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Southeast Asia has the highest relative rate of defor-

estation of any major tropical region, and could lose

three quarters of its original forests by 2100 and up to

42% of its biodiversity. Here, we report on the current

state of its biota and highlight the primary drivers of the

threat of extinction now faced by much of the unique

and rich fauna and flora of the region. Furthermore, the

known impacts on the biodiversity of Southeast Asia are

likely to be just the tip of the iceberg, owing to the

paucity of research data. The looming Southeast Asian

biodiversity disaster demands immediate and definitive

actions, yet such measures continue to be constrained

by socioeconomic factors, including poverty and lack of

infrastructure. Any realistic solution will need to involve

a multidisciplinary strategy, including political, socio-

economic and scientific input, in which all major

stakeholders (government, non-government, national

and international organizations) must participate.

Tropical ecosystems are exceptionally rich and exclusive
reservoirs of much of the biodiversity on Earth. However,
the rapid and extensive destruction of tropical habitats
has become a serious threat to their native biota [1].
Deforestation is particularly severe in Southeast Asia,
where natural habitats, such as lowland rain forests, are
being destroyed at relative rates that are higher than
those of other tropical regions [2]. If present levels of
deforestation were to continue unabated, Southeast Asia
will lose almost three-quarters of its original forest cover
by the turn of the next century [2], resulting in massive
species declines and extinctions [3]. More importantly, this
biodiversity crisis is likely to develop into a full-fledged
disaster, as the region is home to one of the highest
concentrations of endemic species [4].

Here, we discuss the contribution of the unique
geological history of Southeast Asia to its high species
richness and endemism. We report on the current state of
its terrestrial biota and highlight the primary drivers,
such as forest conversion, that are responsible for the
threat to the unique and rich biodiversity of the region.
Finally, we discuss the major conservation challenges
faced by this region.
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The unique geological history and biodiversity of

Southeast Asia

In a study reported in 2000, Myers et al. identified 25
‘biodiversity hotspots’ in the world as those areas contain-
ing high concentrations of endemic species and under-
going immense habitat loss (Figure 1) [4]. Southeast Asia
overlaps with four of these hotspots, each of which has a
unique geological history that has contributed to its rich
and often unique biota [5]. During the Pleistocene glacial
episodes, some temperate species from northern Asia
expanded their ranges southwards into Indo-Burma and
retained their presence thereafter [6]. Fluctuating sea
levels periodically converted mountains into geographi-
cally isolated islands, creating conditions that were ideal
for speciation. The episodic sea-level changes also repeat-
edly connected the islands of Sundaland (covering the
western half of the Indo-Malayan archipelago) to the
Asian mainland, enabling biotic migrations from
the mainland to the archipelago [7]. As the sea level
rose, the isolation of these islands also facilitated specia-
tion. The presence of rain forest refugia in parts of
Sundaland during the Pleistocene also enabled the
persistence of its forest biota [8]. Although it was never
connected to the Asian mainland, Wallacea (covering the
central islands of Indonesia to the east of Java, Bali and
Borneo, and west of the province of Papua on the island of
New Guinea) is one of the most geologically complex
regions in the world, because its islands originated from
land fragments that rifted from Gondwanaland at differ-
ent geological time periods [9]. This unique geological
history, together with its stable tropical climate and
numerous insular biotas, enabled Wallacea to evolve
highly endemic biotas of its own. The other geologically
unique region of Southeast Asia, the Philippines, consists
of w7000 islands, containing multiple centres of ende-
mism [5]. The colonization of newly formed oceanic
islands, followed by genetic differentiation and long-term
persistence, has resulted in the extraordinarily high
species richness and endemism of the Philippines [10].
As a result of the unique geological history Southeast Asia,
the region ranks as one of the highest in the world in terms
of species richness and endemism [5]. Furthermore, it
features unique ecological processes, such as the strong
synchrony of fruiting of trees (mast events) from the
Dipterocarpaceae [11], which have major implications for
forest ecology and conservation.
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Figure 1. Species richness and endemism in Southeast Asia. The four biodiversity hotspots overlapping Southeast Asia are highlighted in red. Bars represent the percentage

of species endemic to the respective hotspot. Numbers in parentheses represent total and endemic species known to science, respectively. The island of Borneo includes the

political divisions of Brunei, Malaysia and Indonesia. The Indo-Burma hotspot includes part of Bhutan, Nepal, eastern India, southern China, as well as islands such

as Hainan and the Andamans. Details of biodiversity hotspot boundaries, and numbers of total and endemic species within each hotspot were taken from

