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The Contents of Abstract in This Thesis:

Geographic distribution and habitat use of animals are essential
information for wildlife conservation and management. Due to the
recently rapid development of computer, GIS (Geography Information
Systems) and remote sensing techniques, the power and efficiency of
studies in species distribution and habitat evaluation has been greatly
improved. The study objective was to investigate the distribution status
and habitat characteristics of the locally endangered Formosan black bear
(Ursus thibetanus formosanus) through sign surveys. Maxent and
logistic regression models were also applied by using presence/absence
data to establish the distribution prediction models of different time
periods.

Country-wide sign surveys were conducted in 20 survey areas from

Mar 2007 to May 2009. Bear claw marks were most frequently founded
(71.2%, n=236), and then scats (16 %). The sign densities varied by
areas and ranged from 0 to 3.8/ha, with an overall average of 0.7/ha or
an encounter rate of 0.42/km. Compared to the data of related studies

in other bear countries, this study seemed to have a relatively low bear
]



density.

Among 1,017 presence locations, mainly based on the literatures
(Hwang et al., 2010), the sign survey accounted for 12%. After
excluding 2 locations with unknown dates, the data were divided into two
period: the first period (1990-1999, n=300) and the second period
(2000-2010, n=715). The Maxent prediction model showed that the
distribution range covered 5,853 km* and 8,588 km’ (i.e., 15.9% and
23.3% of the island area) for the first and second period, respectively.
Both ranges were mainly located in Central mountain range, but with
extremely small and fragmented patch in the Coastal mountain range.
The habitat selection of bears revealed a similar pattern between both
periods. Moreover, compared to the bear range in the first period, the
distribution range seemed to expand in the second period, expect for the
Danda Major Wildlife Habitat area.

Through three data sources, including local interviews, paper
reviews and sign survey, 470 absence grids were selected. The
best-fitted logistic regression model included 5 factors of elevation, road
density, distance to the nearest road, distance to the nearest national park
and aspect. Although the prediction map showed that bears
concentrated in three mountainous national parks, the Hosmer-Lemeshow
index indicated a low prediction power of the model. It may be related
to the precision of absence data and other variables which was not applied
for simulations.

The result indicated that elevation, road density, distance to the
nearest road and distance to the nearest national park were important
variables for bear distribution. According to field sign surveys and
prediction models, the study suggested that the Sheipa and Taroko
National Parks, and Yushan National Park and Guanshan Wildlife Habitat
were potential hot spots of bear habitats in the northern and southern
Taiwan, respectively. The study further suggested that different types of

benchmark should be applied in different areas while local population
v



status and threats were considered in order to enhance effective
monitoring and management.

Keywords: Ursus thibetanus formosanus, distribution, sign survey,
Maxent, logistic regression, habitat, presence-absence
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(=) ZjrRpr

1. N

TR R L TR T T MR o B N 4§ G
FPETZ AR R o A 35 E T AR avNA (9 5-15em) . R
RBTORER R, S F R AES RS A ST
a3k (B> >2009) A i3 A7 TR NAY L&D
PR B> & 13 5& 1 aopr F (Steinmetz, 2009 ) ;5 &4 A4
W AP TS (FE A FARR ) FUF IR NET
TITEP P HIF G LR oo

2. trflms T 4
B AL LG EE . RRRITET § R G RIS - R
T4 > B EH12m > v adx 1-3 # (Hwang, 2003) -

3. i

2R A - AR PRRGFRI R - M p 2 P fopEd
fi«%e‘.aafrﬂfé@;‘%}‘ﬁmﬂo;fzkigpxﬁfgjr‘mg;g:ﬂ%;\gpﬁ%ﬁ:} A #
et B B oo BRI ATE 3B AR P R
Ev g lEz A (FARE).
4, Hree

f““ﬁ}‘ SHRAERS WS E Y S SR AP R & EPIRIE
PR R TR IERgwmrE e > - B AL F AL ] o

FLaRefEAFS LR FRIAR PAP BF ERT TR
RN ET2 AR 0 LR iRl e o

6. f %
ARG P - BTG A F DS MR g
AxHPEL T 5 o] B %\H & (Hwang, 2003)



#%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%W(*éﬁ>%%»ﬁhﬁéﬁ%w
BugEifeRaa- BiReEp ARFTR (wapy ok~ o)
(dri B~ £3 &4 5 F &3 F )h% & (Morrison et al., 1998)
?Eﬁwi&\éﬁﬁﬂﬁ‘iwwpiﬂ@’wﬁiﬂiﬁww

3AOHET i BB A F 2 FFE o
(=) #EFF AR HRE (Z) §F GEERTFF P £32F - -
P EEE s E T E o 4 *F‘ 1% (Normalized Difference Vegetation
Index » NDVI) e (=) 2bp ARF1 & BB A - 3 BB iT2 JEH
MR PO B2 BTiEg (2 Do M ME PR ITA 2 2FH (47
2 L F PR AP 5 2002) 2 et i A#H > BB AR S Ix1km? e
i S R LT R 36,894 & 1x1 km? g4 o

(- ) » 72

1. =3

ARBA 2 R s B £ €t b BARkeus B E AT AR 12T
& 40 mx40 m efcie &= A5 4-3] (Digital Terrain Model, DTM) » 4] #
ArcGIS #-4 2 & #7f347 = 1x1 km? > £ 12 extract by values # i % B~
etz TIE A P RIA L0 ) 3,640m s L35G 7745 m -

2. B &

MRS ATERAER T T RPTEF L~ F 2000 R
%%#mé%w’wm%ﬂﬁ*Pﬁwfﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬂ#%%’u
ArcGIS ¢ Spatial Analyst/slope z_ # &¢ #& & 1 5L & B]> £ 14 extract by
values ¥ iy 3 B~5 et 2 Tiog R o 2 RIE F B0 T 51 & > 5
% 206 B -

(=) F g2 EHR T3

1. -&i’l}g’_ N D=
FRFHERpEF gL A ¢ (intergovernmental
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panel on climate change » IPCC) z_ %=t (http//ipcc-data.org/sres/gcm
_data html) o T ;‘ Tk 5 asc 4% 0 1 ArcGlS/asc to raster & 4% = e 2
F#L s £ v Spatial Analyst/raster calculator 3+ & 20 # (1990-2009 # )
EIP 2 ERfFR L TIO EIOFRIAE 5P THER FRALD
25°C > T35 195°C . - " &3 52— " 2 TR & > F R 1
21°C> 355 13.9°Ce £ & # 4= /4 935 T 6,713 mm> L 355 2,352
mm -

