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APtgecix, dvigE BRI S\ THE I e — P
ANFEEL TS T 5 ¥ % Vulpes vulpes (LVF ¥ 2 %)
R, JLiERHRRANE L cEBC ST S e —F
FATF =2 AT, T OFRERDER DOIHECHER
JE O m B R X OV V' o 7 (Cervus nippon yesoensis,
LR+ ) OBRER < Fh B2 13 5 & At L. 2000
~2009FDF Y FDOEBIEITHa—NF LT —2%2
DOFEMNHVT, Eiik 2kmBICEKY o7k 5 v w2 b
WD r— N3 ZEKLY BNER L Lic—RILRE £ 7
WX BIRM A T o e, BRELUICHEERNL PVt
7 P NOEEZER, b T v s b RGBT km
PICE TN LTI, R, R, FRombEEE,
NIRAER, sBIOLRERE, + 7 OISR, 15
THE, v h OPEHERFEERETCHD. LOME, #E
B BGA~8H) OF v xdm—NFLRERK
GRPT 7 AEE & &I L e B B —EDOREE
2D ERDL, EOIERAICERNS L vh D
FRBN L NI TS Toote. ik« R (9 A~
2H) OF v Fxou—FFARERTREOLHEEERR
DEL, D0 vh OBEIRENMECGIT TE 0 -7, K
Moec kb, THcksds*Fy 20— NF L FER L
BIRO B 5 ENIIFHIC X - TRRD Z L2UREh, %
ToF v R L RBOLRE L OBGRESSF Y R ICX b oh
TR OTTREM:, 7 2N F v x5 2 5 R
OFREM IR & ¥y 2 OERBICBET 5 X ¥ X F R RE 0
It

F L & ([

WA, A A CE AR B & Bl OEEFREK (n—F
F) NEEIMLTW5% (Gunsonetal 2011). KHEU o Al
BAB O — FE i, ABORGCERSZELH
Bicd, WEBHOELEL VI BELET TR, Hlje
IR 7 & OREFER &\ 5 BB b Bl Ik xR
DK THD EFH 2 bhd (Seiler 2005). T E TOHF
FECB T, 7— FF A ORAEIIZER R 235 9
(Clevenger et al. 2003 ; FAIZA> 2006), AT/ e — F
F L O FEATERITEHE ORES Al R T £ O RATH) e E
R=> (Seiler 2005 ; Orlowski and Nowak 2006), &34
DR (Grilo et al. 2009) , 1% (Kanda et al. 2006)
T E DRk RBERNBEELZ I CREINS Z b
Mo TER. 25 LEKMANS, FH4AYHEoe —§
FANRET DA D =R L TFELID LT DY R 7 <y
TERER L) TE B EE 2 Bhb (Grilo et al. 2009).

eI IS\ T H KT« PR AETIY O r— FF
BFRLTHRDY, Ficx v v % Cervus nippon yesoensis (LA
FyHh) ETHFY X Vulpes vulpes (LUFF 2 %) v —

FE AP < (FHEIZ 1998 ; HEE « 4% 1998), Fh b
DEFZEC BN & 2 b AT b FAE L
T 5% (B 2003 5 7811 2006). % & TABFFE T, JLiE
EHRBOTHHRICRsTAF Yy xDu— N+ Lkl
L, 2000 ~ 2009 4E 0+ O FE#EIc kT B e — K+
NTF =2 AT OREREBERT 2ERZFFE L
fo. WHEB O o — FF A FE AR — v IIFEEON R
DEFEIIC L - TR Z LB T W57 (Grilo
etal. 2009 ; tFPEIEH> 2010), ABFFETIixF v x O4TEHR



