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i@ X (Original article)

HiEtEDMICER T B A1/ 2 (Sus scrofa) IcH TS
REBIBFRO T IBSH

PR T L R Y EAR AT R B

%5

VAR, W KAV AL AR O A TG M O TEDS L, BRI didic £ c—KNicd
VIS EL T 2 C EAMBEE Ao TWV5d, mifiiic k3 21N TH %ttt &0 o
AT, WEBYNEDL S BBREZFHLTWE2ONEMIHTZC LIcX D, HilcERN K
FREITS T WAREL 5D, AT, TEEICTHBAOHEPEFET Z A/ v EN
Hl U, HHMELOLIMRTED X BEREZRBGMELTHHLTVWEDNICOWTHER
1To7z. 2018 7T HM S 2019 FE8HETIEDL Y Y —H AL A /O ERE TS
Wi ULCiditd p L ebilc, TOHNICHIT 2 HTESXOCHAEICHT ABREMEEITo Tk, 1
JVVORBITENERE I NAEEEHNA R E L, BEOMEICET S 13 OEREAREH VT
—RALFRIEET NVICH TWED., SIRPEVERZRD T, TORE, BEHLSICTH I T HEME
MEVERBEDBIRESNZEONPEDEND, WEBHAIEFEHICL>TELT R EEHLEMNI
Tolz, HMNAYH S EFHICL CIEBYMNHHAINTWS C AR E Nz, dificBiEd
DT, AREHOKL SIS, A/ VI REBGHE UTETFTAEENMIET R EEEL,
AV DERIE LR BN D B, hifthic s /vy T Bnnidic, BUOHRMK
TR HBEBICE SO THEAD A /2O X7 23R Tl U, (AESE B, BREIUGE,
TV ADREZREDWREBIICEGT 20BN H 5,

F—U—F  hEEE, RETE, AEE, BNLRS
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L IILBIC

AN BRI E R T 2 AN, AR OATEZEM
WK U T BHEMID, 21l Ao Th S, HHRE
HTHS TN TV 3 (Luniak 2004, Adams 2016) o HAT
&, M B AEMAESER T2 EN & LT, il
WD 7' (Ursus arctos) « JLBERERIEO=Z KV Y
71 (Cervus nippon) . SEEWR DA/ 23 (Sus scrofa) 75 EN
KIS TV A (i 2011, 32K 2015, KT 2018) |
NS OIS Tldix TETERM T, —RICH
B WAk TR FLEE D T T H B X N B D
WMESNEEIICE>TWVWS, BNTE, 1/ VU3,
JtifgE 7z Br < HARE T H 80 1 7x E it~ O
WMHBIC = 2 — ATHE SN T WS (HARREHR 2019,
TBS 2019, H7 L 202075 &)

A/ VUVEAARTZF TR, =N L7 TV A,
HEIs, A2 R, 727, HE, gy 7Iiihid TRL
B9 % (Kodera 2010) , fiifliEiHICE T 20, =k
VIUADX D RREE RV, MR E UM
BUETHD, HATIIHRE, FE BE IIX4GE0 1
BEYR ERERT S ENHENTVS FHH1975, /)
T« PIET 2001, A S 2009, NFS 2013) o EDFL
BWEDTIlK, FEALDE DU THIERNZ ., Z

RS20 - D2 4E 10 H 8 H JIRRSZH ¢
D) BRI IIZERT 22 BERRMARE A
2) MU RIERY AR

S3HE2H20H

D%, WEEFICHIET 5 Bk 2013) . BEEF T, 2
FHIG TR L, JRIEOEIZ1~9HTH % T L WG &
NTW3 G5 2009 , 0K ST EAEREZRE R
TE39 4, WRICK->TIERICH BN ZRI T L
W FZBLOWATIAZEERCITHRNEEZ SN TS
(e 5 2009) . EEMEAMAEIC KD & iR - KiE
HALC L Rt 75 e S skt g . LR PE R, PY [
i JUNHT RS, MvEsEER EiC A S VR L,
DAADILREMARRILE T & SN TWieh . FDE,
19784 520144 F TD 36 M TA /v OERy
DY 17 U, R AL 51 TRA T
% (kG 2010, BREGE 2015) o 1/ ¥ DREEVIHEITE
MsofEM & AERE L x> TR O, EREGER, i
L A EHAE O35 SRR D T BN
FENTVD CFHES 2009, FH - /NSF 2013) 6

MAEA /WL 72 Tk de < i lc &
HELHEEZH LTS G - Bl 2014, Kl 2016) o T
FEVL /S HIL TR BT AN AL/ oD EZE L, H
HEHIAN DD N2 S IR > e BEA 5N T
M. FENRF TR L diEHEL O (kO R A ER
WHER, A /DL ) T )8 (Quercus) DEEEFEMN
WA TA /I yMENT 2R o7z & B 1R
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INTVDS G- Kl 2014) o ACRADRHRIC A - 7]
e, AEEY) & AR OHLEZ% 9 U il 720 o
M TR <, TEEL T & A & AN OEIRS
FTANERE L O BIRAAA S NS (kG 2010, YLK « fAH
2017, faH 2019) o AHS (2008) 1. NG 2 N
A AR Db 2 PRI L V03 TH %
TEERHSMILTWVS, Lieh> T, ARDOATEZER
ICHEH T 2 H1EERS CTd 2 FAMMIT, 1/ 22 OBREER
IR Z RIS 2 C LI XD . ZhRIR OB FE i 7
EOMKEHELCDTENARELRDTEA S,