Conservation International [74].
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The current state of biodiversity

Three plant and eight animal species have been listed as
‘extinct’ in Southeast Asia by the International Union for
the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources
(IUCN) [12]. Because Southeast Asia has a fairly recent
history of large-scale deforestation (i.e. over the past two
centuries), many of the native species of the region, such
as rare long-lived trees, might be persisting as ‘living dead’
and are doomed to extinction owing to isolation caused by
the fragmentation of habitats [3]. Therefore, although the
actual number of extinct species in the region is not
presently alarming, the level of endangerment of extant
species reveals the seriousness of threats, such as
deforestation, that are faced by the regional biota. The
number of threatened species in Southeast Asia, including
those in the IUCN categories of ‘critically endangered’
(CE), ‘endangered’ (EN) and ‘vulnerable’ (VU) ranges from
20 (CE) to 686 (VU) species for vascular plants, six to 91
species for fish, zero to 23 species for amphibians, four to
28 species for reptiles, seven to 116 species for birds, and
five to 147 species for mammals (see Online Supplemen-
tary Material) [12]. The loss of many of these regional
populations is likely to result in global extinctions because
www.sciencedirect.com
of the high proportion of endemic species (Figure 1; see
Online Supplementary Material) [13]. For example,
59.6% of the 29 375 vascular plant species in Indonesia
do not occur anywhere else (see Online Supplementary
Material) [13].
Drivers of biodiversity threat

Here, we discuss the drivers of biodiversity loss and
endangerment in Southeast Asia, which might act either
alone or in concert.
Forest conversion

The conversion of natural habitat to other land uses is the
major driving force behind worldwide biodiversity loss
[14–17]. Most of Southeast Asia was under forest cover
8000 years ago (see Online Supplementary Material) [18],
but large-scale deforestation in the region began during
the 1800s as a result of agricultural expansion that was
needed to meet the increasing local and global demand for
rice Oryza sativa [19]. The planting of perennial export
crops, including rubber Hevea brasiliensis, oil palm Elaeis
guineensis and coconut Cocos nucifera, also accounted for
20–30% of the total cultivated area of the region [19]. After
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1950, increasing demand for Asian timber led to the
proliferation of commercial logging activities [19]. South-
east Asian rain forests are particularly valuable to the
logging industry for domestic consumption and export
because its diverse dipterocarp species can be grouped for
sale into just a few end-use classes [20]. Between 1880 and
1980, Southeast Asia experienced an average annual
forest loss of 0.3% [19]. During the past decade, the loss of
‘natural forest’ in the region has continued at a rate of
1.4% yK1 (see Online Supplementary Material) [13,21],
which was higher than the deforestation rates of other
speciose tropical regions, such as Central America and the
Caribbean (1.2%), and South America (0.5%) [13]. Cur-
rently, less than half (41.3–44.2%) of the original forests of
Southeast Asia remain (see Online Supplementary
Material) [21,22].

Deforestation in Southeast Asia has resulted in
collateral impacts on its rich and unique biodiversity,
with Singapore being the most heavily affected country to
date (Box 1; see Online Supplementary Material). The
most immediate impact of logging activities is the
alteration of the unique multilayered and closed tropical
forest canopy [20]. Reductions in canopy height, surface
area and the crown size of selectively logged Malaysian
forests are still evident after four decades of regener-
ation [23]. In Borneo, the species richness of trees was
shown to be negatively associated with the intensity of
logging activities [24]. Seedlings and saplings in these
logged sites were also species poor [24], suggesting
that logged forests require long periods of time to
recover their original plant richness.