302

(7 11 2004 ; Uraguchi 2009 ; Gosselink et al. 2010) & %%
12, 3A~8 A DEMFI~BEHI (LVTEMR - BH &
IH~2 Ao #ii~%RI (LUF5# - B »2-o
DEFICH TR AT - 7. ERT2ER, BT
TR DA LA ORI TH B, B A
DOEREESME LCiy, Fb, BEHh, #R6K mIlL i
EWVO S ODRBIEFICIER L. T, B, R
TR F Y R - THBEMPR AR E 705 & Lo
b (ZE3 11987 ; Nakazono and Ono 1987 ; Jedrzejewski
and Jedrzejewska 1992 ; Uraguchi and Takahashi 1998),
NBEDORBERD S LWThLNE L 5T 55T
X DEREENRE D, TOMFEa—NFAnE Tk
BLATREMEDE 2 bhvie, T Y 2 & - THAEH
HLLTHHAIND LV MENDH—T7 (Silvaetal
2009 ; Uraguchi 2009), fEFEHE Om\GAT a8 5 2 &
b H B ED D (Adkins and Stott 1998), HifFHAA% < 43
HTAEMTFY ZDu—FFANEL D ELD
b EbMAEZ BN, AW TIE, £RBl
BRIz mBOLREERB L OBMRCIER LK
(Gardiner et al. 2009 ; Kadoya and Washitani 2011). & > %
X EFIFRRBERYFARCHA T2 A E2 9 P U=
FTVAREEbRTWLEZ EnD (ZEIEH 1987 ;
Silva et al. 2009), HE D RBIEHK DA EGI>E DS & —
viia— FF A DFAEITKE B> T2 B0 B
% (Batary etal. 2007). % Z T, ®BI# D Simpson D%
BEREEF Y 20— PR AFER S OBIFRS AL
7o TOfER, RBERORH—EIEEE (FRE
BEROMBEIARE S >ETh5138) BV & 5.
LA TIE, FYFDOa—FFAFEEL LD
HEHKER « WP E OBIfRIC S ER Lic. 4, JtifgE <
Wy h EEB ORI RIS 7 o T B ics, EEMH
B 1A EEERER S, B DB E TR E R F R
NEH TR T\ % (Kajietal. 2010) . & 5 L 7cBKER
RO T 5 v b ORENBIE I Iz Y, FTHIE
Clcvh HERTE I Wa0HD, ZhboKExe
7" < Ursus arctos DMEFEJR E L TFIA L7z (Sato et al.
2004), KREFHEHOHPIEDFEN (Uno et al. 2009 ; Kaji
etal. 2010) 1T/ > T\ 5B EWOSHENRI TV 5. £
D, Fy LIS Licvh OBEAXFIHLTWS L
Exzbh, ¥vx0u—RFFaAZE L o h OFERE -
T OIECBIRN R BN A ATREME N D 5. Fhod v 3
Du—FFk o L oBRIY, v OERERCMME W
S NEENLUTHEL BT TRL, * v 320N E% X
HHARSETCHEGD 2 BEAXFIA LIz, +» 0B
FERIMT A S AERBR OBE BN UMM L )

ViR E 3o

HEUDAHENE L BB, £ T, Lo h o4k BEER
BECH LI o~ 7 HEZ (Sighting per unit effort, Lk
M SPUE) (Unoetal. 2006) & DBfRic bR L. Bk
DBER L v 3 Dn— F* L34 L OBMR YK+
T OBL, TORELH T2 Y 2O — N+
WINFEE LT W D SEFICOWT, FICER LD
HEBENNSERT 5,

MRELOAE

1. A 2E

g, ACHEE R ETICALE L (42 ~ 43°N,
142 ~ 144°E) (Fig. 1), TBF DRI AriE 3 % /AT
T, 2000 ~ 2009 Lk 5 FH MmN 1 H —7. 26°C,
7 7 18.23°C, SFHFEREKEILS749mm Llgo T 5
(%571, URL: http://www jma.go.jp/jma/index.html ; %
WERR H 20124212 F 29 H). #9 6 A Bk, #92 Hl% 2
M zh T h b Tk Y, HKRTIXH ~ 7 Quercus
dentata X° ¥ F X & Fraxinus mandshurica, ’~ V=V Ulmus
davidiana var. japonica X° 3 X7 5 Quercus crispula DME 5
T HHERKE S T <> Larix kaempferi 7a. £ O NTID,
IR TINECHEE, TARCKEL V- IRF
MR FeHAbND, KFFEORRETHSF v *i%, 1t
I8 DT I I\ TS &, B T 1990 44X
1% 3 OERE DA Uiy, 2000 47 LAREAIE 75 843
kv (BEHIZ 22 2010).

