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Abstract

Black-spotted pond frog (Pelophylax nigromaculatus) is an alien species in Hokkaido, Japan. This study

aims to establish efficient methods for reducing Black-spotted pond frogs, and determined whether fluores-

cent light and chorus of males could attractive to conspecific frogs. Our study results showed that male

frogs were attracted by chorus during breeding season.

attractive method.

However fluorescent light was not significantly



