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Hugo's Group Ivan's Group Gary's Group

Agamidae (B #i#})
B Changeable Lizard 3 2 25cm & 15¢cm 3
BifER Four-clawed Gecko 1 2
PEIEE R Chinese Gecko 3 3 10
B 2T Bowring's Gecko 12 9 (one withBB4 ) 4
HEREMR Garnot's Gecko
BRI Brook's Gecko 3 12 8/9/10cm 1{&ERE 10
RHERERR l 1
Scincidae (REEFH)
B2 B Slender Forest Skink
=L Reeve's Smooth Skink 1

1 (resting on tree of
REE Long-tailed Skink 3m high)



Agamidae (BH#iFl)

R Changeable Lizard

il Four-clawed Gecko st
FEREE R Chinese Gecko EN 18
EYEL 5 Bowring's Gecko

e Garnot's Gecko I;IH.,%J%
BRI T Brook's Gecko J%
REREER

Scincidae (GEEF#) E%%Mﬁ
2R B i Slender Forest Skink

[Eapi=t Reeve's Smooth Skink

REBH Long-tailed Skink



Snakes
Colubridae (ifiEF})
BIRlE Common Wolf Snake

Amphibian l

Order Anura (22 H)

Bufonidae ( igi3%})

RAEYELR Asian Common Toad

Eleutherodactylidae(5P i iF)
Pkt ] Greenhouse Frog

Microhylidae (JE4EFRY})
eIk O%E Asiatic Painted Frog
BALERE Ornate Pigmy Frog

Dicroglossidae (R FiEH})
EE Paddy Frog

1 ~30cm



Amphibian

Order Anura (EEB)
Bufonidae ( #€43%})
EEEYR Asian Common Toad

Eleutherodactylidae(SPgEHE#l)
i = ifE Greenhouse Frog

Microhylidae ({EF#})

e O %E Asiatic Painted Frog

B ACHE B lOrnate Pigmy Frog @ﬁ}j
Dicroglossidae (X FiEF)

I Paddy Frog



Information Recorded

size range of species
micro-habitat found
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Diet of Greenhouse Frog in different localities




Q&A

Please feel free to ask!
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Eradication of Greenhouse Frog
and possible measures for Hong Kong




Q&A

Please feel free to ask!
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Effect of environmental factors towards the

occurrence of Greenhouse Frog and microhabitat




Q&A

Please feel free to ask!
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Greenhouse Frog
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Number of Species Found by Visual Detection
> &> S &

(3]

o

Number of Species Found Sorted by Order

Total Species Abundance

- = 3b spp.

~ Number of individuals
: (by Visual Detection)

°
l . = 2863 indv.
TC LFS Total
Survey Site
u Order Anura u Order Caudata Order Testudines
Suborder Lacertilia Suborder Serpentes



Lung Fu Shan Country Park Herp Species Abundance Total = 17
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Tung Chung Sha Tsui Tau Herp Species Abundance

H
1
]
2
3
=
s
=
5
2
E
2




Tai Tam Country Park Herp Species Abundance
& PSP Total = 23 spp.
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Tai Tam Survey (2019/08-2020/07) Blue = Romer’s
Red = GHF




Con’t Tai Tam Survey (2019/08-2020/07) Blue = Romer’s
Red = GHF
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Tung Chung Survey (2019/08-2020/07) Blue = Romer’s
Red = GHF




Lung Fu Shan Survey (2019/08-2020/07) Romer’s
GHF
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ﬁl]’é'!? Common BI md Snake
(I ndotyphl ops brammus)

& (Phys:gnathus cocmcmus)

AN

%Tidmiard Lau i




S

@ﬂ“;ﬂiﬁ Brook s House Gecke

(Hemrdactylus brooki i)

'b S Y i " - ;‘". - B ot
. BULARRA. P2 EdiR Common House Gecko
(Mlcrohyla PUICQ% a); (Hemidactylus frenatus)
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R RE/RE/RGHNAER/MENEE (KU, B
2. XBEFITH)

Temporal: How does time of the year/ temperature/ humidity
affect greenhouse frogs/ herp occurrences (call/ occurrence/

mating behaviour)

H£TH)
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Geological: Distribution and microhabitat use of greenhouse frogs
vs Romer’s tree frogs

(F—i8)
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MR A CYIEHIRA R

Relationship between microhabitats and species diversity

(55=H)
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Eleutherodactylus planirostris
S =
B
S 28-2q°c | NENE