Conversion of land to agricultural use has even more
detrimental impacts, owing to the depletion of soil
nutrients and erosion following intense agricultural
activities [25]. Even after a century of succession, the
plant richness of abandoned agricultural areas in Singa-
pore was only 60% of that of primary forests [26]. The
selective logging of dipterocarps is also likely to decrease
their reproductive success by reducing the extent and
intensity of interspecific mast fruiting, which has been
suggested to be a reproductive strategy that has evolved to
satiate seed predators [11]. Logging has led to recruitment
failure of dipterocarps within a national park in Borneo,
which is now surrounded by logged forest, and logging has
also exacerbated local El Niño events [11]. Recent studies
reveal a trend of declining species richness and population
density with increasing forest disturbance through log-
ging activities, agriculture or urbanization across a range
of Southeast Asian taxa, including termites [27], dung
beetles [28], ants [29], bees [30], butterflies [31], moths
[32], birds [33,34] and mammals [35–40]. Furthermore,
the loss of animals that produce ecological services,
such as seed dispersal, nutrient recycling and pollina-
tion, might further impede forest regeneration in the
disturbed areas.

Forest fires

Although forest fires have always occurred in Southeast
Asia, a combination of factors, such as poor land conver-
sion practices, logging and more-intense El Niño events,
act in concert to increase the chances of catastrophic fires
www.sciencedirect.com
in the region [39,40]. For example, logging can increase
the vulnerability of forests to fire by opening up the
canopy, creating piles of flammable wooden debris and
facilitating access to forests for people. In 1997–1998, up
to 5 million ha of forests in Indonesia (Sumatra and
Kalimantan) were consumed by forest fires [41]. It was
estimated that 4.6% of the canopy trees, as well as
70–100% of seedlings and 25–70% of saplings, were
destroyed in Sumatra (Barisan Selatan National Park).
Owing to the loss of fruiting trees, many avian frugivores,
such as the helmeted hornbill Buceros vigil, experienced
population declines of up to 50% [42]. Immediately
following the fires, other animals, such as the siamang
Holobates syndactylus, the largest of the gibbons, dis-
appeared completely from the burnt areas [39]. Siamang
groups whose territory included forest that was either
burned or adjacent to burned areas were significantly
smaller and experienced higher infant and juvenile
mortality than did groups not affected by fire [43].

Hunting for bushmeat

Humans have been hunting wildlife in Southeast Asia for
at least 40 000 years [44,45]. However, hunting pressure
has increased immensely with increasing human densities
and declining forest areas in the region. The situation is
further exacerbated by factors such as logging, creation of
roads, better hunting equipment and ineffective wildlife
protection [46–48]. Wildlife is currently being extracted
from tropical forests at more than six times the sustain-
able rate [49]. In Sarawak, Malaysia, an estimated
2.6 million animals were shot and 23 500 tons of wildlife
meat are consumed on annual basis [49,50]. A similar
trend is reported from Sabah, Malaysia, where an
estimated 108 million animals are hunted for bushmeat
each year [50]. Such figures are alarming, especially given
that intense hunting can depress animal densities [50].

Wildlife trade

Southeast Asia is a major hub of wildlife trade (see Online
Supplementary Material) [51]. In 2000, the net legal
export of lizard and snakeskins from Indonesia was 29.4%
and 28.2% of global exports, respectively. Even a highly
urbanized country, such as Singapore, was an active
trader of wildlife and wildlife products, with a total net
import of 7093 live animals and a total net export of
301 905 animal skins in 2000 alone (see Online Sup-
plementary Material). The alarming numbers of wildlife
resources that are legally traded in Southeast Asia are, in
all likelihood, a gross underestimation of the actual
volume of wildlife traded in the region. Trade unaccounted
for includes illegal and unrecorded wildlife traffic, as well
as many animals that died before reaching their intended
destination or were sold in local markets. The lucrative
pet trade in Southeast Asia is the major driving force
behind its wildlife trade [52,53]. For example, rampant
trapping for the pet trade, coupled with habitat conver-
sion, has driven the endemic Bali starling Leucopsar
rothschildi to the verge of extinction over the past three
decades [54]. Currently, there are !20 wild individuals of
this species, which are restricted to the Bali Barat
National Park [54]. In spite of being listed on Appendix 1
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Box 1. Singapore case study: a recipe for disaster

From both a scientific and management perspective, it would be

informative if we could excise hypothetically a representative South-

east Asian site, allow it to fulfil its economic potential, and document

the consequent losses of natural habitats and biodiversity, all within a

greatly accelerated time frame. Perhaps it is both depressing and

fortunate that Singapore is one such ecological ‘worst case scenario’.