2. F—x Itk

L ERR R T, BB DS b v — VRRCE A B O
FIEAR T RO GA I XEIR L, % OERALE e B R
AL TS, AR TIEF Y FDa—FF L OF
AR E LT, dbdmBE B 2N s o Rl CUAE U7
2000 4F 1 A~2009FE3 ADF — 2 . T Db
v — VW FRANE UTCER T XRTOEBE CThTnb o
Enb, AEMIBATORBFGFERE NEIT—REE
2B ENTE D, EEOREREY, P17 FEHEER
W vy a2 HBEBEAKBITERES) OF—2 &M
fo. TOZTME VY AL, B A ECEE S EED
ELWE LD WX EIL, &HRHEXENORER
T A RO, T oM S R AT A AR R T OPEX
MoZmE s LichoTH S, + Bk o EHE
700 km 1359 70 MG CIrb KB ERATIC L h R B E
ENEE IR TV 5. AL T, EEOLEB BT O
BICEELWELA R WERELT, FY 30—+
AN X #2000 ~ 2009 4E O DA 247 % 2005 4
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Fig. 1. Maps showing the Tokachi area (black area) in eastern Hokkaido, Japan and study sites with locations of national roads and road-kill fre-
quency of red fox in 2 km transects during 2000 and 2009 in (a) birth and pup-rearing period (March—August), and in (b) dispersal and breeding

period (September—February).

AThhicalimT — 2 (B /24h) A LC. 72l
HHPOFERE L, (v b] (ALOS) O EfFRE
I B X (B AR 438 2006 455 H 7 H~ 2011 4F
4 A 17 HEA, Ver. 11.02) ( () JAXA) %, WJllF X
OVEE D ZE[H 7 — £ 1% 2001 FE-BLFE O R E#1K 25000 (42
7 — 2 3 (ELHHEE) > Z2h Tl £ %
Dw— FFFE L 2 OFRER « Fi¥s X OVSPUE & ©
BIPRME DRI L, JLUREBRE R AIIE € v 2 — DR
LT\ 5% SEERER Js X OFP T — 4 A 7o, dbifiaE ¢
VL OEREREL & PRI S OIS E L b & IR
TLIC5km A v v oo B TREEFEI N T 5. ABIZE Tl
2000 ~ 2009 R iCiiEk X e Skm # v v 2 L TD v 7
DFFIERERE, FFHI, SPUE % -~ ic.

KGRI OEE A 2km & LX) D, T O HALC
HHNTFT v P EEFRL. b T ve2 P EUL303TH
5. 3~8 ADMEMF - BFWE 9~2 A - KRM O
2ODEMCENTHK N F v &2 b D 2000~ 20094 D
a— FFUBBEREZEB L Fig ). RCEN 7 v
€7 PNOABEYENT A0, HERE L VA
IO HEE I h I HEBEOIERT —% (5 /24h) ZHWT
HPEEH > 2 7 & (Geographic Information System, LA
GIS) k- Tx St P o = O3l & % 50 m HAL THIX
kL, bI vz b NOEANTFHIGER (B /24h)
R U EEREAORBIEYER(LT 5D, + T
VY7 b OFLENLEE Lkm DMED R v 7 5> B 5

X 2Ry 7 > DM A — 2 (3. 1km?) 11,
* v x OITEIBEER (2~ 8km? ; HHIZA2009) &KX
{Ebv. Ny 7 > NG Eh b, i, S
Hi, FAROMIREER S L ORI R % GIS & TR
fo. KT AN v 7 7 AORBIOLRE & LT, EWiE
D EARHEAEEDIC fi 5 Simpson D ZHEEEHEEL D % i\,
TIEHE, B, B, B 4 o0 RmBlER OmER Y
HAWTRBOLKRE D & RdIc. o DEREREL IR
SPUE (L, 5km # v ¥ = A7 T 2000 ~ 2009 4F B 0D S BRER
¥, SEERWE, SE¥ SPUE %+ -Fh GIS | THiXL
L, Ny 7y NOEALAMTVPHEAREE L. GISIZX
%57 — 2 0EEIbIciE, ArcGIS9. 3.1 & Spatial Analyst
extension (ESRI ¥ + X vk &), ArcGISH DT 7 2
7 v ¥ 2 v TH 5 Hawth’s Tools, Xtools Pro & i\ 7.