2. Ak BT Y A ik ( Normalized Difference \Vegetation
Index - NDVI)

NDVI B & F# B2 p ¥ B %?é’%ﬁb’%(USGS)ﬁﬂ:q&ﬁ“h
( https://Ipdaac.usgs. gov/lpdaac/get data) - o ¥ zkELip|fF % st (earth
observing system > EOS ) =¥ f247 B = ok ¥ R ( Moderate
Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer, MODIS ) #72~{% - NDVI & & e
FERRMES P ESEHI R RBALNE HEA A K FRA
1 32-1 2/ 2877 J27 2000 # 22 2009 # 2. NDVI & - %+ £
1990-1999 # qfr 2000-2010 # = B pFEEp - MODIS ¢ 2000 £ 2 * B 4
i wE ) B AaiAr 23 2 RE ERNDVIE H L <
#x 2000 # NDVI &+ & “\F/ﬁ 37 32001 # 27" 2 T3 2009
# 2 NDVI #* £ 2000-2009 # R fo it dp Hensg it A2 & o

NDVI R 4 F #1548 MRT 22 EARDAS ##8 » e FAlz b 3>
BEAOEEAL PR S RRTREES LI AcGIS 3 &
FEP-E et NDVI @ > %12 B2 o2 T35, TR A
% 1km - 2000 # NDVI & # F/$-0.3 2 0.92 > T35% 0.71 - 2009 &
NDVI & §%-03 3 091> T35% 0.69 -

‘?‘“

44

A SR AT il A R ul“{rﬁif v 20 m¥T
a2 &8 $2 - (Groometal., 2006 ) if ¥ % L7 4t 1 2 4 B 40 f

2

‘-H
\»\0



o EHE R - BrefE (Peralvo et al., 2005) 5 » & &7 4 #ie
g - B E &3 I e P I i B §£$¢% BT
BEM A AT o BR R RBOEREERR 2 L LB AT
B ent R AR R o B B kR G afmymw LI G 2 P2 (T BT AR
T ﬂ(PaPaGoMap)’g 5192]13 B S BRI - AE R o o
WHRAETHEY ¢ g - MR G fa‘ilﬂﬁ*‘ ﬂ‘xﬂ‘&éﬁ?‘ﬁﬁ
PR (szr',F RAd M) fof ¢ B &P X R R |x$ -

LSS A A %mwwmp o Paé E
JRE R ) A - A R EEE B R~ 2 F FE B (Bl4oiE 160
) @R e R R TR oek R~ (i 1-2)

.‘

1 sEpem i
FE A (kmkm?) B4 ABFREF M > ¥ 75 B84 #i
¥ % v 2 B o 4% ArcGlS/intersect 2 disslove 2 # it > 3-8 1
km® gefe p if Be 2 £ B > Bl & R0 3 17 km/km® > T 325 4
km/km?

2. Brip B foiT 2 pEAE

RE-HRHFASFRAZTEFIENELT AL PP A
zﬁﬁé.rnﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬂ%ﬂ% iE P B ?21*“0m#ﬁﬂﬂ~e
BARA A 0 3 E 2 IxLkm chiefe @ o iR 3BTRS 0§
0% 17km> T3515km -

3. MR R Bl BiTREd
ZHE AR ILRFORZSY BRI EATEY IR
(Wang 1999 ) - = & i & % & ,aﬁtz&\z e R - O I O
PRI R Y A - MROFFEY AR e AR RS
:—FE’:F'El"Z{ FEEEERT G FE A aﬁlm‘ﬂz‘;(l‘f&r 3) sy
M RSB R o AL PR L BT A 3T
TREAFTZRFEF o2 8E3 B2 E 5 - R ? o kiRt =
BB LA R RS PR 2 BaTiEd - A #F0 2 147 km > T35
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% 38km -
B AR FHRE R A

- HEBFLERFRIEH PEARGEAE SHRE RO 2
B gy @A E 2 20k i (Su, 1984) foFT § K BIF R LR
ZAEAL TR 0 R IR X R E R (47K > 2010) ¢ 39 Ak
% % (Formation) £ 374 %8 > £ 1048 : (1) #FE#H~(2) #BE
AR (3) L BER(4) TILe BER (D) mH~(6)
Fore (DB F 2RTH ~(8) A 1+ (9) £ frz # +(10)
Ka o BF Hee AR B - et (1km?) 50%d A% 12 ] po~ A4
T & IEG kg A E 19,271 km’ o R T R 5 s # R
AET VARG B IR G EF - g (1km?) 50%:05 #
Ao A R E MR R fE (R) X 19271 km? -

Ji

DR TR RE S AT RE - R G A
P2 EARKEA T L e R EALEE A N A o B 10 S AR AR A E - A
A = a0 (D)~ (5) ®& S HHT 0 K 12,377 km' ;
(6)~(8)fr (10) %k 3 -4 FkmF & 473] > 1 3420km’ 3t ¢ (4)
L A P A e SR
A FFEE G 2R A ARIT B AR T R - U RER BT H - (9)
R R 5 A S TRBET 0 K 348 km? o SR s RN A A

=
b BATATE G A R GRG0 W EE - g2 fE

AF 7 1% Maxent &2 = ~ @ ifse 5 (Binary logistic regression )
AR ELBI L ATIR B H L ERARM NF G TR
T EFIR B G- P FRPIRETH AT &
NG R EBRRF]G G RSP - R EY
e M2 RERALE OF R I BGNIERI NG A T R
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s IR R BERGIERI 0 A TTRE F1E B g M Tl
(% 2)> H? - 9 #3op 2 B398 > LA 35 F| 2 & s hendp B 4 dic
A3 08 FMMBETFIFIFZEpMTE IS A ERE (A
M FRER] 0 2005) 0 K- 7 E ISR 2 &3S ﬁ:ﬁr‘]%—i“fo

(=) 227 = (presence) 47 L&
14 R FAE %R

EHIE RPN E AT A P ARR DR i LR T
T;}}’iﬁa:%/?gﬁ‘“gﬁ £~ ﬁ'\zz')z‘lﬁ—pag ~ A %;K;}‘*Fih?)ﬁ?ﬁ#“‘
(#£4%-2006; % %% % -2008; % #4% % >2010)> &= %~

Wi TREP A RTEL

JP Tl s 2 TWD67 Ak & 5t & 34| GIS(ArcGIS 9.3)

PERETIAPE IXLKkm et TR AR AE 2R TG

PREETHEIR - RN UE - TRRTHER G

ki f347 R 5 A 3] 4x4 km g R (MHI\?E*;J\»-%" AR

dp s v%)"W*J14X4Mn$aﬂmﬂ$ﬁ$&%j/y%julkm&%

FRLE RP R OW N TARRN L2 AP E L ATERREM

AN A 4—43_5m]7’\jz v s - BREATE o RN BRI

N B A - A2 s TR o dhE A JH;; 7 q‘Mé I
selection by location z_ #4 iy » & F Rtz BB BA HIEE P 2=

