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3. Gap 94

FEEEDOFELEHICE - T, R ET
L EYRBEOBERI L E BB DB & £ DTEDIE
WEBLET 52 L3, RLEELT—~DUL
DTH b, RIZLERBENDRSZF ¢ 2diz,
ERBDHERFEE N AIZZZH L 258 R T,
ERICNEL A OREETERIC L TE
MDD biEw T R v, BFEEYORE
121, [HEB# (Habitat) | @40 % T E & 44
EVEETHY, L ICEYEREREZRT
ZRETERHENLRICIE, (BB
fRé] 2HMFT 2 BN EHEE LS,

HEEMAPRET ST LT, HEE, HE, HS
EBRL I F I LBABHRE, FESYOS
FRHEBERE V- L EHBEREEETLZ &
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E—HT B, LD [HEEHOERES=
ZRIRROEE LT & v ) 82513 1980 &£
RyrbFBHINDLH 2%, ZHBREIZ
GISEMNES L L LIZho72tvnoTHB
ETHV, EPEREREFIIBNT, FL WA
R BIZ [ SHENTE) 1T T, EMWERE
REDIHDE=F Y > 7, BERENT2HD
BRREZEL V-, ZNE TCOEEFENZE
BZATr—NE2BBLHERENGISOET
5 BRBITHEREIC L > TETHITEEE o 72
(Davis et al. 1990), ZD#ERE LT, GIS %
EEE SN KEE F.0ic, GIS 2HW2E
e7ulz 7 A 1980 ERLUKIC L RIS
nr,

AIRTIEZ, Z2OHRTLXREDEYEREEFE

7ulr 7 boORERE L CEFNLITERE

ELTHR) EFon, 2oicFecy%EE
INbZ & k7% -7 Gap Analysis (LIF Gap)
22T, BMEMIDSATIKIL & REEERIRE
GIS WU 53E6 & L TREANL, GIS
EEMEREREITONWTEET 5,

1) HMESAEORESBBOLEN

GIS mE s L BMDESIL, FEEHES D
R E->THRLLERE 2D, EBIZGIS
ZRWHRIE, FESWOMESE T, £
DEFEWETIUTE )2\, 26 DIFEE
DIBERE LT, REEBFHNLT 7o—Fi2
$20n0% <, [MERT»TE] OHET
% MR ORIFENZ BT
Nnad,

RERERICIT [EERE DA 7  BITERE L &
EBLTwhw] = [EERELIES L T3]
Evo iz [RIERIT»ITE | O LK% H
LEREIEY, GISICL25MEBRERELOH
FBTIE, ZEBITICL > THEE - RER%
BFEL, STRENCE [RIEERE ] HfEicB
ZEITTWD Z ERRRDEESGH S, Tib

LR Z[Y X /T 7= (Ursus thibetanu
Japonicus) HEMIZHEEL TW5E] TIE, [
BOBRICIZEL T\, [HELZYX /77
<R ERET 2503 7 ] (90  EERE
DEBHEEFDTLZ LIFTEL 7] o
RHBICEZ T2 %, BEBWORETE ) E
MTE 5, EWERENFEZEXE L 23
T, ZOLH)ICHEICEZ DLENE DD

2) Gap Analysis : 5k P XEw b D
H & RE

GIS " ERBFESLHEMBIZEN G TR A I F
AENniL7280FERIC, EMEBENELEY
%1z Hotspot (R b A Ky b)) EHE A
LIk, Ry ARy b, —K&Y
CIEAREL S ERT AREEE PN, F
DRV HELZ LT % (Myers 1988), L#*
L, BEBN A% b T ERESHEIRO BT R
LT 5002 ERT25% [EHng
RREDEWERM] cFE, ZogBbkry b2
Ry PELTERINDIEDEL, FDKRy
FAKRy PRI LURET B2 & Gap D
KDBEBITH B (Jennings 2000), T 7% b b
GIStzZ=HETNVERAWTKRY P ARy + %
HWHL, FOxy b 2Ry F D ESLAEREE
X7 SicfgEdn, +5uhemenBE2 %
FTT w2 r#RLL THET 2 D5 Gap TH
b,