‘2E80-85%

nER
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7 28-29°C
RE65-70%
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Result presentation

By Group 2
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&3 Background information E & i

Optimum conditions for survival and breeding of greenhouse frog

Optimum temperature of breeding 23-30°C selected temp. 27.3°C
Humidity 84-100% (Egg: 100%)
Season Florida

Sep-Dec (subtropical)

Havana
Apr-Oct (tropical)

Tolerance to dry condition (water loss) | Hawaii:
34.9% vs 24-27% of other species

— Compare the dataset of Florida, Hawaii,Jamaican and Havana
— Pick one with similar climate to HK



) Research question THFREB

RREMEMR | mE/ RE/ B GENEEE/MENZE
(Bu, LR, XEFTR)

Temporal: How does time of the year/ temperature/
humidity affect greenhouse frogs/ herp occurrences (call/
occurrence/ mating behaviour)




A Hypothesis BR:R

The relative humidity and temperature in HK’s summer are higher than Florida. They
are closer to Greenhouse Frog’s optimum breeding temperature — Breeding rate of
Greenhouse Frog is higher during summer

Assumption
1. Calling- positively correlated with breeding activities

2. Optimum temp: 27.3°C and humidity: 84%

- Warmer, wetter environment lead to more breeding activities and occurrence
(proxy by call and visual respectively) of GHF (possibly other frogs)

Closer to optimal temperature (27.3) and optimal humidity (84%) higher the
abundance.
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Environmental variables range

TC:

Temp: 15.5 - 30.7
RH: 45-94%

TT

Temp: 18.1 - 29.7
RH: 54 - 89%

TC more fluctuation?
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Result 1.1: Multivariable regression (R square and Adjusted)(GHF)

GHF Visual: GHF Call
TC (0.36) (0.219448249) TC (0.17) (-0.012129984)
TT(0.168)(-0.0399112) TT(NA)

CB(0.132) (0.04511753) CB(0.0791)(-0.0129288)




0
o

&% MVA 1.2(R square and adjusted)(Romers)

0 In,
27

[

Romers Visual
TC(0.184) (0.003547072)
TT(0.197) (-0.004311419)

CB(0.063) (-0.0306981)

Romers Call

TT(0.196) (-0.004505755)

TC(NA)

CB(0.130) (0.04259915)



For MVR results

If R square >0.5, then the correlation between variables (Temp and RH)
and frog abundance is significant.

Since none of the results is >0.5, there is no significant correlations
between temps, RH and change in frog’s abundance

But not conclusive yet as the sample size for both species are small
(especially for Romers)
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Result 2 .1: single variable correlation (R, TT, n=11):

Temp GHF Visual TT. -0.3945 XY data: temp RTT
50—
404 o
Temp GHF call TT: 0.000
30- A 4 total GHF visual
o detection
Temp Romers Visual TT: 0.3057 20 o o v total GHF call detection
N + total Romers visual
107 L4 g 6 O detection
Temp Romers C TT: 0.1262 S ™A S o total Romerscall
15 20 25 30 35 detection
temperature O romers tadpole

Temp Romers Tadpole: 0.7980 (significant)

&  romers egg

RH GHF Visual TT: 0.2135 XY data: RHR TT

50+
RH GHF call TT: 0.6325
40 o
4 total GHF visual
RH Romers Visual TT: 0.1303 * * e detecton
204 O ° v total GHF call detection
+ totalR isual
RH Romers C TT: 0.3132 104 s gt & dlfecu?:ers e
0-—;—1—'—1—3'8:-—&—| O total Romerscall
detection
RH Romers Tadpole TT: -0.7039 7? ® ® 7oRH(%)ao 0o O romers tadpole



Result 2.2 : single variable correlation (R2, TC, n=12)

Temp GHF Visual TC:0.7845 (significant)

Temp GHF call TC:0.2183

*No Romers Visual in TC

RH GHF Visual TC: 0.1105

RH GHF call TC: 0.3587

XY data: RHRTC

60+
A
40_
20 A A x
v A
ov?y
A
0‘—1—1—.—.—%
0 20 40 60 80 100
RH(%)
XY data: Temp RTC
60+
A
40...
20_ A X A
v A
v YO
A
0+——1 o eapwedhp
0 10 20 30 40
temperature

total GHF visual
detection

total GHF call detection

total Romers visual
detection

total Romerscall
detection

total GHF visual
detection

total GHF call detection

total Romers visual
detection

total Romerscall
detection
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Result 2.3 : single variable correlation (R2,

combine, n=23)

Temp GHF visual cb: 0.4071

Temp GHF call cb: 0.1679

Temp romers visual cb: 0.1227

Temp romers call cb: 0.2277

RH GHF Visual CB: -0.06917

RH Romers Visual CB:0.2009

RH Romers call CB: 0.5024 significant !

