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el T R 5 7 0 ¥ x (Vulpes vulpes) O
1 — N VR B R BB R O T
EH L O RBREE R LT v o W BRER « MO ECER LT

e R, mmEe st T #zr e s i Al

VAT I BE S B AR TR T

» A3 AR A DR - BT EBRIEAH - BBERE < » % — F AN

i B B A

VIR PR AR B AT B R

1 3

AWFgE T, A ERhEG s B i e — Ve
ADFELE LT 7 h ¥ ¥ 3 Vulpes vulpes (LR F 2 #)
Zexbgac, AtfmEPAFE R I Lt s s e — F
FAF— 2R MNT, T OFAEHD AR O H I
J o SRS s X OV o b (Cervus nippon yesoensis,
LR o ) oBRER « Jiio 552 10 A B8 A Bt L 72, 2000
~20094DF v FOEBPICETA e —FFArF—a2%2
DDOFEFMITH T, BB 2km fECE Y] >F b F v 2 b
Mo e — B e J8E R AIER L Lic—fbiiz = 7
M X AT R T -, FRUIEEERL, 7 vt
7 NP, 7 v 2k ORL B 1 km
P& Eh Ariithh, Hot, B, fkombiss, o
NFBRER, Sl S HREIRE, +» OFIEERE, ¥
B, b O QEEEEETH D, T ORE, PE
fre&GH GA~8H) oF viadu—FF gl
VERIFTI Te sl i & & b S HIN U te v db B — 8 D28
iz D WAL, S Il RNC RS oo D
FIRELN B T T { Te o 7. i 2RI (9 H~
2H) oF vy roa—FE i EEuTslo SRR
D&, o v OFREREMEGEIT TS o T, K
Mok b, +HHcsT sy 20— FFaAdstii s
BItRO B 5 BRITFEMIC X - TRIH Z RSN, ¥
Tod v F LRBOSRE L OFRESF Y RIC L SR
FEREE R O hEYE, oo v » xa b BalEh I
OfEM s £ v 2 0BT 5 & & &% fefE AR
AR (ol

F L & (C

AT, MR AR TR A S b il o el (v —F
Fou) AL Tv% (Gunsonetal 2011), AHY - chifl
FAEO e —FEix, AHOEGCERLZELD
Lz, BAEBMORE L VI BT TR, #Hie
IR T & DR AR & 5 BB b F Bl Ik DR
WHLBETHD EFE 2 B (Seiler2005). i TOHf
BT, v—FF Ao BN 25 )
(Clevenger et al. 2003 ; FAIZ 2 2006) , iz e —F
F L O FEE AR LA O RS AT e E o [T e g
A<= (Seiler 2005 ; Orlowski and Nowak 2006), i 4 5 1]
O (Grilo et al. 2009) , )% (Kanda et al. 2006)
Te Lotk I BERNGEELZTTHIIEI RS Z b
Mo TEl. 295 LIcHENS, SFEHfEon—F
FANRFEET DA D= XLBFELICHEDY A7 2
TRIEE LI TEHEE 2B % (Griloetal 2009).