Singapore has experienced exponential population growth, from

w150 subsistence-economy villagers in the early 1800s to four million

people in 2002 [13,72]. In particular, Singapore has transformed itself

from a developing country of squatters and slums to a developed

metropolis of economic prosperity within the past few decades and,

thus, has been widely regarded by the leaders of regional developing

countries as the ideal economic model.

However, the success of Singapore came with a hefty price, paid

for by its biodiversity. The island has suffered massive

deforestation (O95%), initially from the cultivation of short-term

cash crops (e.g. gambier Uncaria gambir and rubber Hevea

brasiliensis) and subsequently from urbanization and industrializ-

ation [72]. A recent study by Brook et al. [3] showed substantial

rates of documented (observed) and inferred (based on what could

have occurred in Singapore before habitat loss) extinctions, with

most extinct taxa (34–87%) being species of butterflies, fish, birds

and mammals (Figure I). Similar environmental scenarios are

already unfolding on a much larger scale in other Southeast

Asian countries, such as Indonesia [73]. Extrapolations based on

the species–area model calibrated to the biodiversity losses in

Singapore indicate that the current rate of habitat destruction in

Southeast Asia will result in the loss of 13–42% of regional

populations of all species by 2100, at least half of which could

represent global species extinctions (Figure I) [3].

Figure I. Population extinctions in Singapore and Southeast Asia. Green and blue bars represent recorded and inferred extinctions in Singapore, respectively. Yellow and

red bars represent minimum and maximum projected extinctions in Southeast Asia, respectively.
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of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered
Species (CITES) in 1970 and having been protected in
Indonesia since 1971, 19 individuals were observed being
sold illicitly in shops in Singapore in 1979 and 16
individuals were observed in cages in Denpasar (Bali,
Indonesia) in 1982 [54].

Many animal and plant products are used in traditional
Chinese medicine, which dates back 5000 years. Trade in
the raw materials of traditional Chinese medicine has a
detrimental impact on many vertebrates in Southeast
Asia, including tigers, bears, rhinos, turtles, snakes, tokay
geckos, pangolins, monkeys and swiftlets [5]. This is
exemplified by the Sumatran tiger Panthera tigris
sumatrae, from which body parts such as bones and
penises are used in traditional medicine. Between 1975
www.sciencedirect.com
and 1992, South Korea imported 6128 kg of tiger bones
(340 kg yK1), of which 60% originated from Indonesia [55].
The demand for the Sumatran tiger continues to threaten
the remaining wild population of an estimated 500
individuals [56].
Other potential drivers

Sala et al. [14] showed that, relative to the overwhelming
impact of forest conversion, other drivers, such as climate
change, nitrogen deposition, invasive species and atmos-
pheric CO2 change, are not expected to have significant
effects on biodiversity in tropical terrestrial ecosystems.
Climate change was shown to have the largest pro-
portional effect on biodiversity in extreme environments,
such as the arctic and boreal zones, and the least effect in
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the tropics, with only montane areas being substantially
affected [14]. Nitrogen deposition is expected to have the
largest impact on biodiversity in areas that are most
nitrogen limited, such as temperate forests [57]. Invasive
species are also not expected to impact tropical ecosystems
greatly because various abiotic and biotic factors, such as
high species diversity, minimize the probability of success-
ful establishment by invaders in undisturbed commu-
nities in the tropics [58]. The increased atmospheric
concentration of CO2 is expected to have a large impact
on biodiversity mainly in areas where plant growth is
most limited by water availability and where there is a
mixture of C3 and C4 species, such as grassland and
savannas. This is because of known species differences in
the effect of CO2 on water-use efficiency [59]. Never-
theless, in spite of these findings, the relative importance
and long-term implications of these drivers of biodiversity
threats and, more critically, their synergistic impacts on
the biodiversity of Southeast Asia, remain poorly
understood.
Conservation challenges