PR RE B -

( = ) Maxent

A R R OF B E R A# e Maxent #t88 (Maxent
vesion 2.3.19) ( &k Ht  http://www.cs.princeton.edu/~schapire
/Maxent/ ) (Phillips et al., 2006 ) » = = ¥ — % 35 p] » # B - Maxent
REFANIE BB TS e R o Maxent e’jﬁéﬁi&&ﬁ SEETRI U =
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http://www.cs.princeton.edu/~schapire

IS EANOLZR T AT LK i L AR FBOIR
# % (Phillips et al., 2006 ) -

AT B * Maxent By f# 2 j-* 20 # i/&#gfarjﬁa EHE
TR AR RKEF LFHASABEN 5 - (1990-1999&)
fo% = P (2000-2010 # ) & (75 B & % T R HE50 +v i o

1. =18 4%

Maxent i£ foiF 42 ¢ 2 & 22 = R BN a0 éﬁigf (train data) -
MR FEE RN A TR 4 sk TR (testdata) e T dp 3 E FERIF
% <3010 BRF o TR IRIGDIRT 1"3%563'"’“1"7 WER S 75025
(Huberty, 1994 )« % = pF#) & * 2000-2010 & & e fi 54> 19 %
LIS 3 ﬁ‘u[%ﬁﬁr'%ﬁ:rﬂ, AN Tkl ¥ iﬁp‘;@ WMAREIWLE KR L

HEpP AR /gki;;?n\iﬁv‘ T A R R Y vl‘kp%' v gt g
'?7},'.1?;5@;%_?7}). Foeha2 Fu E%},_Q%Jg*ﬁ\\ﬁ;')ﬁ_:‘ e S :g«frf A
W (F%45-2006; % %45 -2008; % %45 -2010) 753
P A F TR E A B 5 406 {- 299 (v BT 61 4) & - L
i 1990199942511)3): FAE L FET AN L TR HBETHP
JrEF Y 2 R s paE 30 %p SBE o Hapy fighiny 53
FREF (B 1) TR TR Y 5 csv (comma-separated value » &
BEATRR ) #h e

Maxent 2% Z_2 F @ # > samples r % ﬁiﬂ BT Y -
B35 ﬂisa] BB T E B R FlE &S 54 (continuous) fr
#p %] 3| (categorical ) = #F » Bl & ' % asc (American standard code for
information interchange » % R 4 7 %158 78 ) 4% - 9 i¥ create
response curves ~ make pictures of predictions ~ Do jackknife to measure
variable importance - # 1 £ 5 5 Logistic » # :"ﬁ%;%éﬁﬂl Loasc A o
2% Z_ (seeting) &+ #% 4 ¢ ehtest sample file 3 %J »ErTE E o o H ot
P R AR ool TR e &?'f’{ﬂ:fiit}b 1
km? 4 2 chE = > Maxent -8 4L 4 — 4 5750 > Flas @ TR L)
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* ArcGlS/seclect by location z_ 7% i¢ ## $ = e 2 2k o & {5 > - Maxent
Ui ﬁ‘;ﬁg] dierasc 4% > f1* GIS/Conversion Tools/asc to raster z_ ¢ ¢ #&
& ]’b’f}é Lo &R f’t“’fém,l_iﬁa??/?] F“/\—é‘- W E o

2. N zE i

rst > 3 i d & (Receiver-Operating Characteristic Curve » f§ i
ROC ¥ #t|) 2z & 5T = 5 f# (AreaUnder ROC Curve, AUC) i% %
BoSTER &S 2 B o AUC @ /120 0-1 2 FF > f EA%4E1T 0.5 & 71 ¢t
BosVARE 2 Ayl e e F L W o - 3G AUC 2+ 3t 0.7 pFfC
e VR DIERIET L EARRT 1 A TR & RARE

(Fielding and Bell, 1997 ) -

b

3. H: SlGT e
B FERERRY O FEHEP RS AT R 2R > Maxent

w41 317 & 4772 (jackknife analysis) > ;’gd o £ AR (T2 iE AR
%= kﬁ"‘fﬁ ERFNE R E-FHEon A g A
ﬁ’t—li”mm‘ o E - Ry VR E PR R EATE L

- EF (single gain) > 12 2 58 2 % L S P2 pakp 4
(smgle loss » 7= 5 » #7732 FAE F (regularized gain) 2
Hh72 &+ 2 Z%ﬁxfﬁxﬁﬁ Yo MTEEE 2 A A TR R 2

BPRBHBSFHIL SR rd SR

(Z) BEFHREZ B2 EE

BT Z B B AR AP S B A TR
e m;rztg Pi,uafﬁﬁgﬁv;}pwﬁﬂiﬁmévﬂpw‘ (% 2% %>
2006 ; + % % % >2008; % %% % >2010) (*idrd) o d 2@ TR
Kimig* 2 e a2 2 RpMEPFHDELTHELY ¢ £ FF

BFNTE > pBAPBRE B IREAS SR Wb AP A &R
gAGkas Tt (Bl 2)e 51 RT3 3 b KR i 7R AL
A2 R A B4oT
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1. e 4

(1) #8052 A id § 2 3 ARSUEU i ~ AICGIS ¥ - s 3 F2 5
Ax & 1x1 km? g2 o

(2) ¥ 2 2joeniEd 57 > 41* ArcGIS/buuffer 2 = it #2385 jt
{i,!‘l;u,“"_ (n=1017) 2 I AKm R BlE FE o ¥ ihFR B T ARM R
LHFALEHOARLELT BFEBFE BRI R BT

E o

(3) ¥ ohT b A G R § X3F 5 FIR AT dofidt ~ 7 4
LEEARR o iE- o kypE £ 4 % 4 (2010) #r4]* PRESENCE #
BB iR F 5 0320 24771 2B E Rk S ’?‘ﬁfa’ﬁ
BaRfe A L EEF R OARR o IR T K 015 el ~ &
?ﬁ:i& o

2. Bk R F,: =%
(1) ##FRKD BEP AL PRFARE > 2T E LR g
A0 X 66 BN E 3 BiRirh I (TR o 1—‘5# g %8 3

%"S;"g ;\%él IFO‘f‘:;T‘? \:/( ‘—?Pi)q %p)\ﬂ LI‘F}\.‘)K/)‘P P:' /)‘1 ¥ %’
L Fe N IRTE (BldedTe @5 R AT B3 Fiﬂ L& S T A

AT °?Fr5}é‘; LR ok ] R A 0 BB ETE LR B L% A
Fop L ek (Fod L L% S o)) e 15-20km 2 A R R A E
,iljlif’?o