HA LB, EEAL /oD miEcElLTw3
J—ay R \FHTE, hiffith & Z O FEOHRKIC BT
A7y OBREFIFIRNDTFHRSE N TS (Thurfjell
et al. 2009, Amendolia et al. 2019) , 1/ ¥ i34 EHhD
% & 75 2 BRI B TR AT RE 75 AR VD TR DR
RAEIT, FIH LT WEMINEET 2 iz fiE i
FIHT %2 EMHS MR- TS (Stillfried et al. 2017,
Castillo-Contreras 2018) , Mifiii TD AN & A/ ¥ > DL
ZID T T, RO 2 7k Sl T2 A L
RNT EWEBEEN, LD 2 (E RS,
BENHIR, BREEHENRNTH S M ERSnTY
% (Toger et al. 2016, Amendolia et al. 2019) .

HAENTIEA /Y VIcBALTZINE TEIEICETS
WEE 2 <. SHUKORBESMFIC K > TR A Z

R BEEE

Fig. 1. 4O\ T Ml ZESMRE AR & Z 00

FIHT 2T EDNHASMNICIZ> TS GHH 1975, Kanzaki
and Ohtsuka 1991, ZNSF « #filiF 2001, KREZ 5 2009, /NF 5
2013) o EHICKHIT, T —H AT AW Rgidik
ZE LICHBBEEORFEX I TN TWVS (EH - 2 2004,
HFES 2014) o LA L, WifELO WLz 5 e U,
AN ED KD FRIEZEIRIICHA L TW5 D0
DWW, EEMICHHE L7z olid iz, 22 T AWt
ZeCIE, HEHICEEE T 2T, BT A X T OlUg
ZHEiT, 4/ VORBITENICEHL, HEICRHE
N2 G & BRI & ORRZMNT Ui, BREERE L
TA/ VY ORBITENCEE R BEREEZ DN LR
BERBERBICEH Ule, KRS, BT Al HERE
YiztlE L, BNEYIZHAET S ickD, ERICE
DS HEBYENRT 200 E 08 THE Lz, itk
AND M2 < Te b DR G R 2179 Tebic, it
i HEH 9 B R ERRE O LA BN T A/ VY DB
VISP REBL T ORBERMEEIHSNCTHZ EAHNTH
B

2085 51k
AEM
ARG TR EER\ LTI b % EAL WS B F LA
RIS - B bERE BRI B WIS 2 BER MR 22
(Jb#i35°38'33”  B#%13971700” ) (LLR. BlE) O

o e -

TRENE A R T RRE T, RIS Z ERRMRL 2R OB, HRIESM, IS EM 2R,
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Bk TITo 72 (Fig. 1) o FHERIE & RELRE LR
EDih & ZFDOHMD EFEH & OBEFRICNIE T S )AL
E56.11haDHEMTH %, PERIOERE L7z L & id
REBEBEIC K> THWENTVE D, & 2,
SRV Y AE T O BRAE RS A1)V N — Nl
ZRALT, BERANZBEIL TS (—i L
HENAARBME M2 2019, 2020) o £z, BEE
OILMHDP N X EEHDED B o BHZR O IX
183~287m& EIRICE L, WHIZEL L THIIAKD
IMLJEBED KRS R T AN 570 LR ¢ i
ThEBEME LOEEO LEN, R EOEER
HSAAT = O [ CUIBIH O — LR R & 5 Bk
HOTHTEBbNTWS (BH - A4 2000) ,
NOBEBE R AL S T H Y (Quercus myrsinifolia)

Table 1. 1/ > > D784

BEX T F I Ullicium anisatum) —E X (Abies
firma) BETHZ LHEIN TS (PBEARS 2010)
1921 B R RSB L x> TG I, TV F
(Zelkova serrata) *° =7/ F (Magnolia obovata) 75 £ DJis
RSO/ F (Chamaecyparis obtusa) ¥ 7 —2Z <Y (Pinus
taeda) 75 £ DFFERI O REARGABAM (39.81ha) DEK S N
TiE . RMEIT IR (6.94ha) | U7 T IRIFM
(7.96ha) HNEK S, —BREGFICRFHEN TV 5,
AHAHICIE . 199941 A/ ¥ IMRA LT T & DR
ENTWS (HFF - FH 2014) . 7z, 2013FFIC=R oY
AWNEANLEN SR A LT EAMERE SN TS (I
#REREER 2017) o 20144E 1 DARE, = > AR ABAIED
TeH DOIFEMEENRRE E N iz (HA S 2018) o @A
B7Z2iT> TVBD, I/ e k> THEICHIZE