et s T H A - R EE O v — N
WL Tk b, Fricx v o Cervus nippon yesoensis (L,
Feh) ETHF Y A Vulpes vulpes (LUFF 7 3) O —
FEADE L (liEss 1998 ; T - #51998), Th b
D7 ORI EAEN & E 2 B BT S F4 L
Tw A (52003 ; /I 2006). & Z CARFgECLx, dudd
WHRBOTBIKIC ST 5% Y F O — FFAiciER
L, 2000 ~ 2009 Fo -+ P o FEEc kT A e — K&
NT =2 T EORAEREBRT 5 BN L
fo. BPAEEM O v — 1L FE % 2 — R EC A Sl
DGR L - THIe D Z LB TV 5728 (Grilo
etal. 2009 ; thZ A 2010), ARFZETILEF ¥+ OEREE
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(fifi 71 2004 ; Uraguchi 2009 ; Gosselink et al. 2010) # %%
1z, 3H~8 HOEMIN~FAM (LUFEESF - HiF &
9H~2 HogBdll~Z R (LUF s 2R o2
DFEFNH T TR AT - 72, EHT2HEFE, [
T OAGE B L EM R oS & Ch b, KA
OEWEGAEE LTk, B, EEBHE, gk I, i
EWVS S ODFBEFICIER Ui, i, EEPHh, R
TN Y R & » TSR E S e b 2 &b
B (ZEE 5 1987 ; Nakazono and Ono 1987 ; Jedrzejewski
and Jedrzejewska 1992 ; Uraguchi and Takahashi 1998), =
NHDOFBERD S LTFhrn % ST H5H TF
Y AOERBEENRE D, TOfRe—FFans il
DHOTHeMEDE L bivte, N Y R ic b o T
WELTAIHESAD E WS HEAH LT (Silvaetal
2009 ; Uraguchi 2009), fEFHE O @\ & i) % 2 &
LA H 2 EH D (Adkins and Stott 1998), A% < 45
T HHBMTF Y FDu—FFANELL b bbb
Telien 2 EAMTHEZ BRI APE T, &bl
Rz RO LEREREE oEfFRic bR L
(Gardiner et al. 2009 ; Kadoya and Washitani 2011). % > 3
S E S F pBlER L AR T A 2 o b Y
FZVAPEFTLRATWAHI EMD (ZEFEH 1987
Silvaetal. 2009), #HEORBELEOHATGHED A2 —
vie—=FFAOREICKE BEbo Tu ot dH
% (Batary etal. 2007). % Z T, 5tl# 3 O Simpson O %
Bt ¥ v 200 — F AR08 L oBFR L L
fo. ZOffiiy, RBEFEOARE B E (Fi
BEHROMBNFRE TG Eh 53 L) @t s .
SHICAPIRETIE, FY2Du—FFadgltlvro
FEERER « FR E OBSfRIC LR L. T4, dbdE T
oA AEBORMPEEIC > Tw BT, BIFDR
B A HEEER 2, o4 F TR h Z i
WM& TR T A (Kajietal. 2010) . 2 5 L 72BiRER
RIMOBRCA U % v b OFRFENHIE S Ao, $THIR
Cler A ERTERCEERHD, ZhbOREER ¢
7= Ursus arctos DMHEP E L TFIH L7z b  (Sato et al.
2004), KAGEEBEOHhEEOEN (Uno et al. 2009 ; Kaji
etal. 2010) /o> TWaB Lol dhTw5b. £
Dtcdd, FrFHIH L OREXFIHL TS E
FEabh, ¥V FO0—FFLREL v H OFEEKE -
T & OB RO A iEE A B 5. Fiod v %
Du—FFdon PR, v ORI E W
5 NN L THEL LT TR, F ¥ 3 0M3E%C X
LEBECHEGEO LTI LD, »h OLEEE
FERGIMC A 5 A RER OB 2 A Ui el B X v

PR W oEs

LU BREELB D, £2T, Mo v s ot BEIER
BETH 5RO o h HEESR (Sighting per unit effort, LA
I SPUE) (Unoetal. 2006) & ®OBIffic b iEH Liz. Ll
DFEHENR L+ v 20 n— ¥ Jgd L oGV
T X DL, ToORRERExF Y FOa—FF
ADFEE LT W O S Ficoun T, Rl o
WEERNLELET S,

MHEE I UHE

1 A2

degE P, b AT AL U (42 ~ 43°N,
142 ~ 144°E) (Fig. 1), TBEO T iziE 3 %45 aT0
T, 2000 ~ 2009 412 B 1 A PSR 1 H —7. 26°C,
7 1 18.23°C, “FHAEREAK L 874 9mm Lo T\ D
(% %7, URL: http://www.jma.go.jp/jma/index.htm] ; fz#%
fEGRH 20124212 H 29 H). # 6 ElA #bkas, #2 B4 L
Wiz h Th b TEsh, FEKTIED & 7 Quercus
dentata <° v 7 % & Fraxinus mandshurica, »~/v = Ulmus
davidiana var. japonica *%° 3 A7 F Quercus crispula ¥ 5
THHKME D T~ 2 Larix kaempferi s & O N T,
o T ECERE, TAEPLKE L Vo R E
WrreiRbns, AFREOMEETHLF Y 7k, dt
3l O (3 IE AT I\ TRIZE S, T T 1990 444X
12 2 F OfEEEDNED Ui, 2000 48 LA A 72 5995
(e (HEHIZ A~ 2010).