(2) PE20F LBEOEBERIY *"'l“'f‘”ﬁ AR g badet g o L

AR TRt 23 10 km*y L@ LERBEZ L B
10 BapteBaliB o % 10 km?2 R EE T3 5 > #70 DHcph

FE P o

3. = ;F?Je%;q‘:i

(l)Z%LE‘ﬁ‘if%év‘ﬁ%?ﬁ:iﬁv’%?nf% cHffr £ (1997-2010 # ) 4p B p #+
MWLYo GERPEA AR FFERAAP LTI S AFE5 B o pgd



L 104 GFENP L FE RSP T IXLKM 4 -

ERE P A

(=) = ~&4a:w j5 (Binary Logistic Regression )
1. = HE 42

F1# 23y SPSS17.0 i 7 = ~ B {Ew ﬁﬁ/)ﬁ(Binary Logistic
Regression) - & £ @i jFHst » F & chm s TR 2 PR IEM o 5
hok & 47 R5% 5 km poiTE p ‘?;."3/);)3“ SRV T w? R & Rt
'HL—\ it 20002010 £ 2 i AL & fE T A 7 2000-2010
R eR (B 3) 74 ﬁé—’?ﬂ“’iﬁ”ﬁ [ et 2 2%
BALfiy » SPSS R » AT E M - A dMER F o MR A F | RS
R GBS 1 BfiEES 00 EBEREFIE D R
st\-; iR i%?#& Enter » £ 78 4 & ¢ - Statistic and Plots % 4 § ¥

-M

Classification ~ Correlations of estimates ~ Casewise listing of residuals/all
case ~ Hosmer-Lemsehow goodness-of-fit ~ Iteration history ~ Display/at
each step ; Probability for Stepwise =84 3% 7_% : Entry % 0.05 -
Removal % 0.05 ~ Classification cutoff = 0.5 ~ Maximum iterations %
20 ~ 4 :% Include constant in model - & & 217 % & F]% 2 %2 & - SPSS
5} M7 4 ¢ € % #A) e-2Log Likelihood & -

2.5 F N2 EH

*F 3 1+ Akaike 2 4 # B]( Akaike’s information criterion> AlC)
(Akaike, 1973) kit 7 F RN 2 By o 328 N7 FIRS FF £7)
2 L2 AICTE o 23840 ¢

AIC =-2Log Likelihood + 2K

Log Likelihood % oV #riz3tenge x AR Ehp AR¥#Ec K 5 %
RGP BT (p®E) i o AIC E4x] > lj‘?*ﬁri\%‘t@%
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BRAXB o B2 F el ikR AIC X R -5 #
BN P AIC B Bl AIC B2 B3 eh L & » T 18 5] AAIC « 3 A £
T s AAIC<2 eniA| # ik ¥ §.4p 4 0 (Burnham and Anderson,
2002)° g hFE g B e AAIC<2 chfEst @ & f6TR 5 Fl 4 4 R
T NSk S PR R TREH L s R

% F_R & AAIC<2 (Liuetal., 2009) -

3T

BRI FHGCIERIG A A A S et 2 EEh (D&
& ik A& (goodness of fit) » := i fi5% e i) B £ F &t 22 ¥4 B chpLipl B
F OB - RE(Z A FRA K] 2004 ) 354200 57 & 14k % (Omnibus
test)~ Cox&Snell R?~ Nagelkerke R® 4= Hosmer-Lemeshow ( Hosmer and
Lemeshow, 2000a) ##t & R IpHREFT=R - (2) FRIERE > F

O IR S FE M E R 2 - B & (Cutoff value
[threshold )> 4 &t 2] =] 3Bl 5% % 5 413 presence)* # 1 78.(absence ) o
?F‘T“F‘J FERLBERETRAEIZF AEFESF AN RBEIT Ko e

B- kR B R 2 dp itk 0 TR R (sensitivity - FERI4 fE YR
mFX=Al (A+C)) 2 P rg i (specificity » FERIF FiL 3 el &
=D /(B + D)) &% 7% (false negative rate/ommsion
error/underprediction=C/ (A+C)» 2 7 H# AR %3 N> FFRIE %
204 A ) o & ¥ ¥ &% ( false positive rate/commsion
error/overprediction =B/ (B+ D) R % F %43 JIR > EIER
j*%" )

ﬁb‘#%ﬁ dr3p ﬁix;}w%@] dr 18,

SE P4 8 T A B A+B
THIE R RN C D C+D
A+C B+D

ZES R RE SR TREFE O RS BEDRL -
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#1137 X # 5% (10-fold cross validation )( Verbyla and Litvaitis, 1989 )
st R > 2N A BT A S B I 10 T A

FAZAMUARLFHRAZ G AR S G AS# (missing data) > 4
FHB ORI HRAKREFT S A BER &ﬁi"*/ﬁj A7 A A0 o

Wkt o R

4. R Eaug &

PRGN ELsE TREFEDRE (Cutoff value/threshold )
BTE R e F R D A N R IR kﬁﬁ;’“‘ﬁ% R UL IR
F(O-1) LagFE e -~ (FIEE) 3 REFF

BT VNG ERRERFE Y IR R E B RE
MNP MRS A &R "bi‘l,@°§#§ﬁ‘§ ERzg
GPRIFIE AL URE R P AR EFZRERG ER D
#p] (Manel et al., 2001 ) - = 4] * SPSS fic#8:& {7 = ~ 3&5}}?’
#7384 & ¢ Classification cutoff ¢ 52 B @k T o & 5 ¥ péﬁisa]

AR e (0.1-0.9) 0 £ I% i A g e dg R B A R 4
PR B~ B o

fp

T FHAE R ER

(- ) & I
F1* Mann-Whitney U # 24 %) 2 (1) FERF s REF T B
2 LA TR T8 L E G gmﬁ.'_ (2) 1990- 1999 & ¥ 2000-2010
2GR A EREFIELE G AR (3)F iR B AR
FlEAETEG AR o

\4
l'

Fow

(=) #&# E# 4%k (Modified Ivlev’s Electivitu Index, Ei)

R sii&#;,ﬁi: ( Reynolds-Hogland and Mitchell, 2007 ) 1 4 47
R R RRE- HBRARLTFLHEBPEFERFZ LT &8
e

BT A 0 AR A BIRE F)E A 2 L 8w % 7] (categorical
18



variables ) o 2 V4

i 2x (use of habitat i -availabilty of habitat i)
1+ (use of habitat i +availabilty of habitat i)

Ei 28 dpdic BA-1~12 7 457 @ % D448 ki

Poo B0 R TRE > B0 R T BT o
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o
P2
&
+

- S TFh R G ﬁ?‘f‘:’%ﬁ =%
(-) BhawE
TR RRAPTAAREA A 20 BRAR - AHF 8 L
E LR CAEBLE S EBEFX-ET L RPLE S AL F
T FLH B AG LR 2 LT 5 EE AL E
w2~ TR S AR CBAR-RBR - F L% SSELRE
A LR LA e F¥ P LR R RAH B
FTo ¥ AN TR LT AN AEIL (B 4R
K2 % 11%% EoAXBAAHKIIE A BB A BT X
I IEA X ek 474 %> %2 2 HcK) 5 556 kmu‘a#gjal"‘:]“\4004 3,600
m#*% (4 3)-
(=) 282 R
BI0OBAAFRBPN ZFR206 BL R LR AP NR
ﬁjfi(712%’n=2&ﬂ’#ﬁﬁii(16%)wﬁﬁ5¢:5(16%)\
G (3%)~ 4rer (0.85 %) H @ AR 5 2 8L % BT ¢
B KH G T 28R (£ 4) 2I0FF DT AR LR
23 P EIER

\\\\\\

é?i“‘* Mfu AP BT AR W F T A3 BB AR
B ER B X T HEF RS 15 BEEER S (BE s HE)

.