XY data: Temp RCB

60_
A
40-
o
i A YA
20 o
v A
‘es 580
N - 5 N
0 10 20 30 40
temperature
XY data: RHRCB
60_
A
40_
o
A A
20 Xo
v 6 A“d" v
AA
0'_|_r.-“—w-.—|

20 40 60 80 100
RH(%)

total GHF visual
detection

total GHF call detection

total Romers visual
detection

total Romers call
detection

total GHF visual
detection

total GHF call detection

total Romers visual
detection

total Romers call
detection
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&2 Correlation result

Temp and romers tadpole: Positive correlation, maybe just because more tadpole during winter period
RH and GHF call: Positive, more humidity, more active for breeding activities
RH and romers Tadpole, negative? (Tadpoles are found in winter, maybe sampling error)

TC
Temp and GHF Visual: Positive, might because HK temperature upper limit (at night) is close to their optimal temperature

: maybe positive but need more sample
Combine

RH and GHF call: close but need more evidence
RH and Romers call: Positive - wetter, more breeding activities

Conclusion:
Higher humidity, more call for both species, thus breeding activities

Higher temp also more GHF visual in TC but not TT

Need more data for further analysis



&2 3.1 Overall change in abundance for GHF

Greenhouse Frog abundance change over months

60
50
40
30
20
| _ iRk
Augest  September October November December January February March April June July

m Call Visual wmVisual



Over change in Romer’s tree frog life cycle distribution

Romers tree frog life cycle distribution
45
40
35

30

15

10

5 |

. _ _ 1 : 1 "

Augest September October November December January February March April May June July

mtotal visual detection mtotal call detection tadpole megg



Change in abundance of GHF (Tai Tam

Greenhouse Frog abundance change over seasons

10

8

6

4

| I II

: 11 1

Augest September October November December January February March April June July

mtotal visual detection ~ mtotal call detection
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Change in Romer’s tree frog life cycle distribution (Tai Tam)

Romers tree frog life cycle distribution
45
40
35
30

25

15

10

o

o M o i I O ll C

Augest September October November December January February March April May June

m total visual detection  mtotal call detection tadpole megg




Change in abundance of GHF (Tung Chung)

Greenhouse Frog abundance change over seasons

60
50
40

30

Augest September October November December January February March Apnl June July

mtotal visual detection  mtotal call detection



Change in Romer’s tree frog life cycle distribution (Tung Chung)

Romers tree frog life cycle distribution

1
Augest September October November December January February March April May June July

mtotal visual detection mtotal call detection tadpole megg



Ecology summary in HK:

GHF:

occurrence: Can be found year round (Except November, maybe due to sample error), with
highest abundance during summer period (Peak:September)

Breeding: Active call during spring time, but also with exception: August.
Romers:

Occurrence: Adult are quite rare with the highest amount found in May,
Tadpole abundance highest in summer period.

Breeding, call from February to August, highest in March and May.



Green house frog total visual detection
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Temperature ( C)
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Temperature ( C)

Optimal temperature for greenhouse frog abundance is about 28-29°C

Optimal temperature found is similar to previous research in Jamaica (27.3 °C +0.66 °C)
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Optimal humidity for greenhouse frog abundance

Green house frog total visual detection T Green house frog total call detection

90 30

25
70
60 20
50 15
40
30 10
20 . I I
10
I I I - 0 o

45-49.9 50-54.9 55-59.9 60-64.9 65-69.9 70-74.9 75-79.9 80-84.9 85-89.9 90-94.9 95-99.9
Humidity (%)

45-49.9 50-54.9 55-59.9 60-64.9 65-69.9 70-74.9 75-79.9 80-84.9 85-89.9 90-94.9 95-99.9
Humidity (%)

Optimal humidity for greenhouse frog is differed in visual detection and call detection.