TTEEH TTEINE

1. %#H) Ed, NED, Wol WL, 2L, HIRICEZANTERL TV 2561 [2.48
] &Lz,

2. B W bowAR, . BE HEEHYAREERERD,
HiH % S PHDE CTHE D . BRR L a0t it BfTE D &, 272 L. &z I Tw
2 03 2R > T e 1B & L7z,

3. oKk IRDIKITY) % AF 1 TS ATE,

4. XAV T7F VA

ROPJLHEAMPCEHTHERL X ZANE DL 5, XZANIHEE AT ORI, X 2T

HEZFTHV2F5, Retlvicikz T vo05,

5. fifrik HERIEDTHIET 2, oG, RBE B, HE2 2 CTERD 5 WIiTET 2178

RS,

6. 2178 CEIA)

SRR B> R~ DR L. DD bR~ 2 IR 123 7200 B 5 780,

JEERAS T & 1c Tl HIERE O U e b v,

7 A 2ATE) (B - B
FehdbwlHEz,

SRR L3 20 & H LRI LAV, BT 278235, 72720, YEELOLA
le. thexf78) CBAD J & L7,

Table 2. Jll3E U 7= BabiA 5 & Z O3

HHE il /Ml S UN[}

TR B3 2 258 TEARAEL EEDEAY S 3.17 0 18
R ARAREL = AE 14.6 0 45
TIEARAREL = 20.9 0 70
tEx 47 B2 TARILTERI 12 o FIT, VRIEIAZERSS 7 . SHEER7 - . e L6~ T

T BT 2 25 (52%) [EUDESY S KILPKIE (V)37 r,  HERSE (R)24 7 7r,  HARHIEHER) (D)3 7 it
T IEEEE RS (mm) I 8.99 4.40 16.20
RO (mm) RO 10.92 4.40 17.80
AR (mg/m?) BIER 0.43 0.21 0.70
HREAKE (m*/m®) RHIZERL 0.32 0.17 0.69
BEEH R (mg/m?) BIER 0.15 0.00 0.38
HERA B & (kg/m®)  REAOZEEK 0.88 0.22 2.71
HERE YR E (g/m®)  RIVER 0.63 0.00 2.00

Z DA TEAEL = 3.83 2.00 10 (&75107)
Rz EEDEAY S 1.70 0.00 9.00
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N, A/ VRMONNERENT 2 EDEREINTY
% (mih5 2019)

ETFFAASZRWITHRE

FHEHINIC20184E7TH D 520194E8HIC L —RK T
ZIVETA A AT (Ltl-Acorn b L)L 71 A5 6210MC,
LFETFAARAT) 2306, At eBIcHE Lk
(Fig.1) o sEfEFTIE IR, R, Rk E2MAEZ &
H. AF (Cryptomeria japonica) * & ./ F (Chamaecyparis
obtusa) *+ XV EOHIEBOREK, a5 (0.
serrata) * 7V Fix & DG ELIERFEOGBMK, AXY
A (Castanopsis sieboldii) + 713/ ¥7% £ DH fRILER>E
S FEMRE UIRIREMK, FEARDVIOWELIZL £ 2 HRk7%
B2 T 2 X DI Lce N ATDOETIEHI2 m
EL. AEEFKB0EDOFMEEAEDXoICHELE, €
TANAZOEERER, BEIT ¢ 7 L. g0
B, 02— Lo & U CEIEHRE 21T 5 7ee 71 X
ZDSDA— R EEMII1r HT LKL, ZOHEH)
HzEN Lz, BT AT =220, HEgFEHH - Ik
2 - IR - ERE - frB 2Rl LTe, CoTA /Y
U E N Em 2t U DUROFTIc vz, 14
MOETFAMmiGH) SHEERE N1/ YOI TEELL R 7 %
AT THolz BEH) HRE) AUk T (X ZETk
ZHEOMT2) AT AL Tkl T4 78 G

Mrb 2178 (BC% - B4 ) (Table 1D o FRETTHNICIE. Hb
R OEARRIR E2REL TS HEA. iz > THR
2, B, S IAGEEZBRXTVSHFIOEN,, H
[fil 72 5 CTHE > TV % DM 2 BTV 2 AN D 5] 50 it
77 ST O RN H VTV HRETE L Tz, Hif
KRz TWEH, iz s I T0» 2 HhliE

MRETH ) Tiad TBEfTE ) cavi, E74m
BICHEBURAD RS S NG E. ACITEZ &> T
EERURE Uiz, /e, HEBUAADNRE 5178121772
Ba. (T eI OR Y Y R Lic, ZNEROTTHE)
BIERH T, hATHIEN T LICERI LT,

RERAE

307 FTD E T4 A1 A SR O AE K 0 B 1omELNIC
AEFITLHREARICONT, @mEAR @10 mbl ) . HEAR
(fEs mEAE10 mPAT) o FEA (BfE1.5 mEA L 5.0 mEAT)
WK T, FNFNOAREE Y s Ui, £z, LEK
DRATHREET LR E LI THRLTER | V&
IR . TEFESE . TLEAGL) ICnBliz, ik
BRIC DWW T 42z VW 2, (Table 2)

THGRA RO R LR ERZ S (2010) Z25E
iU, UTOFIETITo7z, B TA IR TR ino
HIRICT50 em X 50 emARKPEZFRE L. ZTOHICTENZHE
FABY R RE Ul BRELEABYIEEEBEICH bR
D, 80°CASIRFRTEZNE L 7otk WIRERZWE Uz, HERE
HHEYIEIZ2018fE 12D S 1 HICRELIY VIV %