The outlook for the biodiversity of Southeast Asia appears
bleak, owing to several key social, scientific and logistical
conservation challenges faced by the region. The major
challenges in mitigating the imminent threats to its
biodiversity are primarily socioeconomic in origin, includ-
ing population growth, poverty, chronic shortage of
conservation resources (both expertise and funding) and
corrupt national institutions. As regional societies strive
to match the living standards of developed nations,
environmental issues are inevitably marginalized.
Increasing human population density is a primary socio-
economic driver of forest loss in Asia [60] and, in Southeast
Asia, both this and economic growth are positively
associated with forest loss (Figure 2).

Research on Southeast Asian biodiversity over the past
20 years has also been neglected in comparison to other
tropical regions. We compared all of the internationally
peer-reviewed research articles about biodiversity from
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the Biological Abstracts data base (excluding exclusively
marine studies) that were published between 1983 and
2003. The number of scientific publications about South-
east Asian biodiversity was fewer than was expected for
its forest area compared with other tropical regions,
including Central America and the Caribbean, Sub-
Saharan Africa, and South America. Furthermore, the
distribution of research effort in Southeast Asia was also
taxonomically biased. For example, there were more
research papers on mammals than would be expected if
studies were distributed according to the relative species
richness of taxonomic groups; however, there remains a
dearth of research on other important taxa, such as
vascular plants, invertebrates and fish. To remedy the
paucity of biodiversity studies in Southeast Asia, particu-
larly in poorly studied taxonomic groups, collaborative
research efforts of regional and international expertise on
Southeast Asian biotas are urgently needed [61].

The diversity of habitat types in Southeast Asia is
another major challenge for the conservation of its
biodiversity [62] and there are numerous habitats that
remain poorly studied. For example, recent studies reveal
that the highly acidic blackwaters of peat swamps have
much higher biodiversity and productivity than was
previously thought [63], and contain many hitherto
unrecognized rare and endangered fish species [64].
Furthermore, recent studies of limestone formations in
Southeast Asia revealed the presence of many endemic
and highly specialized taxa [65]. Additionally, large tracts
of rain forests and mangroves in Southeast Asia have yet
to be surveyed by professional biologists [66]. The lack of
biodiversity studies in such neglected habitats is a serious
impediment to the conservation of Southeast Asian
biodiversity because sound biological knowledge is needed
to prioritize conservation areas and habitat, and to model
sustainable use of resources, such as timber and bush-
meat. Currently, such biological understanding in South-
east Asia lags behind those of other regions.

Protected areas (both existing and future) are the main
hope for preserving the biodiversity of Southeast Asia.
TRENDS in Ecology & Evolution 
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Currently, there are 2262 protected areas in the region,
which cover a total land area of 58 million ha (13.4%)
(see Online Supplementary Material) [13,67]. More than
half of the total cover of these areas is in Indonesia
(24 million ha) and Malaysia (10 million ha). Recent
studies show that, in spite of their ‘protected’ status, some
of these areas have become increasingly isolated and
deforested [68]. For example, from 1985 to 2001, the forest
cover of lowland protected areas in West Kalimantan,
Indonesia, was reduced by 1.85 million ha (63%). In addi-
tion, of the 64 remaining forest fragments, only 16 were
considered large enough (O10 000 ha) to support intact
vertebrate fauna [68–70]. Protected areas also vary
considerably in their degree of effectiveness [71]. Bruner
et al. showed that the effectiveness of such areas for
biodiversity conservation was correlated most strongly
with the density of guards [71]. Therefore, the enforce-
ment and management of parks is crucial to the success of
protected areas in conserving the native habitats and
biodiversity of Southeast Asia.

Conclusion

Massive anthropogenic habitat modifications, forest fires
and the overexploitation of wildlife in Southeast Asia are
clear-and-present dangers to its biodiversity. In spite of
the pessimistic outlook, there are ways to conserve at least
some of the regional natural resources. Given thatmany of
the drivers of biodiversity loss (e.g. international demand
for rain forest timber and elevated global CO2 levels) are
issues that transcend national boundaries, any realistic
solution will need to involve a multi-national and multi-
disciplinary strategy, including political, socioeconomic
and scientific input, in which all major stakeholders
(governmental, non-governmental, national and inter-
national organizations) must partake. Key solutions
should include enhancing public environmental aware-
ness, delineating adequately protected reserves and
providing economic incentives for conservation.

