
• Of the 30 species classified, most (n = 17) corroborated the classification in Parker III

et al. (1996) (Fig. 6), apart from 13 species which were not expected to occur within

edge habitats (Fig. 7).

Figure 7. Edge-tolerant species that did not corroborate Parker III et al. (1996): Dixiphia pipra (left) Xiphorhynchus pardalotus (right).

Figure 2. Study area at the Balbina Hydroelectric

Reservoir, Brazilian Amazonia. In red, surveyed

sites; in yellow, location of mist-net lines.

Figure 3. Representation of a mist-net 

line within a surveyed island.
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Classifying edge tolerance in understory birds in 

Amazonian forest islands: a quantitative approach

• To estimate the extent of the edge effect for understory birds (Fig. 1) in forest islands

of a fragmented landscape induced by a hydroelectric dam (Fig 2).

• To quantitatively classify understory bird species into edge-associated, edge-tolerant,

and edge-intolerant (Fig. 1).

• To compare our quantitative classification of species tolerance to edge habitats to the

qualitative classification of a widely used bird database (Parker III et al. 1996).

Figure 1. Representation of the extent of the edge effect for understory birds (dashed line) and the

species classification into edge-associated (orange), edge-tolerant (purple), and edge-intolerant (green).

Bird surveys

• We surveyed understory birds in 38 sites (Fig. 2) at different distances from the forest
edge, ranging from 15 to 3,140 m (mean ± SD = 293 ± 601 m), in five continuous

forest sites and 33 forest islands at the Balbina Hydroelectric Reservoir, Brazilian

Amazonia. In each site, we used 16 mist-nets (12 x 2.5 m) (Fig. 3) from 06:00 to

15:00 over two days in both 2015 and 2016 between July and December.

Data analysis

• We used a multivariate axis (NMDS) to summarize the change in species composition

along the gradient of increasing distance from the forest edge.

• Habitats, where mist-net lines were placed, were categorized into edge and forest

interior based on the degree of dissimilarity in species composition among sites with

increasing distance from the forest edge.

• Species were classified according to their distribution between edge and forest

interior habitats using a multinomial model (Chazdon et al. 2011).
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Results

• During 21,888 net-hours, we captured 2,115 individuals of 130 species.

• Species composition was highly variable up to 100 m from the forest edge,

converging into a similar pattern from this distance. (Fig. 4).

• Based on the 100-m threshold, 19 sites were on the edge and 19 in the forest interior.

• Three species were classified as edge-associated, 19 as edge-tolerant, and eight as

edge-intolerant (Fig. 5), while 100 species were too rare to be classified.

Discussion
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• We conclude that, although species habitat associations assigned based on

qualitative data from the literature can be generally accurate, this can be substantially

improved using a quantitative approach.

Figure 6. On the left, edge-intolerant species (Pithys albifrons). On the right, edge-tolerant species (Hypocnemis cantator).

Figure 4. Effect of distance from the

forest edge on the species composition.
Figure 5. Species occurrence along the

gradient of distance from the forest edge.

log Distance from the forest edge (m)

S
p

e
c

ie
s

 o
c

c
u

rr
e

n
c

e