65-70% for visual-depended abundance
80-85% for call-depended abundance

Suggested humidity is 84-100% (central Florida)



Romer's tree frog total visual detection Romer's tree frog total call detection
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Temperature (C) Temperature (C)

Optimal temperature for Romer’s tree frog is about 25-26 °C



Romer's tree frog total visual detection Romer's tree frog total call detection

12 40
35
10
30
8 25
6 20
4 15
10
2 i : 1
] M i =
45-49.9 50-54.9 55-59.9 60-64.9 65-69.9 70-74.9 75-79.9 80-84.9 85-89.9 90-94.9 95-99.9 45-49.9 50-54.9 55-59.9 60-64.9 65-69.9 70-74.9 75-79.9 80-84.9 85-89.9 90-94.9 95-99.9
Humidity (%) Humidity (%)

Optimal humidity for Romer’s tree frog is about 80-85%



Main findings

Optimal temperature and humidity of greenhouse frog: basically match with
previous researches.

Optimal temperature and humidity are consistent for calling and visual
detection of greenhouse frog and Romer’s tree frog.

Except optimal temperature for calling and visual detection of greenhouse frog
is different



Limitation and Improvement

-Sample size not enough especially for Romer’s tree frog

-Measure the temp and RH in the microhabitat instead of using data from
Observatory

-Choose suitable statistical method for data analysis.




Q&A

Please feel free to ask!




Result presentation

By Group 3
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Hamer &Mcdonnell, 2010; McKinny, 2002; Parros, 2006
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Data Tools Help Last edit was made on August 14 by Sze Wai Chan

A B c «» E F G H J

1 :I (2020/7/10)
2 Amphibian and Reptile Transect Record Form Data input by l Bo
3 Survey date 12/23/2019| Start time 19:15| Temperature (C) ’ 20
4 Survey site | Tai Tam End time 22:17|Humidity (%) ’ 78%
5 No. of surveyors 6|Sunset time 17:44|Weather condition ’ Cloudy
6 | Name of surveyors |Anson Orca Kestul Hugo Bo Kelly l
7
0 Detection

Location Species name method Stage Microhabitat code |Microhabitat |Remarks (e.g. sex) |GPS code
10 1|Megophrys brachykol | Visual Tadpole 7 7Kig
" 1|Megophrys brachykol | Visual Tadpole 7 7K
12 1|Quasipaa exilispinose | Visual Sub-adult 7 7K1




| |Survey Record Code
415 (Habitat)  Code {{41% (Micro-habitat)
1 kg
== ]
F2EY

Hik - RRfS®

2

3

4 LR

5 B

6 BlKE/RE
7 ki

8 Fig

9 FiBEY

0 ki
1

. - N KA MRS 1K1
HHERSS "RR = CAE 1
1 g

RIS LK 12 faM

C=EIV SEVESEL] VNG N = 13 HAHK

14 #i
15 s
16 KB
17  FhEE
18 w|/E
Y- =} 19 RE
AJE \ 20 #tuE
21 ELHERE
22 35|KE/RE
23 A
24 EE
25 1TAR
26 ZEdh
27 R=
28 EfE
29 JERERRIE
30 HIRE
31 W%
32 ARE
33 Hfth(FE7EMEERERER)




{ﬁ =2 %‘[})2 Total Herp Species Abundance by Visual Detection

H\EYRrEE

Z 110018 ESa0iE
GEghzfEER) :
SERE. RERER,
mEE. \ERE. PE SR A LS ST LIS
BES . BERESMINE. R R
B/ it

5 elEREW R IR
{ERRPEIBEREILE

H
5
-
2
3
=
£
£
2

Species

s e E R H



SNRHIE

K BRTE Chi-square test

Xo= BRERY - LR’/ HIEREY

- EPRERIK "RX ;W AE MERZRESHIESEA/RER

{EF3Exce | st&E P



No. of individuals of selected species presentin different
microhabitats

Hemidactylus bowringii
Megophrys brachykolos
Liuxalus romeri

Polypedates megacephalus
Gekko chinensis

Quasipaa exiligonosa
Eleutherodactylus planirostris
Duttaphry nus melanostictus
Paramesotrton hongkongensis

:lnn o Tate) AN Sf\ﬁ,
v LUV et v

W Artifcial mNaura




No. of individuals of selected species presentin different
:|: . .
i%l:l% microhabitats