7 14 1 - %%%?ﬁilﬁa@ o S HUET LA AEES S F AR
Bl F A2 BRI R IRTERFYL2 B
9’¢Vﬁﬁﬁ*%¢?%m%ﬁmﬁﬁ(ﬂZBﬁj,gdégg
Bl it o He 3T ER AW AR Bl Ahmng e
IRERIFR b THE A SFE A AR B2 EfR AR
WS 5B RS TEREE  ATERRIAL2 B P ,&FT£ %
BN G RaEd e AAAIBHRFY AR R ALIMALFE
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M IR AR A E R F I - PR~ 2SR AT SR
AFARAREREDNR BT 2 EAATY B o B o A
MH FAFTFRANAR I L AfEE AL LI NEBH FTEF R @
L“,{E% Grora - - SONAJEPIH 23 E L F o

AP EFRTIBRRRP 2 S HB&AELZN2A (n=
48)~$r$ﬁ%%§”r(n=40)\a:%c%fg;“(n=38)~4.7fg7}i(n=18)~v’
THg (N=9)~FHFLHE (n=6)~F5F L% (n=4)~ ]2 (n
=)~ HZxr(n=1) - F10BHERE > HALFT -EFLX T2 <
BRE~FXALFH B AG - HGI L ®w o ® v P L0208 s
ZLE e AEI L PRFARIEPZERAR (£ 4) FH
B LRROFN I NARZBATE (BBHER) TIEE
PBcR P91 %2 % oAt~ P INEIER LRI A FETE 10 B
FE O FRAFEREIHFC (F4) 5 11EFH -

2

2

-
LB
%

ERAPBAELF M AREETIoE 2538 BAak kg 0
BRE>SLFEHELRLF (R P AR (25) E42 F(1.9)-
P RiE (15)~ 4 m ¥t (13) R I RN I TR ] SR R
ﬁz*’ﬁli<1jz #+5 g (06) %% L4 (003)~ ] % (0.05)-

AR (0.03) 5mate g ;:M 33 % (% 5)0 EERE P i B
2 0.7 R Hc/ 28 o

TFeb BT ARACTH S XL km R 33514 B 0 3 LA
24t d 59 B o MW F LA TR 5 115 %o L RFRE AP
HMER AL LU AR L OB Wik 153% 1 IE (59.7%) ¢ h
Mo A HERTHLE L RIHER (333%) >10% 0 @ I F R &M
(21%)> fegmjienpfp v 03 115 L iR adr (£5)-

3t La (FaEdit) kw %@:aﬁﬂf&ﬁ; (n=50) B
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BT A R FlAeTE

L #EHEA SRRk 2 72 TP EARP - BT
do g W ORI R RIS DI o ABE A BB I SR (2 df - 4
1) FenZ i oRAEF 35%(n=168)° tpdt® We A AL N2
R R Y o HANA R ARaR P R S L B 28.6% 0 E E R E 4k~
EHE A SR E R o AR R o E AL R S 5 66 %-74 %( B F
2009) - 822X g 5 @”**&ﬁ%ﬁﬁwHWuﬂaﬁ’a%%&mﬁ
BHEE ALY RAEBEMES L (F %45 52010)-

2. KB FTROERE KRG FANRESR Hbﬁ' Eﬁiﬁ*#'b‘
B PORRT RS TR R Ear o ER Y ORRIH
B F e Fpt LS R R BT R #Bﬁk'"’\*’?ﬁ CREE SE
HE AP @ 8 Prer g 3 TFF X B8 2T 3 5 & g B
RERAF e Bev i B AR GHEHRT iof BIOEE > 2 &
GRS ﬁfk"}%’ﬁf*"%}ﬁﬁr‘ﬁfuﬁk'“&°@]l‘\ 3 SRUER-3 fr Ny [flmiﬂ@‘ﬂaﬁﬂ i B2
o s g 5 300-2,790 mo; 2ok B AL O S G R
( Minimum convex polygons » MCP) %7+ » H ﬂﬁ#ﬂ *+ 3,000 m e
TR AR EFanEH 0 (Hwangetal., 2010)- ¥ “h R 4p B 3R
%% dp > 1990-2010 # F iz e & IR A $4>3,000 m - 4 A (35
¥ -,38%) (% %4 % ,2010)-

3B EEEBREB N LI E e FRF A LR
Mo EME Lt PG RREBRES R (FI 9] 90 L) i
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# i 200-500 m (Maceetal., 1996)> ~ 7 H # &7 7 Agr H g T 4T
FEBRRAF Bl EEHEGHEHE 450-600 m T E D
(Graves, 2002) > 74 > & A 4E X L 5 A INF L (7% 0 i
wil NE SRR A LT ORI ER i{ﬁ#ﬁ»h&a&mﬁ&v - 2o
AFTFLEBAREOTRNE T ERAE S e RAT L RR
PR > do= + L3 2 a8 ~L‘E;\LL;;+J_ MR EER S A
AR BB LEFELAERAEE 5060 4 2 o F 24 (2010)
FrETGPIREEHEFHEERETH LT a2 FTHRPEE ¢
PORAHE 0 B FRPEPEE T H B R

[

\

4. LFFRER o AFTEO B2 LG LRI FRFRA
Brzovh s B A RBE IR AR FRARR o F L B F T ARM
FIFEAF A E R dFRLE (T0% Nn=10) BF % T 4o
(92%>n=13)~ " Ff L% (87% > n=30) 3 ¢ %D
LHFEBALFEI L E A N AFE 500m 7 ARR 2 E T4z
20 BRA o ¥ L HEBFEAP GBI F 0 R LAY o drs
A FE J.e’p(36%’n—14) FrXa R R R LE s
RS WEFRFFDEREERGRLAET o FIIFE R B
ARAT B FiﬂﬁﬁZBm FnE B D d PR PR A
PR F IR AT (L2580 )