Acknowledgements
We thank three anonymous reviewers for their comments about the
article. We also thank Tom Brooks for help. This study was supported by
the National University of Singapore (R-154–000–210–112).

Supplementary data

Supplementary data associated with this article can be
found at doi:10.1016/j.tree.2004.09.006

References

1 Laurance, W.F. (1999) Reflections on the tropical deforestation crisis.
Biol. Conserv. 91, 109–117

2 Achard, F. et al. (2002) Determination of deforestation rates of the
world’s humid tropical forests. Science 297, 999–1002

3 Brook, B.W. et al. (2003) Catastrophic extinctions follow deforestation
in Singapore. Nature 424, 420–423

4 Myers, N. et al. (2000) Biodiversity hotspots for conservation
priorities. Nature 403, 853–858

5 Mittermeier, R.A. et al. (1999) Hotspots: Earth’s Biologically Richest
and Most Endangered Terrestrial Ecoregions, Cemex, Conservation
International and Agrupacion Sierra Madre

6 Jablonski, N.G. (1993) Quaternary environments and the evolution of
primates in East Asia, with notes on two new specimens of fossil
Cercopithecidae from China. Folia Primatol. 60, 118–132
www.sciencedirect.com
7 Meijaard, E. (2004) Biogeographic history of the Javan leopard
Panthera pardus based on a craniometric analysis. J. Mammal. 85,
302–310

8 Gathorne-Hardy, F.J. et al. (2002) Quaternary rainforest refugia in
south-east Asia: using termites (Isoptera) as indicators. Biol. J. Linn.
Soc. 75, 453–466

9 Audley-Charles, M.G. (1983) Reconstruction of eastern Gondwana-
land. Nature 306, 48–50

10 Steppan, S.J. et al. (2003) Molecular phylogeny of the endemic
Philippine rodent Apomys (Muridae) and the dynamics of diversifica-
tion in an oceanic archipelago. Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 80, 699–715

11 Curran, L.M. et al. (1999) Impact of El Niño and logging on canopy tree
recruitment in Borneo. Science 286, 2184–2188

12 IUCN (2003) 2003 IUCN Red List of Threatened Species, (http://www.
redlist.org)

13 WRI (2003) World Resources 2002–2004: Decisions for the Earth:
Balance, Voice, and Power, United Nations Development Programme,
United Nations Environment Programme, World Bank and World
Resources Institute (http://www.wri.org)

14 Sala, O.E. et al. (2000) Global biodiversity scenarios for the year 2100.
Science 287, 1770–1774

15 Brooks, T.M. et al. (1999) Threat from deforestation to montane and
lowland birds andmammals in insular South-east Asia. J. Anim. Ecol.
68, 1061–1078

16 Brooks, T.M. et al. (2002) Habitat loss and extinction in the hotspots of
biodiversity. Conserv. Biol. 16, 909–923

17 Brooks, T.M. et al. (1997) Deforestation predicts the number of
threatened birds in insular Southeast Asia. Conserv. Biol. 11, 382–394

18 Billington, C. et al. (1996) Estimated Original Forest Cover Map –
A First Attempt, World Conservation Monitoring Centre (http://www.
unep-wcmc.org/forest/original.htm)

19 Flint, E.P. (1994) Changes in land use in South and Southeast Asia
from 1880 to 1980: a data base prepared as part of a coordinated
research program on carbon fluxes in the tropics. Chemosphere 29,
1015–1062

20 Whitmore, T.C. (1998) Tropical Rain Forests, Oxford University Press
21 FAO (2001) Global Forest Resources Assessment 2000: Main Report.