Z 1AM S54H) OREMEE U, 20196 A 5THICER
LY TNV 2ESE SANS10H) OREEE Uiz,
ERZBLD BRN 1%, RS20 em & T W 72 Hi il
L. HERMOHERIT > 7o, HIERmOWEEZHET 5
feodic, (AR Z O TR D S ERE 5 &
ZEES eml B K100 L ERIE % Z N7 nsmE3D
AL, ZOFEEZEH U, & SICEmAES0 cm? (E
I8 em) | X2 emDAFE100 mLOMEZ LV, X
1~3 cm®D T HEZ2 38 THEN L 7z, FRELL 7z T HRIE =
IHRBIRD . FREFE S (W ZHIE L7z, 100 °C 481KF
Mz L, HzEs (Wd) Z20E Uiz, f2iifg o i
AHE2 mmPEOFSLEIC DT > 2 mm) &ML (< 2 mm)
KoL, ZThZEhodEE (Weg, Ws) ZHIEELz, Th
S5DOREMZHAV., LTOXNS, MlEAREE (Bd .
PRIRHARTE /R (We) . S HE R (Go) ZRHIL. 21
TN O Z R U,

Bd (Mg /m’) =Ws /100 (1)

We (m*/m’) =(Wf-wd) /100  (2)

Ge (Mg /m’) =Wg/ 100 (3)
T HEEREEIC DWW TIE, Table 21779 718 H # BRBE A8 &
L7,

Zofth, HiERLICET 22HEEMELTNA KL
(Table 2) » BHUIFOREIZGPSHHIE (GARMIN eTrex
20J/300) ZHWTHEIE ZiliR T 5 2 Lic kb, BTFEH A
Z AR R B 1 om BEEE S 72 © OFE & (m /10 m) & LT
KDz, oo ETFAATIMENBEICRDZTE/E
DA A Tzo TOBX. 2 MBEIEERETTIEe
Jifi & UCReER Lz,

BEOWRE

20184E3H~20194E11 H & THEHAN TR LTz 1 ./ ¥
T DE BT LTz, BIRTHHEZImmA Y ¥ a
DEBNTKEL, FREZ I ONHRE Uz, Z DX,
AHED (2014) B8 XT/NSF « fhiRg (2001) 7% E DEATIIIEZ
$Z L LT, HPERY). N, 7 - RESHE.
ZofMiofE T - BIE, M- B B, BiE. Zofth
OFSHEFEDOIEHICK 7 Ulze 1RIOFREY > 7V Tl
HE20~50gDHE 2 T VT2,

0.6 § LECV/S

nER - L

n (W - BE)
e (B
AUTFUR

RE

LE2 ]

04
8A 9A 10R 1R 12A 1A 2R 3A 4A 5RA 6A 7A
2018 2019

Fig. 2. Y —H AT KB4 /T2 DF o AL
FFE 7 HE LT Table 1 2,
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-?-‘ a.
{ _.-_2':'\ 3 ‘ 7. ; |
2019F48~5A4 201968 ~7H
0000
BEHEE 0510 15 20

Fig. 3. %71 X F I 350 % EREBGE RS O /0 4

IRRRIE Z MR E R OIVE 279 . HRIZINE E DIKRZEIRT o
BREAA TR ZRU, 27 AT EICREBITHOREHIE P8 I AT H) 28 L. RADOKEE TR

L7z,
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Photo 1. €YY Y F 7 (Phyllosta

Photo 5 A VT DHEITA S T T A 2T (Pleioblastus
chino) &Y< (Morus australis) Dffi 1

L, R LTS, s
uttuynia cordata) DR%EXXR2 A )2

" S
Photo 3. K27 % 3 (Ho

s |

Table 3. s BRBEZ BRI D FH BB %
TR TR AR L AR WERCRE WERERE Ml LAmE RRaKE BaRR | BENO BENGD

EREA%

v A 0.194

TIEARL 0.108 -0.141

RHE -0.012 0.181

SEAEL -0.369 -0.285 0.304

T P2 -0.087 -0.006 0.087 -0.035

TR -4 0.102 0.083 0.153 -0.025

LA E -0.278 -0.209 -0.143 -0.264

R E k% -0.483 -0.225 0.069 0.163

HEHR 0.202 0.304 0.081 -0.096

HREEYE (%) 0.294 0.066 0.176 0.029 0.086
YA E () 0.340 0.075 0.153 0.226 0.148 -0.241 -0.073 -0.138 -0.185 -0.024

AT~ VIEMHBR CHEZ o 2Bk s GFRR Lz, K P <001, #t: P<0.05

BKR A BT 55 20 % 4 =, 2021]
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Table 4. —BALAIEE TIVIC & 2 B FM ORI TEIHULIC D % BIBEA RO Fh M

269

Aug.-Sep. Oct. -Nov. Dec.-Jan. Apr.-May Jun.-Jul.
IR 5 , ) 2 ,
Wald y° P Wald y° P Wald y° P Wald y° P Wald y° P

