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Fig. 1 The numbers of increasing species of wildlife who eat the berries of Morus mocroura from the investigation process
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Table 1 Berry quantities and seedlings of Morus macroura in different spots
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Abstract. Besides forest conversion to agriculture and then to degraded land, the natural
structure of tropical forest is changing with human activities in Xishuangbanna. We study
the relationship between Morus mocroura and animals in three areas with different degrees
of human impact to know the changing. Two methods have been employed: the plotless
technique to investigate large area of forests, and the qudrant sampling method to determine
the quantity of fruits and young trees of Morus mocroura.

The trees of Morus mocroura have an ancient consummate relationship with animals
which forage their fruits and disperse their seeds in tropical forests of mountain land. How-
ever, human impact the primary tropical forest that influenced the relationship. M ore than
48 species of animals who forage the berries of Morus macroura have been recorded from
Longmen, and 45 species of animals recorded from Nangong mountain. There are only 25
species of animals in Menglun with human’ s serious impact.

The results show that the trees of Morus mocroura bear polymeric berries apparently
evolved for consumption by birds and mammals. As individual species of Morus mocroura
become threatened with human overuse. In addition natural layer of forest was converted to
economic plants, widespread commercial economic plants are cultivated in the forest, such as
the natural grass layer and shrub layer have been replaced by Amomum spp., this influences
natural regeneration of Morus macroura. Such altering influences on the animal food and
their habitat will lead to a reduction of wildlife diversity. The disruption in forest structure

and mountain ecosystem function is the major threat to biodiversity.
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