FAO Forestry Paper No. 140, FAO (http://www.fao.org)
22 Iremonger, S. et al. (1997) A statistical analysis of global forest

conservation. In A Global Overview of Forest Conservation (Ire-
monger, S. et al., eds), Center for International Forestry Research
(CIFOR) and World Conservation Monitoring Centre (http://www.
unep-wcmc.org/forest/data/cdrom2)

23 Okuda, T. et al. (2003) Effect of selective logging on canopy and stand
structure and tree species composition in a lowland dipterocarp forest
in Peninsular Malaysia. For. Ecol. Manage. 175, 297–320

24 Foody, G.M. and Cutler, M.E.J. (2003) Tree biodiversity in protected
and logged Bornean tropical rain forests and its measurement by
satellite remote sensing. J. Biogeogr. 30, 1053–1066

25 Grubb, P.J. et al. (1994) Mineral nutrient status of coastal hill
dipterocarp forest and adinandra belukar in Singapore: analysis of
soil, leaves and litter. J. Trop. Ecol. 10, 559–577

26 Turner, I.M. et al. (1997) Tree species richness in primary and old
secondary tropical forest in Singapore. Biodiv. Conserv. 6, 537–543

27 Gathorne-Hardy, F.J. et al. (2002) A regional perspective on the effects
of human disturbance on the termites of Sundaland. Biodiv. Conserv.
11, 1991–2006

28 Davis, A.J. et al. (2001) Dung beetles as indicators of change in the
forests of northern Borneo. J. Appl. Ecol. 38, 593–616

29 Bruehl, C.A. et al. (2003) Size does matter: effects of tropical rainforest
fragmentation on the leaf litter ant community in Sabah, Malaysia.
Biodiv. Conserv. 12, 1371–1389

30 Liow, L.H. et al. (2001) Bee diversity along a disturbance gradient in
tropical lowland forests of south-east Asia. J. Appl. Ecol. 38, 180–192

31 Koh, L.P. and Sodhi, N.S. Importance of reserves, fragments and
parks for butterfly conservation in a tropical urban landscape. Ecol.
Appl. (in press)

32 Beck, J. et al. (2002) From forest to farmland: diversity of
geometrid moths along two habitat gradients on Borneo. J. Trop.
Ecol. 18, 33–51

33 Sodhi, N.S. (2002) A comparison of bird communities of two
fragmented and two continuous Southeast Asian rainforests. Biodiv.
Conserv. 11, 1105–1119

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.tree.2004.09.006
http://www.redlist.org
http://www.redlist.org
http://www.wri.org
http://www.unep-wcmc.org/forest/original.htm
http://www.unep-wcmc.org/forest/original.htm
http://www.fao.org
http://www.unep-wcmc.org/forest/data/cdrom2
http://www.unep-wcmc.org/forest/data/cdrom2
http://www.sciencedirect.com


Review TRENDS in Ecology and Evolution Vol.19 No.12 December 2004660
34 Thiollay, J-M. (1995) The role of traditional agroforests in the
conservation of rain and forest bird diversity in Sumatra. Conserv.
Biol. 9, 335–353

35 Robertson, J.M.Y. and van Schaik, C.P. (2001) Causal factors
underlying the dramatic decline of the Sumatran orang-utan. Oryx
35, 26–38

36 Heydon, M.J. and Bulloh, P. (1997) Mousedeer densities in a tropical
rainforest: the impact of selective logging. J. Appl. Ecol. 34, 484–496

37 O’Brien, T.G. et al. (2003) Crouching tigers, hidden prey: Sumatran
tiger and prey populations in a tropical forest landscape. Anim.
Conserv. 6, 131–139

38 Meijaard, E. and Nijman, V. (2000) The local extinction of the
proboscis monkey Nasalis larvatus in Pulau Kaget Nature Reserve,
Indonesia. Oryx 34, 66–70

39 O’Brien, T.G. et al. (1998) Effects of the 1997 Fires on the Forest and
Wildlife of the Bukit Barisan Selatan National Park, Sumatra.
Wildlife Conservation Society Working Paper No. 13, Wildlife
Conservation Society

40 Taylor, D. et al. (1999) Environmental change and rain forests on the
Sunda shelf of Southeast Asia: drought, fire and the biological cooling
of biodiversity hotspots. Biodiv. Conserv. 8, 1159–1177

41 Schweithelm, J. (1998) The Fire this Time, an Overview of Indonesia’s
Forest Fires in 1997/1998, World Wide Fund for Nature