Gl 0.21 0.65 0.03 0.87 1.31 0.25 3.53 0.06 7.69 0.00**
Rt x4 7 6.33 0.04* 3.44 0.18 2.18 0.34 2.70 0.26 6.06 0.05*
FER2A T 6.16 0.10 4.40 0.22 5.34 0.15 4.01 0.26 2.67 0.45
TR 6.39 0.01** 6.28 0.01** 1.43 0.23 3.11 0.08 1.66 0.20
THERERTHC 3.32 0.07 0.72 0.40 1.16 0.28 2.88 0.09 0.61 0.44
il 2y =g 0.62 0.43 0.05 0.82 0.13 0.72 3.65 0.06 4.35 0.04*
AR K 0.21 0.65 0.32 0.57 4.52 0.03* 3.22 0.07 0.48 0.49
MeaHE 0.52 0.47 0.20 0.66 2.38 0.12 2.85 0.09 0.14 0.71
HERE AR & 9.44 0.00** 0.34 0.56 2.70 0.10 2.96 0.09 0.04 0.84
FIEARAREL 0.86 0.35 1.79 0.18 3.33 0.07 3.05 0.08 1.43 0.23
AR A EL 3.14 0.08 3.65 0.06 2.08 0.15 3.21 0.07 0.55 0.46
TEARAREL 4.89 0.03* 5.05 0.03* 2.89 0.09 2.96 0.09 1.07 0.30
TEAEL 5.34 0.02* 0.08 0.78 1.87 0.17 3.16 0.08 0.07 0.80
LRz 5.24 0.02* 1.84 0.18 1.04 0.31 2.09 0.15 2.03 0.16
#72720. 2 A2 5 3 HRBERED DR, BT VIMERTE o7,
Table 5. AN TERIRE Wiz A/ 2 T DFEDONEY

No.  HHUEHH g PUGE BRI /R R/MRE B {0 Z DAty

1 2018.03.07 ++ ++

2 2018.12.20 ++ +

3 2018.12.20 ++

4 2018.12.22 ++ ++

5 2019.03.01 ++ +

6 2019.03.01 ++

7 2019.03.01 ++ +

8 2019.03.01 ++

9 2019.03.26 ++

10 2019.04.15 + +

11 2019.06.03 ++ +

12 2019.06.03 ++ ++ +

13 2019.06.11 ++ ++ +

14 2019.06.11 ++ ++

15 2019.06.11 ++ ++

16 2019.07.17 ++ ++

17 2019.07.22 + ++

18 2019.07.22 ++ ++ +

19 2019.07.22 ++ ++

20 2019.07.22 ++ ++ +

21 2019.07.22 ++ ++ +

22 2019.07.24 ++ +

23 2019.08.08 ++ ++ +

24 2019.08.08 ++ ++ +

25 2019.11.05 ++ ++ + + +

FHERECEDULFET S 2L 2R L, +RZNUT TH o722 & BIR T
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FEMT

A/ Y DOREBFEEICEER METREENZ M T
B0, —RILBIEE T VO TN ZiT> 720 1./
VVOBMIEMANTEENHENTVS D, 2
y AT ICRBHEEZEG ULHNERE Uiz, .
Table2D 13T H. §abBHEMEHZRTL L, &1l
LR/ E LT ZIT 5 oo @O EZIEE Y %
fedhic, ETIVEBAO TS ML L, VY IBEELT
W Tz, FREHRNTIZSPSS ver. 2512 K - Tf 7o 7z,

3. R

20184E7TH 0 520194E8 H (JEN106974 X T H) IR
ENTBOEDET AN AT DRT—X195981FD 5 5
WA D TERE S N7z6606ff 2 VTN 21T > 7. i
AN, =KUYV Macaca fuscata) . =5k
2V X (Sciurus lis) . 7 13 A2 (Apodemus speciosus)
=R Y (Lepus brachyurus) . 2 X F(Nyctereutes
procyonoides) . Y./ T U< (U. thibetanus) . ¥V %
(Vulpes vulpes) . 7 > (Martes melampus) . =K 7F 7
< (Meles anakuma) . A/ >, ZRIA, REDT
Z A X (Procyon lotor) . )\7 €Y (Paguma larvata) .
Z U CHRBEHFRD T (Felis catus) . FUA X (Canis
lupus familiaris) TH >z &> & BEEHENRD > 2
DIFA /2T e ds254-TH D . 2RD50.6%7%
Hdiee A UERTDOH A THIT TR TNz,
Z DAL I3 R TlE0.012[E HA 5 5% Tl30.676[1
SHE AATGHIFIT K > TEMHENT,

ETA AR T306 2 TRIEMDH T LIZ2018F8H1HD
520194E7H31H X TOUEMOD T — X2 D THEH D
TEHE 2R LTz (Fig. 2) o A/ ¥ OREHIER,
CHMNSHMULIB LS, OHNLIHIKREZ L, 1HD
53IHDOEFIT Vi VENDH SNz (Fig. 2) o Ff7H)
B, BEID 16641 (53.9%) TIHREEZ . RO TIRA
M11931F (38.6%) « A VT F 2V ATTEAN 1471 (4.8%) .
foktrdEhixe fF (0.2%) . k11 £ (0.4%) . 21T
B CBIAD D55 (1.8%) . #h17HE) (B4 - B4 (131
(0.4%) THo T, BEHEREMRE ENIATHOEZ LA
£ (92.5%) 258, AEMNEEFHDOZ 28 L RE
WKER LTS ERHLMNI AR Tz, IREBITEIOHRY
SR G RMIAEDEE T, NARREEZL, 1HME3A
FE L&D o T, 21780 5 BERINZITEIL. 1
BTHMICHI26 AN SNBSS NI, XZELGTOD
BHRCRURZARICTTODTZ AT F 2 X TE)IE. F
fiize b —EME THERES N,

