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Oct. 2008 Oct 2009 ‘Ocr. 2010 Oet. 2011 Oct 2012 . Oot. 2013 Oct, 2014 Total

~<May 2009 May 2010 May 2011 —May 2012 -May 2013 —May 2014 ~May 2015
No. sampling cventy™ 182 171 166 175 179 174 176 1,223
No. fical samples 3,149 2917 2,806 2717 2,728 2470 2,620 19,407
No. RILAMP pasitive
samples 134 42 47 44 50 % s4 382
Prevalence (%)2 22 14 17 L6 1R 19 2.1 1.8
No. successful virus 19 14 12 7 153
isolation cvents® 27 27 27 2 L
No. successful DNA
Barcoding resulls 2 17 27 35 28 38 50 m
Speoics
Mallard/Turasian
Spot-billed duck group 5 7 16 18 19 2 25 115 (52 0%%)
Nosthan Pinglail 12 7 4 11 4 R 15 61 (27.6%M)
Teal 6 1 3 4 2 3 7 26 (11.8A%9)
Eurasian Wigcon 3 1 4 2 3 1 1 15 (6.8%4%)
Others 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 4(1.8%%)

(Carrion crow) (Tungle erow) (Commons shoveler,
Common pochard)

) Total number of fecal sampling events ducted m tho 52 sampling sites. b) (No. RT-LAMYP positive: No. facal smmples) X100, ¢) Presa release from the
Ministry of Environment. d) (No. ideatified spevies’ No. successful DNA Barcoding resalta) X100, 3

R1HEBILDRBI D ITNILH I ZDBHEKR (Onuma et al., 2017 & ) %)
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Autn igration”  Wintoring® Speing migeation®
Jom (Oct—Nov.) (Doc—Feb. (Mar—May.) ozl
Prevaleace of each e (%) 35 13 0.6 18
(No. RT-LAMP positive/No. focal szmples) (204/5.816) (121/9,066) (27/4,525) (352/19,407)
Prevalesce of each area (%)
(No. RT-LAMP positive/No. fecal samples)
N 25 13 03 14
Hokksido (15/592) @sag) (2/636) 251,82)
28 Lt 1.0 17
Tohoku (16/564) (9R21) (3/301) (28/1.686)
. 17 19 03 15
Lty (14/845) @M. a3 (2/578) (43/72,855)
63 22 12 32
e @v/a60) 758 (4/324) S1,542)
_— 68 10 15 30
(33/482) (71699) (W333) (45/1,514)
e 1.5 10 02 10
(11/710) (13/1.248) (1/494) (2572.452)
42 08 04 18
Cwgoku 26/519) (67784) (2/474) G158
) 34 10 02 14
Shikokv (16/47T) &791) (1/489) (2%/1.757)
£ 41 13 08 20
yushu (44/1,067) 26/1,939) (77896) (77/3.982)

a- ) The dsta of 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014 were convined b) The duts of 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2011, 2014
and 2015 wers convined. Bodd~" : The prevalesec equal to or higher than overall prevalance of each term.
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