42 Kinnaird, M.F. and O’Brien, T.G. (1998) Ecological effects of wildfire
on lowland rainforest in Sumatra. Conserv. Biol. 12, 954–956

43 O’Brien, T.G. et al. (2003) Fire, demography and the persistence of
siamang (Symphalangus syndactylus: Hylobatidae) in a Sumatran
rainforest. Anim. Conserv. 6, 115–121

44 Zuraina, M. (1982) The West Mouth, Niah, in the prehistory of South-
east Asia. Sarawak Mus. J. 31, 1–20

45 Milner-Gulland, E.J. and Bennett, E.L. (2003) Wild meat: the bigger
picture. Trends Ecol. Evol. 18, 351–357

46 Ling, S. et al. (2002) No new recipes for bushmeat. Oryx 36, 330–330
47 Bulte, E.H. and Horan, R.D. (2002) Does human population growth

increase wildlife harvesting? An economic assessment. J. Wildl.
Manage. 66, 574–580

48 Smith, R.J. et al. (2003) Governance and the loss of biodiversity.
Nature 426, 67–70

49 Bennett, E.L. (2002) Is there a link between wild meat and food
security? Conserv. Biol. 16, 590–592

50 Bennett, E.L. et al. (2000) Saving Borneo’s bacon: the sustainability of
hunting in Sarawak and Sabah. In Hunting for Sustainability in
Tropical Forests (Robinson, J.B. and Bennett, E.L., eds), pp. 305–324,
Columbia University Press

51 WCMC (2002) Convention on International Trade in Endangered
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) Annual Report Data, World
Conservation Monitoring Centre, CITES Trade Database (http://www.
cites.org)

52 Robinson, J.M. (2001) The dynamics of avicultural markets. Environ.
Conserv. 28, 76–85

53 Beissinger, S.R. (2001) Trade of live birds: potential, principles and
practices of sustainable use. In Conservation of Exploited Species
(Reynolds, J.D. et al., eds), pp. 182–202, Cambridge University Press
Trends in Ecology and

Would you like to know wha
TREE

Ever wondered how you c
version of articles from the ea

Issues of TREE, from the very
the current issue, are no

http://www.scien

www.sciencedirect.com
54 van Balen, S.B. et al. (2000) Status and distribution of the endemic
Bali starling Leucopsar rothschildi. Oryx 34, 188–197

55 Mills, J.A. (1993) Tiger bone trade in South Korea. Cat News 19, 13–16
56 Seidensticker, J. et al. (1999) Riding the Tiger: Tiger Conservation in

Human-dominated Landscapes, Cambridge University Press
57 Tilman, D. (1993) Species richness of experimental productivity

gradients: how important is colonization limitation? Ecology 74,

2179–2191
58 Rejmanek, M. (1996) Species richness and resistance to invasion.

In Biodiversity and Ecosystem Processes in Tropical Forests

(Orians, G.H. et al., eds), pp. 153–172, Springer-Verlag
59 Jackson, R.B. et al. (1994) CO2 alters water use, carbon gain, and

yield for the dominant species in a natural grassland. Oecologia

98, 257–262
60 Bawa, K.S. and Dayanandan, S. (1997) Socioeconomic factors and

tropical deforestation. Nature 386, 562–563
61 Sodhi, N.S. and Liow, L.H. (2000) Improving conservation biology

research in Southeast Asia. Conserv. Biol. 14, 1211–1212

62 Dennis, C. and Aldhous, P. (2004) A tragedy with many players.
Nature 430, 396–398

63 Ng, P.K.L. et al. (1992) The Conservation of the Fish and Other Aquatic

Fauna of the North Selangor Peat Swamp Forest and Adjacent Areas,
Asian Wetland Bureau, Institute of Advanced Studies University of
Malaya, World Wide Fund for Nature and National University of
Singapore

64 Ng, P.K.L. et al. (1994) Diversity and conservation of blackwater fishes
in Peninsular Malaysia, particularly in the north Selangor peat
swamp forest. Hydrobiologia 285, 203–218

65 Juberthie, C. and Decu, V., eds (2001) Encyclopaedia Biospeologica,
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