T\

FRERTHFHBEL QY ek > N2 BHF DT EF R
( Laurance et al., 2006; Reynolds-Hogland and Mitchell, 2007 ) - # 4c £
+ 34 %% (British Columbia) = 7 % 3> £ W 2 jt ¢ FlEr @ i 2
A FlFg A (FRA2E) aERIFFTRREORE
FRR2EBRAE LI FTRERDEEF A L itadw (Ciarniello et
al.,, 2007 ) 4 > FEF TEERPPF - > FMEERR » 7
e WL EHIRPRLBERE DN RE e HB LB DT H R o
ABEGE DETIERPIFEERARE A A RS O AERLE
FEX I o g AEALF SEFFPLTFREIP LR T L
BEFR B oRERRE > L XS 0-21/500 ms L X 5 0-0.6/500 m -
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PREE BB FHELAK (FEF 0 FAER ) W FHLES
Bl BB FAREFERAP AT La 3 R b g o
250-500 M FE&EN crul £ 3038 A (T 0F 500 m it Be) £ 6]
MR L EREBARLE 05Kkm L 00935 (n=11) @ i ¢
Pl 213 (n=4) (%% > #Ad#)e

(Z) APFRE

AFRTHFRAFT0%5 o fA (£ 4) A3 5 ¥t fHoryg
T ¢ o Fredriksson {= Steinmetz (2007) 4p &1 3 B ~ & 4 F ek v
LR T ARMA A P 0 NR AT R P 5)7€60 %-90 % 0 & A
TARG o AT L aP s BB Tt £8 (Hwang et al,
ZWD’F“ﬁﬁﬁ~%ﬁ@§?ﬁgﬁﬁmamﬁwﬁﬂ,?gL5

R4 (FEF FAEN) AEHRDE AR HAIERR AT
s A R REBIER EFESR - 7 dp o

ARy AP RAE0Tha CERFEFHFRLAPDAE TR H
wRE 12ha> Rrpr g REE @@ 3R 5 042/km o ’J‘ P A
*%iw+ ERERPN 0 B RPN FRONAR (- ER) BAR
u] % 2-14/ha 22 3-9/ha 7 % (Steinmetz, 2009) o A& B ed o} f 2
# B B 7> B (Dachigam National Park) @ & # £ 5 % L & R Bl e
1042 1> P REFEAFFRIEMIHS 06/kms § £8:8 553
% 1.14/km ( Sharma, L.K., 2009 )~ % & & Madhya Pradesh & % %&£ e
oMl R 5 0.6-3.6/ha (Akhtar et al., 2004 ) o # v Fras i
e N5 & B B LR s PR PEE 5 5 0.74/km (Cuesta et al.,
2003); AT FLT AL FH 0 B F]:fa. Bl EEE EF 50-70 £ > H
Al @85 5 0.027/km (Clevenger and Purroy, 1996 ) - & 3 &_j= 72 §*
RAEAEEF > BRI EEOREATA R AEL RS TR
TR PR REET g X 2 FEY R RBR T RO 2T

A———
EAAEBAALSE CIRBE L OEE T o R B A AR e

c*‘l‘

3?’*
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PR T AL A TR R o

B Tl
A R R BGTIES  FR AR R Bl TR R
e 3E ¥ % 0 5 Maxent ﬁ:@ﬁ& o st P - RV B R AT
% o Maxent & pF¥p A & B IR F| & i 4B % ~ RFF L o

(- ) B3E fEaip b F1 &

AT Maxent % = HIERIZ jiia AT jpa%] = 460-3,640m >
%wﬁmpn%%%mmﬁﬁaaﬁﬂaﬁfﬁﬂﬂwk(ﬂlw
TebA Bt AP 90 %0 It s 34 1,000-2,500 m R ArgE L 0 H P o)
2 1,000-2,000 m #i I&ﬁpliﬁms (BIS5)c Radedasg, “H"’?IFL

2 =% 1,500-2,000 m 7 ABEFIR % > FHPIRZAS THA LD E TR
PERUPFFERS %’ﬁ R E s i BN ARE 2L HARYR
ﬁnf},;:,a;»; # Maxent %gi?dﬁi;“ AR L c LR RS FR LR AT

TPRETEEFIarT EMa AR G PR DB D TE
ﬁv,ﬁéﬂuzw\ﬂ#«: 300-2,790 m > #+;% ¥ 500-2,000 m F $if 47 i

(Hwang et al., 2010 ) -

A& 3 Maxent 7). ‘*%&p—r 2 A 441,000 m 2T e B
i@gggmy—g—;m PP EE® LA MR RS > - B RS A G
Pt L BRI LR RS F R ERERE X D a4
BJ%o;Aﬁf%gm%ILZ:?E;.ﬁ e o s BEE B FIF S fEAk
EFE P L LMAE S L LTRATFTEEREBRGF T FPANE
B SHER AT A A F B (SR E 5 2010) - 2L
%z+m,4:}“fav)§; » 1,000-2500 meo iz p wv e AR RE A A B e kyp 2 £
bodPoF - EF 2 H A (Su, 1984) 0 ¢ 70 Rtk d
(Machilus—Castanopsis zone » 500-1,500 m) ~ #+k 7% (Quercus zone »
1,500-2,500 m) ~ 444 Z 42+ (Tsuga-Picea - 2,500-3,000 m) o d %
7 £ 1000-2,000 m # L EE R A oL AL 102 B 5 A
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L2443 8 (Hwangetal,2002)c 542 it 3 £ i AfEde 2
REG5 A wrBEF L BERPEF A FRNTRGL L
Houli gt b AL L R 4 (Hwang etal, 2002) - Flpt Z &g F
T T R R Rt AP R G S B o

D AR <1,000 M2 F BB R AP RIFY S T
ﬁ?*§%@’J%ﬁ%’w%w?%wﬁﬁLM@Mﬁfiaﬁ,
AR 0 534 3000m B R G FREREAR T
T A B R PO AR AR A AT R IR I RIS 2tk R
PHSFFTRESFHMOoPED R F EZET IR AATSED L
FAR RPN G R B R FP A H—‘"H#“i'ﬁ R el -

P)%—J? °

jeftde s S M e B O I PR A A4 EE Y e
(Schoen 1990)- Flut FF £ EARE £ B HEAL R T AR ILDR
SRR A &%&%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ@ﬂ@ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ
a Ziikl e e R AT AFFPIFTRE 2
HTE WA ADR AP I RSB Ro R RER FR
(m 6) - @Z]m?“ MR HVR R AL B F F (Montane evergreen )
iR R B —g < 3L &% +k (Semi-evergreen) % R & 7 E 4k ( Mixed
deciduous ) > i ¥ s Flolid ¥ S fhdeG B A2 ﬁk SRR A %
BEA 3 Mo@ g S enjs 8 AR (NA )(Steinmetz 2009 ) Maxent
TRRIBE SR B i T I L e B E AR PR (R 21) ’ a‘&
BT R FM AR R A F A 401,000 m T o0 A S R R R
Fob oo REE AT o m ERE GO AR AR 1L e