Gap mEAME &1, Scott ef al (1987,
1997) 12 &> THAME N, D, National
Gap Analysis Program (GAP) #°7 x ) #E
AR D Geological Survey 7 Biological Ser-
vice IZFRE X N7z, Gap NDEEREAIZIEFEIC
PETNGELNTHY), FDFEZHFIE, Bur-
ley (1988) #*# /R L 7z [conservation gap
(R&EnE)] & —F L Tw %, Conservation
gap LI, [HEWEREEIRILILL3FEE
ZRBED, RN AT LADFTHFITHRER
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RII-4-3 IUCNHF"EHRT > REHZHFTY —
BT D) — & £ %
I (a) BIEREMSE | 2WFRL AN E L TEFEI N EER
(b) REHAME |FEAROFELTENE L TEEINZRHEHE
I HvAE ERROBREL V7)) -3 7{'33559_& L, ~l:':‘/’i—ﬂ)ﬁﬁ.’i‘
U B 2 L A EOY TEES N ARG
I RERiL W W BB NREZ EEH L L TEEI N FEHIR
FEHLIMZAZ LI, 2REsEEMNL LTEEINIMET, £
v L ERHEENME | £ EEEI N ERAEHK T, TEEL, £PEERmrF
BL, bLUELLIF, BETIZDICAHAT 2 FEI
FBBEORELV 7 )2~ a2 EAMNE L TEESNIHIMT,
Y FBRRERS Bi%e, MoFEnTHAME LKz, B, ArEELT»
> RBORAEHIE
BANERROBERTREFAAZ EENE L TEFEINIHIRT,
VI BRI BN AR DRZED 120, RERBEIFATES L), HEIH
EE N REHE
H18 : TUCN
| TihEE I
| Exm
= e Gap
| &mErL | . * Analysis
RERDRYET—Y
XHRETHED
»H(FEEA
FOUREYICETS
SRR
EMSHEERE-
RO T SR T A
BHABBOERERHE

XI-4-23 Gap Analysis DfEHFEIE (Jennings 2000)

NTnin] ZxThh, ZToEHEIL, (K
2Ry FizBWT, BELEBEDRLEH)
HRTETWL ], T4bbGapdiEz b
[ ERRERENE] L —BL T,

B [REFBRTETWIRE] 2RTE
203, Gaplt B W TRREBBEREEES
(IUCN) o EHARRERIBHOEE Y T3 —%
BWbZEnEn, ZIUZFRERIBRDEENAN
EDEAVWERLTEY, TENLIIZNT
N6D2NDATIT)—IZkESKGFINTVS

(E&IM-4-3), b LKy F AKXy b HREIEICRE
INTw3 (Ia7>7) HBIZAET L,
B L REITERNTEB Y, —HFTAHEE
DHBEZITRT iR (VIZ > 7) &Y
niE, EMEFREREND Gap () L L TR
mINsZ i b,
THLHIZGapld, BEE&E L TRFEEICHE
BLOT TN LDTH DD, EFEDLE
A [EEHERENE] 2HET 3DI3,
GIS DHEAM# BBRAGE L DD, TE S N7izEREYE
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B FAERRICED( LEHH B (Jennings
2000), 7272L, EMEREOBRERE T
THREL, T0omER%Z EEBEREREL T
BEETHNDIIATETH Y, Gaplc L 5%
T7ue—FTl3, NRETE (B ICEL
NEAL % AT 2 LED D 5, BHE I, Gap Tiz
fE4 X % A \» C Habitat Model (& &#s€ 7
V) BIERL, #ESNIERMEREL, %
NENBERELEEEBL TRy F ARy M %
MY 5 (XII-4-23).

3) £RHEFILOMER

Gap TlE, €T NMAERD HEEYICHER L%
TWEHEMEEY (A%, WA RHEE B,
WIE) EXNREETHZ LH 5N, ERC,
RET X A2 3D LREEREFEIE L T
SRIch 2B TCHAEIN T 3 RKED
Habitat Suitability Index (HSI £7) Td,
MNREIZEFHREWTH 2 Z EDIFEFICEL, *
NEEITZ 0% 2B T3 (AEITZH 2004),
FEHEHMTL L CICARECREVERET IV
DNFELHEHRE L T, HEESKEL ED
ZHER O/ OBFEI»EEZFTH), GIS %
ROTETICEL TWwaZ s, 5 I8AHT
BWOIGRE 4> T8 %, BEAIC+
SuREFER (B, BET20ICUEL
WG, ERARICHELEE, BIEICVELE
BR) »EEINTERZEHITLENS,

Coarse filter approach & Fine filter

approach

IDEIICETNER W ERHOHEIR
GISTRHFZIZEZ LNV HLTH SD, EE
I+ L BB E % ZRERBRIVETH 5,
ZZTGap DEHBHICBWTIHICHWLNL D
7%, Coarse & Fine filter & \» ) Ff2E7 70—
FOENTH B,

Coarse filter &3, HOMW 74 L 5—T
REFEEZHLZ L THN, 2212GISEH

W TERICNRENRENHEL 2 BIETFik
THd, Thbb HSI E7N0REE & BEN
FzEBET LR AT, BHEBMOKE L
TaomRN &AM EAS0mE2 5
0 km’2E) 2EH, FI2HEENICEEL,
FORERREEET 5, 127L, INLIEE
fiiz GIS o A— x— 1L A #8E, ZRIBTHEE,
72X HETALER 2T CHERE T E A FHR Tl o\,
+a e BHERRRL E L TOBMBR;EEIN
TZ %, BB GIS | THE»TERE LD,
BOM»P 74—V FTORRBEELLTD
Fine filter 2%fREE & LTV 71T i Gap 1387
FELT, FLEFEEELTEYIEDHDTIZ
v, Gap ¥ & T 2EMEREDREE
BE & E, BIicGISIciYNarPa—rEHES
NIEIT T <, 7 4 —)v FIRZE & ZER#ET DY,
EFNTFNDT7 4 N —H 4 X2 TEREL 2R
PRIAIEDIEICKELERID S,
BEARTHDISA & Proactive approach DEZE
bic3
HARTGap # EfET 5ic1E, 2374
N=FNHH B, T, LEBETHEH (i
EX vy 79 H3E4 2002 ; Yoshida et al
2002) TLIMASINTwB L i, BHEMME
HGET 5 BRDTFEBMOSHIFERIZ, K72
IC T BB I N T WA W, 1km (3 X)
Ay al0km (2 K) AviaT, &Ff
BHROEBLIRBE VL E L ) EDH T S8
(Blz ¥, BREEREERFAL), Belhrb
RORDFRENL 72 FBARR & BT U, 0%
BEIIFEEIAL W, FO—FT, LHHEED
ZL R LD L HETIE, ERMETLE
BRICERT20IIEEETHY), ST
BAHFAELHE L wi-Hlc, HETGIS
Gap N & ) LFETEMTTI2DORTFTH 5
EFEZ LN,
L2 L LEBEFENEREZBNTH, A5
b Xy 7TERBT I LIV TH B, H
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T R SR