2, FT— 2

UGBS T, RO S b v — LRI B B o
TR A Lo oG ixm L, £ OB ALE = H R
SAEEL TS, AFETIEF Y FOo0—FF oD%
e LT, AbdgiBh g R hs - e oo [ T s U s
2000 4E 1 H~ 200943 A F — 2 & H\iz, 208k
o — A3l S LTI TR TOEBECibh T b &
ED, AGHIENTORIEAIE RS Rtk L%
A AHTENTE L, FEOAGHEL, FHLT EEEE A
it v A (fEREAAGE TEWES) o F — 2 & v
fo. SO VY A, GER R AGH R S
HLWE oK aE L, SR BN oREN
TeHb A BTN, T OMb Al A A8 i A T O AKX
MloZMEE LicbDTHD, T o EEHHY
700 km (359 70 Ho i CiTh oAl R IC L D 22l
SENHEE ST 5. AR T, EE OAGH R EEE D
B LB W ERELT, #2320 u—FF
LML X FUEE 2000 ~ 2009 4E O [ DA 2 M4 7= 5 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).

bl sla 7 — 2 (& /24h) HEH L Tl
AN O S EE I, [7vB] (ALOS) O fR{geE
T A g B (A A 4RI 2006 425 H 7 H ~ 2011 4
4 H 17 B, Ver. 11.02) ( (c) JAXA) %, Wll% X
OV D27 7 — 2 1% 2001 4 BLAE O Bl 25000 (42
[ 7 — 2 Befl) (E-LMRED) ZehFhMuviz. 7 %
Du— FFAFEg L oo OFRER « 3 X OTSPUE & @
BUERPE o IciL, dCbEBUERIEIE v 2 — AR
LT % ESIRERER +s X OFFP 7 — 2 A, ki T
V& OBREREL & FFRMED I IE Ol 2 b LR
ZEIZ5km A v v B TR E ATV A, ABFE Tl
2000 ~ 2009 FEiCFl S E N Skm £ v 2 HETO o9
DEFEIEREREL, T, SPUE % 7.

A EMIRA OENE A 2km & LK) b, o R T
BHHEF s P EERLI T2 FRIL303TH
5. 3~8HOEM-BIFNE9~2 A5 - 2RO
2ODFEMIZENTH M T w227 F O 2000~ 200940
a— FE A REERFEH L (Fig 1), Ric& b7 v
7 b MO AT T Ao, MEAH L v A
L b HEE S hcEE oA R 7 — 2 (5 /24h) VT
A FRYE L oo A 5 & (Geographic Information System, LA F
GIS) =Tt Gt Py o [ 00 2830 45k %2 50 m HAAL T HL[X]
ftL, b Z7ve2 b NOBERHISEFEZME (5 /24h)
R U e EBEA oSS 2 E R b T 58, » 5
Va7 b OPOLELSSKE Tkm DFBD S 5 7 7 %5

et 20Xy 7 5 OZEBA Y —L (#3. 1km?) 1,
F v 3 OFTEIBMR (2~ 8km? ; BIHIZH2009) & AKX
o, Sy 7 > ICE TR L, b, B
b, FHOMIRER 3 L O I#EIER A GIS %7 LTk
fo. KPETIE S » 7 » NORBOLERE L LT, Ll
D& HEMEARERIC i % Simpson D ERIEFRELD % (i,
it G, MR, #ER o 4 oo SEER O A
MCTRBOLEREE D ke, o h OBREREL, R
SPUEE, 5km A » & = HLU T 2000 ~ 20094F K5 00 S K B
B, SPEREEL, SEYY SPUE & %1 Fh GIS ETibRL
L, %y 7y NOBEAMTFHEAYFEH L. GISICX
%7 — 2 O bIZ L, AreGISY. 3.1 & Spatial Analyst
extension (ESRI v+ 28 v ¥k fz4h), ArcGIS o= 27 =
F v i a v T 5 Hawth’s Tools, Xtools Pro 7 Hl L 7.