HIE X N Tz 13D BRETZ O K Ui P 72 Table 21
FLdl, RmMAOM TORBEBIfRIE Table 31C %
LTz, AFARTIE, THEMEORCEEIfE &
FEWHBEN S > 7o BEEH RS W E TIEIE Ot
THEEEE < T o T, Koo MEAEERSZWVIELE iR
S DRCEIED R < 75> Too RREEKED E ORI

DRI SH s HEA R =N DD H >
Teo RRIRBOVTRET B/ EAEDEZ L EEAEDD
ENEMDBD > Too BHEDNEOHIEUZ E FEABDZ W
AN H >, 2L, HRMEDORETH 2 VIFDOfEX
KR3.58CTH > Tcicdd, BREEZAE O L BRI I3 BEE
T GEMoTe ZDRD, 2L E W TLLT D 7z
1otz

RETHNSRFHICE DI TEZ D ENZ D%
BHEMCT B7DIC, 27 H T & OREBITHOMEE 2 KR
L7z (Fig. 3) o BREITEIN TN ZHIIE, FHIC L ICHE
T 1 EMZET EIREE R ERMHL TV, L
MU, 2AD53A DEEHEITFHCED o Too —MALRR
EETIIC K 2T TlE. BREITEIO S DMEV2H
MHIHZR S THRGZE T IVOMER S Nz, i
T LICHNZRTH 2 R BITENC R R 2 R DERETZ B
7557z (Table 4) » 8A M H9H DLREHILIIHERTH FEY)
| <, HEEERCE I EDME W RIS D D
o7z 10AMS11H TE TR EMEOEREEZ
EZ L DREITHN RSN, 12HD S1HICEEKED
BVEREINORMFENTz, 4HD 55 HICIZREI T8 231
BT 3R EOER T E s> 7, 6ANSTH
TiE, MTAREEN DRV B CREHEZ X&) -
Tzo WINOFEMICHBNTEHHBITHOHZICHET S
TR E LT, MARKI D & LEEREOMED TIHH
TNz,

CTF A MG SREBYINHERTEDES5EDH
(&21hD4.6%) THHO., ZDONRIFZ2018411H D Quercus
JEOERIED 24, 2019FE1H DT T Hh Y (Q. glauca) D
BEN3F. 20194 H DET Y I F U (Phyllostachys edulis)
DR/ AN, 201945 H D 2V VN (Polygonum
thunbergii) DIEEMIM, 20194£6H R 7 X 2 (Houttuynia
cordata) DM 131F, 201996 H D 2 2 XA (Oligochaeta)
W2 T o7z (Photos 1, 2, 3,4) o 1ELALDOBYET, H
M7z & T 0 R T HRRTH 21T > TV EHH, MZ2BNT
WBDWHITE RN > Tz,

PAEIRHIC G2l D1/ > OFEEFRRL., NE
Y7z 8IEHENC 73 TR LTz (Table 5) o W NOFEHICH
WTE T AR 2 (Pleioblastus chino) 75 & 7 & {8 11
R EAREDE TNz, BrEMYOPIciE. Rk
KEETHICZRICAEN TS LB H >z (Photo 5) o
oo LA RABERLEROENFTENTH
Teo AVEOBRBINANSIAZTERAMGENZ, B
RIHLN D& LT, 63V T (Morus australis)
DOFffiF. TAWCYIVF Y (Actinidia arguta) OFET- & R
BRI Nz, BRIEEITEMNICEZ 3G 0VH, HEh LRI
M THEICEEN ., BiEoEY L LT, N
ABH) DY & DO—E8, T2 K 3 H8 (Onthophagus
sp.) A Y LK} (Carabidae) DRSS EHHAD —H RS
Ente, 2L ORHFIIMD RSN, FEDRDT
ERBEMMDRBL TV, BOREIZTEED
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ol A/ VVONRICEHEETZ AT IFIIIH=
(Amblyomma testudinarium) (7 )v— 3 > JHHCEXIN D %
WIFIEEXINCERIAFAE NI E D) BEHE Nz, ZOfh
ELT, ANIYIHRkOD L2 MG £ Nz,

455

R TIRIE, 1/ ¥ VIBRREI D 50% 7%
Z. o L BB ENZIWAITH > 72, M UHHHA
HITI b NTIZ2005FEDFETIE, XX F 38%) . NI
TV (28%) . TFIR (19%) O HEENEL ., 1./
T ORGEIE Q%) THoTh, 20124EIIE A/ e
KD32%7%z b BICE > Tz (HF - FH 2014) o HEHEST
DEFEDIRIL & Ak CREARIESES B 2016)  AFiEH
THH/NETFHHIPTEEWIHB DS BicA /U hiH
milizZ NN 2 %,