3. fRETERT

Mattniciy, #FMcsF5r 5 v 22 r O —
N ¥ A FAER A BIER E Lic— b7 v 2w
72 (n=303). v —FFARERI0ELEEFL T L
b, XhREhepHucHETE A0 H M H]E L
o, BAEKELT, bIvies b NOFEHRER LY
Blkm DRy 7 > NOELLFI A EERER (Gt
B, B, B R I ORBOSHE D, IR
5, v PHEREREL, PR, ¥ SPUE &z 7.
INBHOFERD S LA E & VR 1 km A OTHEHL AR
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Table 1. Explanatory variables used for explaining road-kill frequency of red fox and their torelance values

Variables Mean Range Tolerance value

Average traffic volume (cars/day) 6093.87 89347144 0.402
Landscape factors (within 1km around the center of the transect)

Building area (%) 5.00 0-95 0.450

Grassland area (%) 26.00 0-70 0.342

PC1 0.09 -3.153-2.05 0.326

River length (m) 3534.37 0-10020 0.901

Landscape diversity index 0.46 0-0.74 0.312
Factors related to sika deer (within 1km around the center of the transect)

Average deer harvested for nuisance control (/year/25 km?) 8.37 0-53.57 0.389

Average deer harvested for hunting (/year/25 km?) 16.19 0-73.10 0.398

Average deer sighted by one hunter (/year/25 km?) 3.16 0-12.63 0.485

¥V RO —FFARHORRIIHEHFLERBEARIC D
RN ENTRE NI, BERD 2FHL €7 1T
Mzt v ORRERE & FFRENI LT OB i X b A
M S ZERIIC S R D EFE 2 bl Z &b, o
AR E LTtz v OBRERITS < O BIEY D 35S
IhTw% 4 E~10 A M, B (2000 440 1%
11 A~2 A cxwefrbhic (Kajietal 2010). %7,
BRER 1L v D BIEMHE N RAISBIT T4 W e E 2 bh
BOK L, Ty OXFEOLEBEE BT
HnEFE2bhD. EHEBCHBEOMR LG E 7 vic
MAoAtetzd, b I v s hOhLEORKRE () LRE
), ThoDZHEFEM ) BILO2FE (2)7) ik
e iz e (Borcard etal. 1992). LA EDOEH D 5
B, B LR OBICE A DOHBEN R b
B (r=—0.81), ZD2ODERxERHCEWRL 72 (L
FPCL). PC1 & & 73X T OFHBALH D tolerance {1
0. 1DLEZ/R L7tz (Table 1), SHIZEBIR O IR X
Fal 7o\~ &I L 7= (Quinn and Keough 2002). & ¥ % @
o — N E ZHER L OBIfROM X ARl A e
B, TRTOMALEE &L —BALRE & 7 L 2 ER L
DA DT X TOMAGHEINDTe ST T ARHCH L
T & 1L % 1 Akaike Information Criteria (AIC) % & H L
oo BHPAEROEES LR T 500, €7+ OM
) 7 I A 2T Akaike weight (w) % W THAH
O relative variable importance % 71 %% L 7= (Burnham and
Anderson 2002). Ll EO#EFHENTCIZ R for Windows
2.15. 0 # A\ 7z (R Development Core Team, URL: http://
www.r-project.org/ ; IASHER H 2012412 J 29 H).

] oS

FEHAN O EEIZ F T 2000 £ 1 A~ 2009 4 3 Ao
BRI IcF Yy 2D — N A1L59% Thb, =

D5 BLEM s BFW T 348 1, #k - KR T 248
PETH -7 (Fig.1). Table21d, REMIEk T AHiH <
FARED 5 %5 AIC DK B2 520D € 7 v ORHTRER T
BhH. B BHFHO o — R A REREYTHITSH5D
DETATRCUCKZMEE FD 2 FH, EHihEK, o fy
WENEENTED (Table2a), IHICIHBEER Y
&irE 5 1 D Akaike weight D& HEIL 0. 6 LI &~ 5 b
BHIEWETH - 722 E0D (Fig 2), 2Ol & B,
U FEREOLELE « BH IO o — PR AR ER L <R
BLTWBEEZbRI. DI &k, n— F*FA R4t
BN AT B8R E, Tiov » BN S
WA EWNT 5 2 LR LTS, v —FF ¥
R & Al & DBIRIZOWT, AIC MRS /NI R
FEFAOTHMEEBEEAYRRLI-EZ A (Fig 3),
bR bicho—UBThHh, v—FFr BT
TR E LS ICEINT AN DL~ EDORBELIBLD &
WA Ute. - RO F Y 2 00— W2 A FER A
B35 M5 20T LD 5L 4 DL ETREIOLHEE
L v SPUE & Eh (Table2b), 73202 bBEH A
&5 e 5 D Akaike weight D& FHEIL 0.6 DL &5 1
WIEETH -7 (Fig.2). 2O Ehb, S %
Bfio o — P2 R R0Y, BRI O REo0 ZHRE D
B < v H SPUE M7\ g EIEINT 5 2 L AVRE e,