3. #atEHT

Hatmincit, #FEMcsFsr v 22 OB —
N oL SRR HIVE R L Lic— b = 7 v e
72 (n=303). B —FFAREBL0 XL GLC &,
B, I KEhpCHETE A0 Wy fiz e L
o, MR ELT, F 7 vz NOFEZSmE L)
B 1km O3y 7 » NOK ORI A g AR (i fih,
Hih, B, & kX OURBlOSERE D, I #8LE
&, v FIEEREREL, FHETTREL Y SPUE &2 n A 7z
ZhBHOERAO 5 LACHE & PR L km N O LR
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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

PCI 0.09 -3.153-2.05 0.326

River length (m) 353437 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 (/vear/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

EF Y RO v —FFAPORRITHERRFE BRI D
RN ENTRINI D, FERO2FHL €7 T
Mz tz. v h OFEREEFFIBULLLF ORI X b
M b2 HIic b e b L& 2 bhfZ Eanb, Hlod
AR E U Cliote. v OBRERILA < O BEER RS
ShTws4 7 Em~10 3 M, FF (2000 460 (%
11 A~2 A TEicfrbii (Kajietal 2010). # 7z,
BRER L o o D B E pE NRER I A L E A B
DOEH L, FLy h OLFOLEREE RS T
G EEZ bR, ZERECHB O R A€ 7 i
MAAL Tz, b T v s F ORLEOMIE () &FRE
(), FABORHEIEH (o) FLU2FEH (2,2 *Ht
st Frcimats (Boreard etal. 1992). LA EOZEHD 5
B, EPHER LR oS- A OB AR B
& (r=—0.81), Z0O2OOEE % LWL (L
FPC1). PCl %&bz T ORI ZEL D tolerance il
0.1l kAR Uizfesd (Table 1), FBAZERRIOILHE L
T 7\~ &Il U 72 (Quinn and Keough 2002). % > @
o — LR E AR L OPYROEE AR A 7
&, TRTOHFNER A G —Abig € 7 v 2 E L,
BB OT R TOMAEHENL RS EF AR L
T # #1 % 1 Akaike Information Criteria (AIC) 7% 5 L
fo. HHWEBOREER BT 5700, FET7L0M
) 7R T A e 26T Akaike weight (w) Z W THER
@ relative variable importance % i1 % L 7= (Burnham and
Anderson 2002). LL Eo#fEFH#HT 2L R for Windows
2.15. 0 % H\v~72 (R Development Core Team, URL: http://
www.r-project.org/ ; It HEGE H 20124512 H 29 H).

& R

DA PN O EREIZ 35T 2000 45 1 H~ 2009 £ 3 Ho
ol s F Yy 2D o —FE 359 hThh, =

D5 HIEM « BT 348 tF, ik « AR TIE 248
tTdH -7 (Fig. 1). Table21}, #FEHICHT HH®
FARED 5 B AIC DS ERE5 2D 7 4 DN R T
Bh. L B0 — P EARNT S5
O F AT A & T O 2 Fh, FHER, oh f§
WEEERTED (Table2a), EHICZbBER%
Grir€ 7 4 @ Akaike weight O G FHIEIL 0. 6 DL E &5
B TH - 722 LB (Fig. 2), ekt & fisR
o FPIREL RS « AW 0 — 1 F8AE ko < BY
FBRLTWALEEZBRAL. 2O LY, v— FFLfEt
BRI < AT A8z L, F oy n FRB %
WEGITE ERINT 5 2 L2 @R L T h, v — PR Agg
B AR L OBIFRICoWT, AIC AR L P E LA
b EFAOTHEEENEA KR LIZE 2 A (Fig 3),
T boffx biftho—BcHhHd, v—FF L
ikt E E LI 5035 H—EDAGE 2 Bk
A Uiz, e RO F v 20 u— N A58 5w i
W35 B 2D F 4D 5 4 DL ETHEIOSHE
L v SPUE 23& £ (Table 2b), 22 2 b &4 %A
Gire 7 1 0 Akaike weight D& FHIEIX 0. 6 DLk & w5 T
BRI ETH - 72 (Fig.2). SO &b, i %
R — 8 A F8E 50y, iAo RBlo SERE 0
w5 < v SPUE AV e\ g ERIN3 % 2 L AVR S it

z £

ALfEBFE R I LI E IS 5% Y x D u —F
FAF—2 T, THBEICET LY F DO —F
F SRR b 2 DB RGET U rcRS R, ER A
M ORGSR o 0 s X O 4 BRI FREE & oY
Rt URME S ute, o REMF - B E i - 2RI
o— N FEEHEBIRT A B E R 2 L
F ST/
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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.