Ko, BN TORBHEZIZENSKICEZ <, X
PIRNMED D > Teo A/ T D IFFARMICHEIT 18] EE
TV, HEOE—271E5~6H A TH S (LI 2008) o
AIFFET S HUANTINE WLz N 7z A X RERDY D
THERRE N T WA o, HEMIZ4A TRAEEEZ DN
%, BEMHRICHIT T, ORIV 2 < Offk
MIEFEICE X A% & & THEEHE D L0 - 72 alietED &
%0 Flzo A/ OTEIBOY A XIEHIHIC K > T62
ha ~ 4830 hal KE7EMH D (Garza et al. 2018) | [F]—Hl
HTHLREHA(LL, HELCERREDONBELZ TS &
MHISN TV % (Massei et al. 1997a, Keuling et al. 2008) o
ARFHAEMIZHKIS6 haZm DT, A/ ¥ O THEIEFH &S
IKERATND EEZEND, FICARICHREHENE
UKL o feBilth & LT, G =mZb L, 3
BRI T R LIl eEZADBNS, 1./ DI
G 5 0IE a7 Y 7 ORHZ(LT S HENE. BN
HNTELHBN TS (KRS 2008, Thurfjell et al. 2009,
Morelle and Lejeune 2015, Amendolia et al. 2019) i3
W Tld. EFEO T DOFICHRMRO TENEL 55720,
A/ M2 > TR ZRERT BT80N AT S
(Massei et al. 1997b) . Z D7z, RN TEYIHIES LI
R RZEFRCEBW RO THEHHANOHERNET S &
EZ 5N T3 (Cahill et al. 2003) ,

A/ TR ENTWURO R E 2 REBE L BEIN &
DTV, KRS, A/ VMo se Tl 28 D e
SRHRTZITHNEDFHTELZALN, 1/ D
EHROZ W 5 LIBERREITHICH S & h
T E N, FHICED BRICHT TORETTING LED
FZoDMWIEATZ XD IFA TR 28D H - Fo, il
FOXRRETIE, /YO DE LD LIZH RS
NTOVEWGFO GRG0 LEH AT TN TV
(A1 2017) &b, HIBEWOHEED A/ 22 DRFETT
FNTHWB L TV R REEN D o 7z, HIZE TR HTFEDOKR
TVAFLHBRICE I I AFEH RO ENEL L, 4
VRTINSO EBERNTVDS E#RENTE, &
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FICBWT, HANBYIOHFHETIE I I RBEIMHETE 2D
ST, Bl T I I AFEEBRXTV SRR FERE N
Too Fio, WHEOYHIIH TIIMH S N> 72, H
HUADRRHUI A A & U TSIt S Nz, 2
S SR, AREEA ORI Wiz,
BN SEREIRTUIMIE T E Ao Te, TDXHICI
2 R BRSO EYIRI 258 Nl LS TH %
Tk, /O KXBIE (S 2008) 721 Tl
L, BNEYIRRETE ONSF - #ilg 200D ST
%, W5 (2020) 1. BEBIEO REMFIC SO THEI N
fed )V OIGNEYZDNAN—I—FT A V71 &> T
fiEht U DERIAEEDNEHE L - T SEASELEYE OJE L)L
HBEVFFL ANV TOHEZEATREIC Lz, 5%, 2o Lk
Wl fRTTEIC & . 4 v OBYRIIRA & 0 &
HMCHS MRS T ENHE S NS,

KIET A/ > DREITE 2 HEICT - To HHM
FOMWVEITE., Ml EAEESESHRMUNE T
Hote, MIEAREN DRV EWS T EIEHRLIRMEE A
FHELTWRHETHZ T Lk, HAKILENE
<L KM E L, WD IRZRED T VRS AT
BRETHZTEERELTVS (N 2001, T2, C
5 LTz RRIREESE DTE I & 2 2 f7A L L Eghyh3
DboTWVBZ EHHISNTWVS (A& « JIIE 2001) » L
TeloT, A/ VIERERIIAF R EZHKRTS
PR, TSRV ZRIHT % 2 LT, RRBWEE
FFTw3eEZOENS, ETA ALV TH
BRETO. ZTOTINC K > THEEDHHE S N HETH
L LIRSS NIz, A/ ¥ oW EE oKW ERE %
REGHMELUTRINLTWS EFRFC, A/ YV HRE
EREICITO T Ic kD, HEEEME RS AHEE S
EZbNE, 1/ VVICKBERENDOETND 5V
TEMNREBE LT, e 23 LB Moz
e TN TS (Welander 2006, Sandom et al. 2013,
Burrascano et al. 2015) , HARDHEHEALTE A /2D
TEABA IS Bic DN, ERERADWENEIELT S
ATREMEDVRB T N D,

REFEICEET 2 ENEIFHI L Ici Rz, Th
. A/ VN EEH T LICRBM R EETVE NS
ZeEZLENG, NFDL Q1) KB L, FHOFE—E
HEH X4 A D EFIEREY), S~e AW 28, 7~9H DT
R, 10~12 AP, 13HBEE cH . BEHIT
CIKFHLRTVWERZFHL TV aEANE SN,
KB TE ., 4~5 QIR EBITEIDER T B 1S T
Ho. EICKT ) aArBERBMGENMEENT, .
10~1THBXUI~12HICEP LI Z S 5 o h E
I3 TH Y, FZEN I ZRISE BTN
HRF 2 BEXRXTOHMUGENMEENT, £z, TORHHD
HANRD S L BmOBFFANER S NIz, TNLISORE
B, W OhoERZH S, RETENIEHER
IOz Tz, #omhbd, F—0fh5ER



272 MREL At

A =<
o \Q§_\\:f\\\ K2: R E BN
> \§z>ﬁ\\< PG2: FERE B It
3 Sy _

— PG3: i R W SAEHA

S OF: FERBEEESY
74 o wetmmeEe
1’; ) 03a: HERBIEES

7 Q3b: FiE R EIEEES

A Ve
ﬁ H: R EmDTH
Q3a !