Z =®

G EPH R R NBE LICEBEC ST 2F Y 2O —F
FAT =25 T, PRI LFY 2 DR —F
FAFRERI B ARG 2 HENEBE LoRER, Bk
O FERES 2~ » I L Oy » AR BB & oY
MR I N, FopEN - B E ok - REIHT
o — N3 UFEEREBIRTHERIIRE SRR DL &N
oo Tz,
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Fig. 2. Results of generalized linear models explaining road-kill frequency of red fox during the birth and pup-rearing period (black bars) and the
dispersal and breeding period (white bars). Each value shows the sum of Akaike weights (w;) for each explanatory variable, reflecting the relative
importance of each variable. To make the effects of explanatory variables clear, the sums of Akaike weights are shown as negative values for those

variables that have negative effects on the road-kill frequency.
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Fig. 3. Relationship between traffic volume and road-kill frequency
of red fox during the birth and pup-rearing period in observed (open
circles) and predicted (solid line) values by the best model (Table 2a).
Note that except for traffic volume, mean values were assigned to all
explanatory variables to predict values of road-kill frequency.

ERLIcRBIBEDHEERD S b¥ Y xDr— 1+
AFEREBGRN R DD, EF - B CIRE
O FEMTRER, 5« LRl CoE M O s o
LRE Th oo B - BT, FEERA SR
FEa—FFEARERDE L Teote. TDRE—V I
CeBlihio 1 2L LT, YEoFEF L5 7B
i L 70 % 72 (Nakazono and Ono 1987), ¥ > 3B
BeERNNCEF T 52 LB EINTWDHZ 0D
(Uraguchi and Takahashi 1998), FHior O CFE T

HFLTWBFYXORBEENGE > ENELLN
fo. —liTol e R, REROSREREDE -
BTz Eu— NF A RERNL N ERboTe. 295
LB E A0 128 U THERE & ORE N
Erxbhnb, BEOF Y XXMy v I > Actinidia
arguta=x° ¥ < 7 ¥ 7 Vitis coignetiae Ts. £ DFEY) D FH % %
< FIH-+ % (Tsukada and Nonaka 1996). Z 3L b D v A fi
WIBHRNIET Tl Mg R E b L AEFTTHEE L
bR, ¥ R ITHMA & BIKEREE (EHHo )
VA 7 RECHAT BT b OB 15
FIACc&E sz bicdh, TOEREENET - foiEM:
BHDH. LrLFy xOEQBEN—ETH->Th, =
Bl SRR BT CERIE D Y A1 7 RS S
NTCWBEA, FYxNRs RBERE BRI 55
W EICHE LT K o IR r — M L0 L2y >
FoAREME L E 2 bR S, ChETIEIERUIZECE
THATW O o — FF 4 LEK RO RIS & ORIk
DI BNTE72 (Gunsonetal 2011), D% N
REEFZOME L OBRICOZRTEALTED, Y50
IONEZ 9 b V2x TV AMDOu—FF P4
Bl L EREE DBILRIE % BI/RIICHREE L 7c R oEikiz & A &
T KR L D, NEX v b Y2 RTF ) ANDE—
F ¥ A BAC A RBER OME LT Tl S RO RE
BROM L HE DK — v B o T AL H
BT EDTRI NI