HHLcsEiEo 8N S by Y 20— V¢
A FEAE R EBIRA R Bivio ok, BEfF - T THER
O FEHIN TSR, ik « s ClEi R O Filo
LRRIETH -7, BEF - BT, SOBEAE VR
FEa—FEAREBNE ot ZORE—v A
Uil 1 2L LT, SEoEF ik t45xHXsb
¥k fe A7z (Nakazono and Ono 1987), # > # (3B it i
WCERMIZHEF 2T 5 LMMEShTWE 2 END
(Uraguchi and Takahashi 1998), Filh-<c% @0 TCFH T

HLTWHEF Y XOREENFTE - N ELBR
fz. —HTH - ZRIT, RO BIEREE -
Bzl v —FF¥ A RBERIE G Ebhotz, &5
L7eBtRAVE Uio oo 1 2 & L TIHE I & OB
FEzbh b, HEOF 2K v o Actinidia
arguta~° v < 7 V7 Vitis coignetiae 1. ¥ O O R A %
{FIH % (Tsukada and Nonaka 1996). Z 416 @2 Af
WIBHALE T Tl B L b 2 EFTHLEZ
B AT, F 7 F AR & DRSS (PR R )
MEF A 2 P h i 50T h b OREER A 5
FIHCcEn itk b, T4 BHENE T - g
NBBAH LrLlFy xOLEAFEENI—ETH->Th, it
B O SR HD S B CERE S = A 2 i X
hTwaEE, 232080 s rlERE 2B+ 55
it bt L < o tefilo — P ¥ Al Bbi-
et L ELOND. CThETE T ERMRCES
THER O v — F ¥ 4 LA O SRS & OBRR
PWBR T E 2 (Gunsonetal 2011), FO% { "%
HBEEOME L OBRICOLITEHLTED, FY 50
IOHnER e b 2% TFVAIDO— PR LRE LR
Bl 2 HR 1% DO BAGRYE 2 WZRINICHGE L 72 BFgtiig & A &
o, ALY, "EX bR F VA PDO—
F L FS R R A i E R O i < RO B
FROMA G0N 2 — v 5\l T AlfEtEs B
HTEDIRERT.
FYrOu—FFaFEE L b OBRERE « FPREE X
08y h SPUE & OPIFRIC TR L7535, - &



F v A& 0w — F ¥ EERR O M

AT o h OFFRRBL E OBIRYS, i s KRy
7 @O SPUE & OBfRpEh -zl &tz BEAF - BiF
e T OB S EGIF Ty F O —FF
AFEB DS D s 12D 19k LT, vh ORI &
DI LRI A Y 2 0FIHT B 2 8T, b R
D AN O T Y 3 OF B2 1 PE R A
Ml e Ezbhs. ZhETOWETL A O
FECRA R L Y 2 ORELMER > TwbH I &
MEPERE S Tw b (Jedrzejewski and Jedrzejewska
1992 ; Selas and Vik 2006 ; Kidawa and Kowalczyk 2011). -
h FFIREL - OBRDEELS « Bk WToRAE Lo
W, A BRI A I T & SRR 2 2 O F N
o Tiembid L. v OREBED % <
BEMOBTZ ML hTn B2, ¥y FOFHNGES
5 HEIE R L FFIc/o{ SAD A ERENFIHTE S
IowehnltEzbhs, Hifhoxy 2 BIzELICH%
Febla 5 OB e KW Il A iF el n b b 2 L
W& Twvwb (Home and Jhala 2009 ; Murdoch et al.
2010). —Jj Tl » ZRITIL, v @ SPUE A5\ )
gL+ v 00— FF LR binn o L bbb o
. ZOPRRIAMECREHmO 1oL LT, Fv ik olif
kB bh e 7HT PRI LD b DEREBEN T -
fel b EZBRDLD, FU Rk ehBofifiis
E T/ v h (Capreolus capreolus) ® X 5 iz o+
H ORI HS ST\ AIF ¥ (Panzacchi et al.
2008), & HicF Y F 04« AR5 9 H~
2HwE, ek Ehic v 9B AREDOLE XIC
WELTWAEEZBRAZ Ehb, JbfifEIcs WTF
Y AN OEREE Y FT5REHRL TV L3
2, o g —ypNE U RlonfiEd s LT, v
J DA LI 5 BRARATE R D2 2 4 L o a1
W AEZ RS, IEERAMCE T o h OB I X
HEMWERR~OE 2 REEIWL IR TED
(Cote et al. 2004), JbHBE I\ Th o h 1 X B BRFOBKIR
OWPREEREEOWE (6122 2012) LEMRFE~D
W (Minoshima et al. 2013) 2t & Tuw b, F 2 3
KT & S F ity - BEHAFIHL Tw5 &%
% B AT (Tsukada and Nonaka 1996), <+ hSiEig e
T AHR G v R o RS L,
i 3 04 QRN USSR, FoldT
FOFOU—FFANP- O L., St
hF 2 Fx Gz DHEHES IO W T L IER T A LEE
BHHIEAH D, AT, WEEE S h OFERE .
F Y ROB—FF gl ORI TR - 1
v DEER TR 2B BID 5 B IcE A LEILF
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Y R FIHTEAMGH O L %\ 2% (Tsukada and
Nonaka 1996), < OEKERFEEE O T EYE AV < feuvo b
b Lo,