Fig. 4. JOut8/\ L i A O e
(ESEFN R ST E R S o > 2 — 20 Iy
@&§$7—AVX%EHNWE6HSHW%ﬁ
WIHERR)

B, RE, B BELGEDNMEINTE O, iz o
BEBATO R ORBITEI & — B LT R x> T,

AR T IR TN DSBS B BRI & U
THEAEBRRICBE§ 2 ZBONEIRE NG o T, 1 /2
MR Tl 2 DERBEITHKT 3 2 E SN T2,
E N CIAZERI M Z2 2 IR R 9 % & WV 5 lEDZ 0
(Abaigar et al. 1994, /NSF 5 2001, Cahill and Llimona 20047%
&) o TNS DBHFFEINILH AT — VORI ToH > 72D
Wt Uy RIFFETHGR L LTRSS 2 A4 7DV
HTEYA 7RI/ T 27, ke LTI ZHAMH
EMERLLEHRRE > T, £z, 4/ Y UDIFA
THHT 2RI (aFF, VI8, ¥IhY) idndh
b, R THBEICHB T2 TH %, HFEREA
FUIEH D A3 5 T PERICZ < EB LTV, L
Teho T GRIOMEART —)IVOHR T, WAEZKILM
RTEDEDAABTH D, ZD7D, HAEICEIT 5%
BT hc< - EZA NS,

ARAEHD A > VIFFICEISRITHT T, YA
TARITIRIE T % R G REA BRI 2 RIS U TR S %
TLT. ZHEEEZB TR EEA BN, £, 1/
TV OFRBRIISE [ > TR THAIT 2R TH
27, MRNEIREZIT S TeHITIE TIEETE ORI
HHETHBEIEDHENCE ST A/ D BFED
MO TEBERE S L bR IR I, Tl D S B 72l
Pt & D & I T WO ARMMIRENC 2 < AAET % nTEE
MWD %, KT, AWIZE2T > TR\ L7 iiJiAT
. FEALLFKIE R FD v 05 E ORI B OGN 2
<L KB —LEz R e 3 22 <ms oLz
& D WM DFED Iz Fr BEHINS LEATPE I LK oD 1 B8 13
WIS % (Fig. 4, FESRHR AW E AR S
YR—2019) o UTehdo THifHIC B I 2 k3. 1/
Ty DA RIS & 73 2 AR B 2 i A % ATREMED
HBHTEMNRMBEINT, UL, FBEMELTEEA
EFAE N o T &FE, hifHiNEL T 5 A S
T2t LAY, %, XOIREAT —)LCrifh
WEADA 2y DITE 2 i 2 0B H 5. Kz,
MEERL O FM T, HBREZ EOlzE LIy

A7 g FHIL ., ARBCEBEO5RL-P BB i, By
AR IE 7 & DX R FHNCHE T 2 NETH %,

e
EN T EC YN NS I EATS IR R s S 74 N 113 7B s
RBIC I B EREBABR Y X 7 LNOBIFE (H30~R2) | DR D
—#Th B, BRI, X HHOMEIEHRMBEHILNZ
FERMBLIZE OH EARRKIC, WY OE E X AR EE T
W Iwizizniz,
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Soil characteristics of feeding sites in wild boar (Sus scrofa) inhabiting
sub-urban forest

Noriko HAYASHI" ", Karin TAKAYAMA?, Shuichiroh YOSHINAGA" and Tohru KOIZUMI"

Abstract

In recent years, middle and large-sized wild mammals have become inhabited near the urban areas. By clarifying
habitat use in the forests around the city, which is the stage before they appear in the city, it is possible to take
efficient measures in advance. In the present study, we investigated what environments are used as feeding places
by the wild boars in sub—urban forests. Video images were recorded at 30 sensor camera points for one year,
and environmental surveys on soil and vegetation were also conducted at each point. The generalized linear
model (GLM) was performed with the frequency of the feeding behavior taken as the objective variable and 13
environmental variables such as vegetation and soil characteristics as explanatory variables. As a result, it was
confirmed that wild boar tended to forage more often in soft soils from spring to autumn. However, omnivorous
wild boar tended to change the feeding places according to the season. At the foothill forest adjacent to the urban
areas, the number of wild boars will increase due to the favorable soil environment for them to forage. In sub-urban
forests, it is necessary to predict the risk of wild boar invasion in the city in advance based on the soil environment,
and to implement measures such as population management, environmental improvement, and installation of fences
at an early stage.

Key words : soil hardness, feeding behavior, vegetation, sub-urban
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