Hemidactylus bowringii [
Megophrys brachykolos |

-Ejj_*ﬁﬁ Liuxalus romeri

Polypedates megacephalus [

§Species Natural Artificial Expected Expected Chi-sq
%Hong Kong Warty Newt  Paramesotriton hongkongensis 791 ] 396 396 2.1878E-173 * p<0.05
| Asian Common Toad Duttaphrynus melanostictus 100 119 109.5 109.5  0.199176591
EGreenhouse Frog Eleutherodactylus planirostris 75 76 135 75.5 0.935140672
Lesser Spiny Frog Quasipaa exilispinosa 103 17 60 60 4.1375SE-15 *
iChinese Gecko Geekko chinensis 20 233 126.5 126.5 6.80763E-41 *
}Brown Tree Frog Polypedates megacephalus 28 27 27.5 27.5  0.892738401
Romer's Tree Frog Liuxalus romeri 10 5.5 5.5 0.006655605 *
%Shorl-]egg_ed Toad Megophrys brachykolos 4.5 4.5 0.317310508
Bowring's Gecko 40.5 40.5 1.76789E-07 *

*RETE L AREE

]
3
64

Hemidactylus bowringii
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ERIRAMERYE

— &AW (Paramesotriton hongkongensis)

5 e 4

— I\ERYE (Quasipaa exilispinosa)

— B/ EE (Liuixalus romeri)
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https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/55491018
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/55491018
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/26181743
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/26181743
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/1665535
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/1665535
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https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/17148755
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/17148755
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2BBERAL BAMERNYRE

— 2REYEYR (Duttaphrynus melanostictus)
— BIRRZ #f 4= (Polypedates megacephalus)

N= ]

— B2 (Eleutherodactylus planirostris)




515m - BEEYEYR (Duttaphrynus melanostictus)

o ATFERIR

P value = 0.200 > 0.05

faT2icwm - RIERRIRBERY


https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/13881104
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/13881104
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/55583011
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/55583011

51sm . REEYEYR (Duttaphrynus melanostictus)
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https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/38661216
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/38661216
http://chuckcheng.blogspot.com/2017/04/2017-04-25.html
http://chuckcheng.blogspot.com/2017/04/2017-04-25.html

5Usm . REEYEY (Duttaphrynus melanostictus)

RERRMBEEEMERER (LIEEESHEIVST) LINE

B alamy stock photo e


https://www.wired.com/2016/01/absurd-creature-of-the-week-this-toad-isnt-eating-a-bug-the-bug-is-eating-it/
https://www.wired.com/2016/01/absurd-creature-of-the-week-this-toad-isnt-eating-a-bug-the-bug-is-eating-it/
https://www.wired.com/2016/01/absurd-creature-of-the-week-this-toad-isnt-eating-a-bug-the-bug-is-eating-it/

=15 - REEMEY: (Duttaphrynus melanostictus)

PEE IR IR ISR (St AT FE o e ey, iyt

Raised, black, bony excretes poisonous range from plain brick-red

Eu&ﬁzm;ﬁmzﬁmiﬁ

Eyes are set _ ~ MR
in warty bony ; | i B Skin is dry, warty

- REYHZ, ALIEES REM [ R P
B {tiEE— RDIKINER . ‘ ‘
- WASDRIKEHERDME [

upper lip

I
External ear

;.E P At / : 4 No webbing on

—> 5 - drum Toes are black-

1§ﬁ; BIJ:I[@{T Has horizontal I andl hooksd, front toes, and only
i very small webbing

pupil : no adhesion pads

on hind toes
are present

(fr]—L 45 &8 BRAESC #35IL, 2018)

Habit: Nocturnal, becoming active in large open areas, such as on roads and lawns. Can be found
congregating beneath street lamps and other lights to catch insects. Adults shelter during the day under
rocks, leaf-litter, logs and man-made structures such as drains, rubbish piles and sometimes houses.

Call: Sounds like a telephone dial tone (creo-0-0: cro-ro-ro-ro-ro-ro) sustained for about 30 seconds.



https://wiki.nus.edu.sg/display/TAX/Duttaphrynus+melanostictus+-+Asian+Common+Toad

=I5a . REEYEER (Duttaphrynus melanostictus)
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P value = 3.56*10"-85 < 0.05



https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/36184233
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/36184233

51Em - RBAEYEYR (Duttaphrynus melanostictus)
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P value = 0.893 > 0.05
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https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/15994294
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/15994294
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/6689440
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/6689440

595@ - HIRR;ZHieE (Polypedates megacephalus)
BIAR/Z B IR FBKEMA IR ESE, TR tnEHA



https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/22076357

595@ - HIRR;ZHieE (Polypedates megacephalus)
HARZ B ETMKBREEMEIRER (LIELEESHESIMAT) LINBEE



https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/35526614
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/35526614
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/17725866
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/17725866