dbiigfi T, & 7~ (Satoetal 2004) EEEH (Uno
etal. 2009 ; Kaji etal. 2010) 752 oh OBRER « FElFEEE 2 F
MLTWAZ EMRIhTWA, APy, Fv
F 4 v OFFRIREE A FIH LT B alfEtk 2R & h
foo B OB BN DAL TEE T B T A S
R 5 L TEDEENRED X 5 IELT 5D,
F o OREML DA EANZ B R T H DD o
TR %, &5 LicE v Rici 2z %7
DI A OBRER « FFIRE QBRI A X ) UK L <155
DHERBHD EEZ NS, — I TRIRORERE, >
FIZ L B v D FPEEFIR 2GEA Licd o Ty, 4
th, *vrOaWseTiElENo 7 7o —5TF
Y F O h RIS o 5 o — P A F8 R
DAL AR D DL D 5.

ARWHGE T, BELS - A W TF Yy 20— ¥
A E R i Al & OBRA R B b bk
- HHoF > 200 — FER o uzsmin s &4
mu, HHr—Eo L B LW Ui, F v a2
2E3 R DRRIZ A B Al RS R, 2 5 LB
HUtceFEZONS, il B To — V¥ L3850
fit & OBRIEME Tl ie - B EAH Th 50, #
ZbNAHBMD12E L TANE P ofome—FFa
F—a2PEBEIZR 7o b D s feh b Lo, |
M T G, Bl X X F I bk A
g L, AR oM E < AuEREY
WZF 2 RO e — F ¥ AL R e agiiht & o] OB
MEOBRINTEA1255.

AW X b, delipi - HBgic s A F v 200 —
F¥ ST D EE 2 b AR e I R D
TRt APETEHO R0 — F RS Boe
LEFEF L, FOV A vy TOERICLIGH T
LE#EzBRA (Griloetal 2009 ; F5HIZA22010). Lo
LHigkic s 5% v 200 — K& U350y, e
[ T ANEE L~ o ORI o b 4 R L HE R
ERIRL T A Z AR R, diikosd b i 6 ol
DOPRIRYE S AL EN - T, SHANOWET 7
o —F CTHGEET 508N H S, FAPE TR
FOOWEERIZIER LTuwicied, F Y 30u—FF
A FEA fe Ay o4 R LR R OBR L oY)
BECHBLED, v—FFadgbicindy 2% ke
T BRI E R IRl L K PG5 %2
s, RTINS X OGER R OER S5 HE o
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ZEHA r — L OFEENZERFCERLF Y 2 Oo—F
FADRFELET D A D = A nwWiicT 5 2 T, Al
DF Y 3 OEBICIES A FEE O A7 v o TR
TET 5 2 ENTEHIEA S, EloANE T, dtifii
OF v FOEEICPT 5 S F T F i bR S R,
Fiebb¥ 3 Lplo LRI & oBRMeF v 2t X
D v h MBS OFIH O, «h Fy xich 2 b
EHES R OREETH S, WEBHYDO o —FF L7 —2%
(FEF BRI RAPI L S 8 e I RS S P (W)
(k& 1z A~ 2003 ; Saeki and Macdonald 2004). % D7z
0= L F = 2 e A T RN O AE S B 1 R o e
HOILHAFET T, HEO# LT oLk
eI DA TR BT BB e i D FE FL & v o o Bk
PEFEIC SIERI TE H7125 5.

il &

ANREITO DI, FYFOa—FFAF—2%
LUk Teffa P U T e id v 2o A0l A AL
HEPAFER &, HARIR THE « SRR IR
PER O A & MR, deifgil KoF ook
PRSI i R L BV 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
“Institute of Environmental Sciences, Hokkaido Research Organization, Sapporo, Hokkaido 060-0819, Japan

*Rakuno 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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