FUxOu— RN AFE L v H OERRE « FMEE X
0% % SPUE & OBMRICO\CHENT LT kE R, FEfF « B
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HHAC v ORI & OBITRY, Fichrik « REMITY
71 ® SPUE & OBRB T Z MR S ute. B - BF
R\ WT o OB AL T CF Y FDOn— ¥
NFERD S ot BED 1oL LT, v ORI X
DRAELIEEY T Y ANFIATHZ LT, v K
D LN DT T v 5 5 BLAE T <0 W pE 3 31
Ml enEx2bh5. ZHETOPHRTL I EID
BRI L F Y * OFEBILHER E /> T B 2 &
N RS T T\ 5 (Jedrzejewski and Jedrzejewska
1992 ; Selés and Vik 2006 ; Kidawa and Kowalczyk 2011).
N E OBIRDELF « BT WTOAREL 2D
X, v R EE BRI T & AR Y 2 o B
B o Tiehb b L. v ORREED % L
FEMOMZ I LN TS, FYXOBFHIBE S
5 AESFMRT L RFFICI SAD v EREENFIFATCE %
IowchenrtExbhs. Bfhoxy 2B RCHY
Frbld 5 0w sh RN i KB I B 2 i eHA A B B 2 &b
G X TWw5 (Home and Jhala 2009 ; Murdoch et al.
2010). —J7 TH#k - ZKREW T, + % O SPUE HE\ 5
FrHZEF Y 2D n— PR ARERND I &b
. ZOBBRMEUREEHD 1 2L LT, v xOffig
XDy 77Xy YRR XD o DERBEENT -
R ENEZLNLN, FYRICLD ORI
NEF T/ v 2h (Capreolus capreolus) O X 5 T/l
7 DEERTEICHE I N TSI F &7 (Panzacchi et al.
2008), X HICF Y X D5HEL c TRINCHY %9 A~
2AIE, BrAdEnicyrYEabsBEORE I
BEELTWA EEZLRSZ D, ILHEIRKTH
VAP DEREE Y TTFHIREMAEL TS EE
2\ ZoRa—y g Ui Rlongek s LT, v
7 O BE I AL 5 B4R OB LA A L ol
WRNE 2 b h, FFEEPNIMCR Ty ORRAEIC X
LHEMAERRINO 2 REEPPALICINTED
(Cote et al. 2004), ALFHEIC I\ T H o 1T X 5 EAKIR
DIEPREERE OUE (FEE 0> 2012) LEHREE~D
2% (Minoshima et al. 2013) 25 & TW%. F > %
R T E I E Y - BMBEELAZFIHL N5 EE
2 B b7 (Tsukada and Nonaka 1996), + 7 2\ &
WAERTAHEM T Y 2 OBRBELEREN D L, *
ncfbus y x o BEENED LR, cofic
FYFOu—FFARBE- Db L. S8k
B FE Y FANE 2 DEERICOWTHER T L08R
BHIEAS. AR TIE, WEFE DI OEREREE
FYROu— KX gL ORI TIL R - T
2 ORI THR BFE P LD 5 bEFICE DRI F
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VENFIHTX AHEROE DL %\ 728 (Tsukada and
Nonaka 1996) , + 7 OERBRIRFEDEEMENE L IO 0
B LA7suo.

L#EE T, v 7 < (Satoetal 2004) WEEFH (Uno
et al. 2009 ; Kaji et al. 2010) 25> 5 DEKER « FFRFEEE % Fll
AL TWBZ ENPHRINT WS, ALY, Fv
F b v ORFPIEEE FIH LT 2 T HEME 2ARIE S
fo. D ORI N LINCRAE T B IR 2 %
IR+ 52 L TCEDERENED X 5 BT 5D,
F T OREPMBOENENZI LIPERT B DO
T ARWEL SN, 25 L8 R/IRcz 51
DT DBRER « FRE D BBELI A X b BUE L TfT 5
WENB D EFZEZDND., — TR EOHERL, Fv
R XD FFHEBREFA A Lcb O Tkl 4
%, v xORMESTCTEESENO 7 7 e —5 T
D F D2 FFRFREFIRR Tt 5 v — N+ A F8 8
DEAETRDNENLD 5.

AgE iy, EM - BFAHckwTF Yy x0e—-TF
VR E TR I ERE & OB R b i, TibbiE
e BHFoF Y x oo — FFABIIRHEE &b
L, 5 —E0ZMELXEL D EWY Lic. F VR0
LM DRRGGIC 2\ B B RS R, 2 5 L7cBIgR
AUt bEZbRD, k- B Ce — V¥ & 258
B E OBRIIME TR > RHBIITNHTH B D, #
ZOoNBEHDO1 DL L TAMELI R >Tcr—FF 1
T2 NEBICR 7o b DI s e bBrd Lz, H
BRG TR EBEY—RE, BB FIFRERY
BT L, RlEOEMETNKE  RIUIHEHY
WF Y 2 On— FF L BTN E - O OBk
NEIOVRITELIEAS.