NDVI fit * Fh BT L 2 o GBI AT 7 BiL
A > AfEr 2 AR EEERZE AT R RO G P B
AT BETREMG X FHL A %%#g%% (Rouse et al., 1973) -
Maxent & % 71 2 j b4 8 AR E %3 (50.7) enffim » &3 R
FHFRPN REE EHRRER (>80 %) A AR E o B & HiR

Mo f o EHRVHRET NGRS G KBS LHTE (Hwang etal.,
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2002 ) - Maxent % = PP 35 R 5 mAER BT R ke 45% > B A
AREGEFER EW LA ﬁvai“*%ﬁl"lﬁil~9\»uimrﬁ;"m'ﬁi

ek L RE -

(Z) A5+ HFE
1 RS R 2 B

TRERAPREEE S EEORLE ST v T R
W2 - FFFRABDTIENENA BB LAESF { L+
o it s Bt end Tl - o B if"::iimﬁ%‘v‘h:}%jz% v i e H
FEHE DT At ER LT A TR R 2 R E R A

Bi'em B d P4 s (Reynolds-HogIand and Mitchell, 2007;
Lewis et al., 2011 ) -

MY Maxent FpR S R B e 2 i RS EZ R ABE D

Iﬁd@\o;,_@ *gﬁ&g&%l%+ P il \:F‘;,Lﬁvinﬁ %7131.#]4',
FRA GFER g R FgRE JIY S PEEES
( Kerley et al.,, 2002; Laurance et al., 2006; Nielsen et al., 2006;
Reynolds-Hogland and Mitchell, 2007; Markovchick-Nicholls et al., 2008;
Lewis et al., 2011 ) - Reynold-Higland % A 4] % {# @ tad> 3 0 %
(Appalachians ) erif2 % p ¥+ % 4 2 jiig 7 20 & 2 M T i PE i?ﬁ]’%
oo FHE G € BRSSPI R DR JEPIF]IT 0 HRA D B
FPRGE G M VAR I REFES JERFESROGE  BRTR

e % (Reynolds-Hogland and Mitchell, 2007 ) - # 4« i = AL
o FUAtREY ERE SR ST R R AL LT
grep > B A ERM - F/ B (Berlandetal, 2008) °

ﬁgﬂmgﬁmﬁgfﬁg ]%]él,?,),);;i&—ﬁf“xﬁi)\t‘i-dr mﬂi;‘g
g\-{i‘!\)’— Lok lE ]:K » 2t E‘ o d & l'i’H‘}E W L ?% | A2 R
* o ﬁg_ljl,,\thf\%ém I‘r‘ ’ '7] Y g T lp £¢L3£EX”T% imZ‘* é‘;@
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dHR L

2. Y3785 IR
FEAP W %?‘S;‘-’f% i-r A ena & &2 - o Hwang (2003)
e 156 £ 2 v > 8 LR STE A ¥R 2 % 0 W hREn

BAEY L FRFCAFREE - FRILFROLNER DY RS
P LW AP Rend rswgr% e P MR A R e S Kk
FEGEE R L e T F S S E I P FEEA B 4 (Madhusudan
and Karanth, 2002; Rowcliffe et al., 2004 )= & & P s 4247 3 4 f1% # 32
NDVI~ g~ A v %R ~ERERZFERETFIZHF R - Ak & B
R (Risk layer ) » Ff ] P 40 5 e vRdt F 38 8 38 e b 'k
( Sanchez-Mercado et al., 2008 ) o A% 7 i x ¥ & = L5 R &
PR PR P R A

3. HE®

CrAey z"\é 51 BOTHEEME— AT S BT R LR R R 5
km = BIp 2 F3d G PR ORERR - &7 it - 2 6 £d R TR F
. ’Dﬁm’%%&xaﬂ SRR TS - PR D

B @ g Fenig2 »e* (Hwang and Chen, 2009) -

f”l_iil% EF R TR FL AT e I 2 APy
TRAERCPH B LTSS (FA86) IR PR T LA
EHAECEUITRA > FFRRFERY P T IREREA - AFEY

e TERBEBIAE T R ERGERS S FTRAALFR AT A
Bt b ihgd o gt g B FE R 8o F (Onorato et
al., 2003; Izumiyama and Shiraishi, 2004; +k%#,2009) 2. j: 5 fe &
M6 3 (Hwang etal., 2002 ) > # & nbﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬂ?éﬁﬁv#ﬂ (TP ) &5
ERA £ & 8% 5 B o {os L F o RURZ & 050 ohip
RIA XL R R ens F fodde {1 5 ’ﬁ,w?i H R E
A IS
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=~ %2 L Maxent ¥ TR A #

MR Z R PG A&A T FROUIHS R F AN AF
TERIBYF € 3 B oAz B (Commission ) ~ i & fieig (Overfit)
Hiw(Anderson et al., 2003 ) fe $>* e - ~ 2 M E frentfaa 5 o
LEEEL TG AT T I TS - Maxent v £ il

(robustness) z 44 - ® %gﬂ & v (regularization) 5 2% » 4]
i B peif enfimw 4 (Phillips et al., 2006; Phillips and Dud ik, 2008 ) ;
HEHRT @7 Maxent & L jF A A2 3k 2 FALRIA R
(Ellth and J, 2009 )~ £ > iz (2007) % 4] * GARP ( Genetic Algorithm
for Rule-set Predition) g iRl & # 2 ji2. 4~ % > GARP .5 - &7 7 #
R TR TR A TR 0 T R F G £ F R Maxent 2
GARP #-5V cnig 7 > 4 #win % Maxent <4 g 24+ (Elith et al., 2006;
Terribile and Diniz-Filho, 2010 ) Maxent #2558 $iz ) { % 34245 - B 88
4oy &) & TR % F12 jackknife test o HRARTRE R P AP HE R LR B
2t (Dudik and Schapire, 2006; Phillips et al., 2006 ) -

(- ) Maxent 3gip| » % = [

S oW TERA T G ARG 2 b 6 23 % 99 b
FFHERR - F AR, TEF G FL PR L AL
Rl B~ AFRFOF2 AR ORI 2 EFFABHE L4
LE P REARY RORE AT R ORATT AR S SRITREEZ
T~ ZFEFEHRTF RPBREIALTRR TR EL ol 02, 5
FLRFAFCRLT AR EERLY CBFLPp AT RLE
ARLARETRAN L BB ILJ’K:,P*‘ FF BRI ER LG
i ’Uﬁ&*p’%ﬁ SHONRSY AL RFZ T LR ROFE B LT A B S