595% - HIRR;ZHieE (Polypedates megacephalus)
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(Hillyard, 1999)



https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/7942514
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/7942514

=I5 : BEARIZAEE (Polypedates megacephalus)
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P value = 2.37*10/-10 < 0.05
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sJ5m . imZ= U8 (Eleutherodactylus planirostris)

 ATIEIR  « BRARER

P value=0.935, >0.05
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https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/34143102
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/34143102
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/7602465

s1em - imZ=YE (Eleutherodactylus planirostris)
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(Lee et al,, 2015)


https://www.amphibianfact.com/greenhouse-frog.asp
https://www.amphibianfact.com/greenhouse-frog.asp
http://www.phschool.com/science/science_news/articles/hawaiis_hated_frogs.html
http://www.phschool.com/science/science_news/articles/hawaiis_hated_frogs.html

s1em - imZ=YE (Eleutherodactylus planirostris)
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s1em - imZ=YE (Eleutherodactylus planirostris)

ffi‘FJr foam -
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P value=1.30*10/-105 < 0.05


https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/8033588
https://www.inaturalist.org/observations/8033588

s1em - imZ=YE (Eleutherodactylus planirostris)
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https://www.researchgate.net/publication/329377111_Parental_Care_in_the_Greenhouse_Frog_Eleutherodactylus_planirostris_Cope_1862_from_Cuba
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/329377111_Parental_Care_in_the_Greenhouse_Frog_Eleutherodactylus_planirostris_Cope_1862_from_Cuba
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/329377111_Parental_Care_in_the_Greenhouse_Frog_Eleutherodactylus_planirostris_Cope_1862_from_Cuba
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/329377111_Parental_Care_in_the_Greenhouse_Frog_Eleutherodactylus_planirostris_Cope_1862_from_Cuba
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— PEEEFE (Gekko chinensis)

—[REWE (Hemidactylus bowringii)



5

—hE B2 2 (Gekko chinensis)

“often found hiding in crevices in forested areas, caves and on the outside walls of old, abandoned buildings”

SR BIRRBIEMRERIER, FANASEBmEZENNE L]

— [REMiE (Hemidactylus bowringii):

“often found around human habitations and suburb areas”
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(Karraker et al.,, 2017)
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Please feel free to ask!
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Q&A

Please feel free to ask!
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FEERE EEBATINE
HIEHFRREIZE (Research question)
HIEFHFZ BB (Aims and objectives)
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. EXLAZRZEE (Topic)

- WMREE : JLURE, BHAHEELERGIEZE
BERHNEERMERNTE

- 3BMREET (Literature review)




ERERA ERAFINER

- Literature review —> BREHEXEE
- BHAREBELIFAAAR/NIE (subareas)

Topic: SR HEEARA R

Subarea:

- B REEBHRIF (microhabitat preference)
- BEENEM

- B8589 (distribution)

- RERNFTIEEME (reproduction biology)




ERERA ERAFINER

- Literature review —> BREHEXEE
- BHAREBELIFAAAR/NIE (subareas)

Topic: SR HEEARA R

Subarea:

- B REEBHRIF (microhabitat preference)
- ERERNRM

- B8589 (distribution)

- RERNFTIEEME (reproduction biology)




&R 4. HIEHATRIRE (Research question)

Topic: EBIREBSERMERENEES
Subarea: ERIRHRM

SRR MK EBEE ?

- 183
- BRI H AR MIEBEPEIRIE ?
- RSEBHEAMYIEE/RERN (predation pressure)i§ ?




& 5. HEHFBHY (Aims and objectives)

\-};%A

Aim - IAROREELBEH
Objectives - ZEHIZ#RBIBIARE/NE

Topic: BRRHEEFMERNEE

Subarea: {SEIRNE L
Aim: AEESRHEEEAERNSZE
Objevtives:

- RECSRVEHEMESHNESRE R Y IENE IR
- BAESBEKRMIENIHMEREN) (predation pressure)




b 6. WBaIITIE

Literature Review

— B EAE (Data collection) ?
Survey ?

Survey method?
Laboratory test?

- BEHHT (Data analysis)?
Statistical test?
Interpretation?
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http://www.hkherp.org.hk
https://www.facebook.com/hkherpedu
https://www.hkherp.org.hk/herpneighbours

