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Selection of biodiversity indicator in frogs inhabiting Aichi plains paddy field
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Table.1 Categories of paddy environmental factors for quantification typel, and range values for
numbers of species and larvae in frogs
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Fig.1 Number of species and constitution
of frogs inhabiting paddy field
A XN B:=Rr T~ Cih /Y
~ AN D FAYE YT T BV FH T
MMEIIDEIIERZE T

X2 FREHEAIBILNT IV —H
DFEEL & AR O Lk

Table.2 Comparisons of numbers of frog’s
species and larvae between categories of each
environmental factor
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Pic.1 Characteristics of two species of frog as
biodiversity indicator



