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ANNEX II

Figures1a, b, c,d

Comparative correlations of plant species,
functional types (modi) and species / modi with
above ground carbon and three animal taxa
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Figure la.

Comparative relationships between above-ground carbon against:
(A) Plant species richness, (B) Plant functional type richness, and
(C) Species / modi ratios along a gradient of land use types,
Jambi, Lowland Sumatra.
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Figure 1b.
Comparative relationship between Collembola species richness against:
(A) Plant species richness, (B) Plant functional type richness, and
(C) Species / modi ratios along a gradient of land use types,
Jambi, Lowland Sumatra
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Figure 1c.

Comparative relationship between Termite species richness against:
(A)Plant species richness, (B) Plant functional types richness, and
(C) Species / modi ratios along a gradient of land use types,
Jambi, Lowland Sumatra
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Figure 1d.

Comparative relationship between Bird species richness against:
(A) Species richness, (B) Plant functional type richness, and
(C) Species / modi ratio along a gradient of land use types,
Jambi, Lowland Sumatra

60

Y= 26.0471+1.32E-02X+1.10E-03X**2
[ = 0.344] °

50

40

Bird species richness

20 - °

g0 L v v )
0 10 20 30 40 5 60 70 80 90 100 110 120

A Plant species richness

60 -

Y= 23.7197+0.570855X-7.18E-03X**2
- [r*=0.083] °

50

30 |

Bird species richness

20 °

0 10 20 30 40 50

B Plant functional type richness

- Y= 60.8406+44.3748X+13.5864X**2
[r2 = 0.690] BSS o

50 -

30

Bird species richness

20

10 I S T RSN NN N NN EN IR SO NS MRS N R N1
1.0 12 1.4 16 18 2.0 22 2.4 2.6 2.8 3.0

C Species / modi ratio