A X v, dufgEHBERRC s T sy 0w —
N RS T 5 EE 2 Db T B R AV
EI Nt AR TELR o — N F A AR A3+
BIiEtE T AL, FDV A7 vy ORI IGHTE
BEEZ BB (Griloetal 2009 ; & HIEH2010). L
LB s 5 v 2 Do — N ¥ A FEERUL, B
I F RN L o OFFBS o D B Fa i
EBARL T B Z EAvREI N, Ao b zh b OfH]
DOBARME S RG> TR, SHRINOMET 7
0 —F CHFET 2 LENDH D, FIADIE Tl ER
U OREBERCER L Tk, FYyFxor—FF
W Y 3 O REE & B OBER & ORISR
BEWHBP LI, v— FFAFEILF Y 20K R
T R ERFTN BN KE KBS T5EE 2
bha., RATTIERS X WK AL OTERE &\ 5 HE O
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e Ay — L OFBEFER L FRFCEELF Y F DO —F
FANRET D 2 = X a2 T 5 2 & T, Ak
DF Y X DEBIEDSWIBRHEOE ) A7 vy 7%
TET A Z ENTEBEAS. TRAPRE Ty, duikE
DOF v 2 OLERBICET LI FIEERIRI N,
FTiebb® v 3 L RBIOLERE & ORREECF v 21T X
B v MR ORI OFTRENY:, v A hF Y 252 %
MR OMERTH S, BABHOe—FF1r T —2
VIR Il A R RICE I TIESI R T B EEZDBRS
(R ¥} 1% 2~ 2003 ; Saeki and Macdonald 2004). % D 7z,
0 — LT — & e IR ASE B LIk R D 7
DOICHIMIIERE T Tle <, WEOH L WBABH o4
eI 2 DRI T B F - AR O F L &\ 5 fe
BETIFEC I CE 2125 5.

#t &

AWERITHSCHI-D, FYFOu—FFLTF—R%
U2 TeEM e R L ot vicEEAcm AL
WHFRR &, AR SHE « SHERME WV HIRS
PEXRF- OFHEEERE L L TR EL, JbigEXY Ofk
WREELCEHB L LT 5.
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ABSTRACT

Factors influencing road-kill frequency of red fox Vulpes vulpes with attention to the effects of landscape
structure and harvest of sika deer Cervus nippon yesoensis for nuisance control and hunting

in eastern Hokkaido, Japan

Tsubasa Nishio!, Mayura B. Takada'-*, Hiroyuki Uno?, Yoshikazu Sato® and Hisashi Yanagawa*

Laboratory of Animal Ecology, Obihiro University of Agriculture and Veterinary Medicine, Obihiro, Hokkaido 080-8555, Japan
2Institute of Environmental Sciences, Hokkaido Research Organization, Sapporo, Hokkaido 060-0819, Japan

SRakuno Gakuen University, Ebetsu, Hokkaido 069-8501, Japan

“Laboratory of Wildlife Management, Obihiro University of Agriculture and Veterinary Medicine, Obihiro, Hokkaido 080-8555, Japan

*E-mail: mayura@obihiro.ac.jp

We analyzed factors affecting the road-kill frequency of red fox, Vulpes vulpes, including landscape structure around the roads,
and harvest of sika deer, Cervus nippon yesoensis, for nuisance control and hunting in eastern Hokkaido, Japan. Generalized linear
models explaining the road-kill frequency of red fox in each 2 km transect were generated for the birth and pup-rearing period, and
for the dispersal and breeding period, using road-kill data for 2000 and 2009 on national roads. Model selection revealed that the
road-kill frequency during birth and pup-rearing period increased with increasing proportion of grassland area and the number of
deer harvested for hunting within a 1 km radius of the center of the transect. The road-kill frequency during the dispersal and breed-
ing period was associated with landscape diversity index positively, and with deer density index negatively around the transect.
These results suggest that important factors affecting red fox road-kill frequency differed between the two periods. We also suggest
possible effects on red fox of landscape diversity, utilization of shot deer carcasses, and indirect effects of deer.

Key words: deer management, habitat generalist, landscape diversity, wildlife-vehicle collision
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