7 RE 7 pem [ summnx
=0T ST

- [ e

L OERGRy P2ty b ERER PRy - B spmmEkgy AR E

HI-4-24 FRAUBERAEICIVHEHEAAFY P XKy b & REBBORBEF

i
W e e

(FHRARWMEA A EREM T — 2 2006)

FNETRI2 I E L oHMEHREZ GIST—2
N—2{tveZEickY), RE BH¥E 9
Diky PARy FERBETLZ EICERIIL, £
DRy F ARy P EEELBRORIIREX B
hAbETWw3. (FRARLUBAFREFTRER
F—2 2006), ZZ T, "y PARy F 2F&E
BnALLTEAENS S OERL 2ET2E
MBLTHN, BRTHGap DF2 %KL &L
TRHMECE 2 (HII-4-24),

N CHEAOHEGHEMNREILX, BRan
KORFULBELIZITZT, BFICEH->TE,
T%bb X (Nipponia nippon) Nk Iz,
ZDEBEIBIENRED L Thr b RENKLE
L3z ErED o7z, BEEIEBSL, HBBE
RIEICIEE S N2 B O £ BENETTICIE,
EALEE, FH, BHZEL, MINLED
BRI HEHE N5 L DT\, Proactive (54
FLTO) BREL T Db, ARIZE 0 BFE

EEHDOREEETHY), TNHICGIS %
HERICHW 3 Z LS BRDEYSHREREIC
BWITEELATY7TdH %, Gap T3,
[Keep common species common| *4& S|z
EYERBERENEEN.R ) 12> T3, BEFF
DEYEIFEZ B LALE I 5RE X N R#EX
RicTHR&L, ZDERE»RbNBHEIC,
Ry ARy P RHEEICHEICERT I 2ER
tLTwE,

BATOHRE

4%, BETKy PARy F2HIHBL, 20
REEELVNVEFTEIRLICIE, 2DONDKE
TRENDH D, BREEREERFAEZ Pl
TEAMBRL ENDFTEMB LV, ETNVNE
AETH 5,

A 72— GISO¥RILLD, =&
F£T, BESHEYOSH L EICEET 2 5HRE
fEiITRECHIEL 2. L2 L Eds KRR,
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- BB ENERIE{, EWERELE
BERICENTT 272 0BHRIITREL TWwa &
25, G413, BHEBSEDICEET 55 NE
(B, RHE, #MmE&E, NGO) »#°§~XT
DEEEFERIZ DOV TFEHRD GIS 77— F ~X—
ZAGICER D A, TNLIEREBITT 2ENE
BELEH BT, FHLEER) 2240E
THZLVRBETHD, iz, REXKHIES T
TN —DRUEBEBREFTHR) TUERL B
Thb, FEREXR L EOGISERIZEAT
TTIEEIEA TV DY, REREME, &
HERRREMIE L & T T — ETRELV L
PlEWEINMBICEL Tz, At+a%k
GISTE#» %<, BHEXREINZBEERN L
WA & LHATE @ L o REE Sy T ) —
DIERERILETH 5,
ZLTRDOKELREIL, GapDAL LT
GIS THRIRE, Lt(ICEWMEHRESCEHES
e % B &5 BRic, BoRBRE L TERL
2RI EAEL D D PHMHBL W2 & TH
5, $bbGISEITIC TRy P XKy b »F
HEINZELTY, ZONER BlzIF3 K
Ay a) BB, EMERED SRELS
WHIBITH B EMET Z2DIIERETH ), Zo
ZZR A —NHKk & { Fine filter & %> TE
MBI RBLEIND &, SHLICEMIIRE: 7 5,
INLERIT BICIE, BELBERREE
BLTW L2HREREI R, Bakd' s, £
SRERSICVELBTROEMELN TN S
BARDEK TIT, Bx D GIS B & R EHR
DHERVEEZEMT 2DIEIEEL V., TETIZS
BOGISETNIHLEINTERI EH b,

SHETNDOELEIVEL L DDIEHL2TH
N, ZOEMEY e b BEFEH S,
(F8 RBI=E)
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