolus koxinga Fruhstorfer, 1908 *

T BT b Phalanta phalantha phalantha (Drury, [1773]) * *

F ARk o R Bk Cupha erymanthis erymanthis Drury, [1773] * * *

P2 g i U Rk Junonia almana almana ( Linnaeus, 1758) *

+ i F R Polygonia c-aureum lunulata Esaki & Nakahara, 1924 * * *

LRI Pk LRI ek A Kaniska canace drilon ( Fruhstorfer, 1908) *

B B 3 = s Symbrenthia lilaea formosanus Fruhstorfer, 1908

PEER & R GRS Hypolimnas misippus misippus ( Linnaeus, 1764) * * * * *

o i Erl R L Hypolimnas bolina kezia ( Butler, 1878) * * * * *

PG FER Ariadne ariadne pallidior ( Fruhstorfer, 1899) * * * * *

B IR TRk = A Neptis hylas luculenta Fruhstorfer, 1898 * * *

fn i Tk o Az S Neptis nata lutatia Fruhstorfer, 1913 * * * * *

KRS QAN AR RS Cyrestis thyodamas formosana Fruhstorfer, 1898 * *

o B b « & A Hestina assimilis formosana ( Moore, 1895) * *

o) PR o p ok Ypthima baldus zodina Fruhstorfer, 1911 * * * * *

Py PR b “r i@ H Mycalesis zonata Matsumura, 1909 * * * * *

Bk AT Y- Melanitis leda leda ( Linnaeus, 1758) * *

HHEP 2 OHFIE Melanitis phedima polishana Fruhstorfer, 1908 *

TR AP M Elymnias hypermnestra hainana Moore, 1878 * *

Kk 29 32 42 31 36 43 39 43 47

= T T S I - |
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