B L ATFIR -

énm

T\
N

SoWERBET AL RETERY aMALS T BFET
ﬁfi,féaé»ﬁvﬁﬂé%é i o 4245 8 K »* 2000-2003 £ F Ax F L RET R
KEPFABDESHE T  ZRIEBRBE RN FIL Tl dp oz
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R 1y 3+ > 2 i sclRY T 65k ¢ %’K#ﬁ%“v?%éf?\:#“%“
(7 £ 12,2004) HLF Fenk B > L2 0 HFR
Ba QitF 2B aLZWRjipae whtheavdsrty 11 B
(Steinmetz, 2009 ) > y* v o hgm > 2 R R LA FHF O L E B 4G
R FE R
TERIB AT - BT ) RRZER L B L RETE
AR ORUAZEFEA RS EE LN o LR SRS
e “ﬁ#@}éq’mﬁ A PRGBS ACRER Y B2 e E R
FE A o2, B L% o FER|BIAE TG AT R A EF 10 kmP A
Bt s ALRE S £ R L ?”ifs‘ii%“ 2 et LR
-
%)

a3

A

A R LR R e R L L T MF%“ e a A
ELW6%$%§A§%#£iﬁéﬁﬁ/”J R FT R AR

L
PR LB 2 PR R BHER R ﬁ%i,f g Y H

FRAFTRBDAFR RPN ATIHHFEL LRI
WEF L E#e A5 (1,100 km*) 2000 £ 2 7 15 :
BEBE R L AERHEEG Lt G R

= M&&ﬁ@ﬁ@%g%aaﬁpw(igi,mw;
Hle ,1998;3%@?‘;“ 120035 3 47 % > 20045 3 47 ~ 5 8 > 2005 ;

206)’B%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬂxﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%?ﬁ
ME G TR R he b

LAl Ry - FHERRETREY AF L LT A
Fehs 3 RIRIEAEET o & ARG P A LR DR F 2 ke PR
F iE>r 1957 & B Ben® X R 0 A ACR AdRerr o Sk R g &
L% e s Rl (S 3 ) >R 62km o BEAR 42004 & FlEeh b Ik
A (BHRgr»v ) BB FEERF LA S FF 2 B 4o
EBHRAEZFR BRI LGS BERe SR EE - O o
FEY G HAEARELS TG R d R R A GfrARgE o £
R fe A GHRES AF LI AR AR FIREEE L X R4
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FLETLEFEPFE L7722 AR02 (P2 F >
PER ISR oL A ST L LG A K LA T R
?ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁf“<54%%&%lg %“ﬁ#%ﬁ#ﬂ$wﬁ’é
PRI FHH BEAAM YR T ERAREFETR

B~ o AR AR

Maxent & # #;V & F #Fd b 973 B Z AN TR -
B EERED R RS L RB RTINS o A B4R
@ FEAL Y B R R R R R TIT M  R G FIR T edp
FER M-

(=) SRS

4

R FE BN F1R ¢ 7R FO R B BT IR R
ﬁ@??@iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁé’%ﬁﬂéi“’ﬂ@ B ¥ % pre 2
FoIG A E A B 0 £ & Maxent SRS ¢ ARHRE & 2 BT
FoIkoe

E’Eﬁ P RIBA T 2 FY AT 3 BRI B A H AT
HFEOREFFAGFEZRLBEEN AP NI ATARLERE LR
BoMLT 2 e R ARE e fos LSRR R IR T AR o &
Maxent #-7% 4p ™ > Maxent 3g Bl ens # g > S0 & j{ﬁ Mi&ﬁﬁf
137 if] e [ o @4 fF < Coz&Snell R® &2 Nagelkerke R* B 5if 3 &
4T RE q’?b%gkiﬁﬂ?’F'&ﬁﬂ?ﬁ}imFﬁplfM*’I’E
Hosmer-Lemeshow #t & i & 4 154 7 & & Ho;l\eh 5 B
E R OAREAERI R i F G AP R ERBFER O A K fsﬁil“i
B TR EmE Mo a3 B AT EIOREFF 0 ofF)
BA~SFFTREFFE -

Q\?

&
L F“
IBR
E-)

H’
¥4

B ¥ E Y3 2~ x s (Multicollinearity) 2 A4 » % =~
Mirofe RARE ¢ FREBET FH GGG A2 L (23 50
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& B > 2004) (Hosmer and Lemeshow, 2000b ) o A& {7 Ho;ViE & w0 o
AEF AB-EIDE R - ) EIF A I TS AP ks b Oguf—i » H
B EEAPM il ot 080 2y BEAPM o LRI G EALR T ¢ #
Flk R S R

BB w ¥ G Y A 0 R S g i (Green, 2007,
Royleetal., 2008) « i FHE kA H A3 LjEd A T2 Ha > T
%“wiﬁwaswﬂﬁ%mLam@’ﬂa@ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
B AR o R Y B IILFR (presence data) endf iR
Bt A= & T4 (Presence-absence ) -5\ «h & Mg iE (Gu and
Swihart, 2004; Cianfrani et al., 2010 )o F]yt & 77 7 2 b Tl eng jo 7

)I‘r?'"ﬁlﬁzF‘Eiéﬂfﬁ B E b4 2 ﬁ‘i+l<%4ﬁw}w—a‘£%é‘

BB EZXP] LA »’M-‘s’—‘g{’s ol Rt — B EA FE ﬁm/}#}k,\zapi
#g:’aaw]wim Je § BTG R FOERIR 2 L S
X > @ FEREE T B L 1km? (Keating and Cherry, 2004) ’ eruféféi
A KT L E FER LR )ii(%ir' 25 km?)i& {7 3 8] o

B FOBRRBRE FEATF/ETHRLLY T Ao
(Quinn and Keough, 2002; Pearce and Boyce, 2006; Gibson et al.,
2007 ) - *Piﬁﬁ*WIB@“%WZ?&‘éﬁﬁ%%%”ﬁﬁ
37 o RAANEFHAPALERILLAFT LR L RINERE kp §
BPEAHALERFEBHI LT OSHK e IER2 F“A’#7£57L
s AU E R A A KRB E ﬁa’f T+ 1%® (Liuetal,
2009)“E ’»‘“*Fv“ﬁ%‘l,—»riag sl F A A B~ AR R Y e
EEFHE DA SR MFE A L FEETORE RS gL
"f’*éti’ﬁF“Q\?’I“mifﬁ‘ﬁz”r“‘)’?p)\i/@m iR - T2
TR AAE BB EREEBABELSER P E AL RE
jo R o

AETOERTHAPEI TN TR L AL AR
ﬁ‘i ‘a‘wgyv%} @ AU F BRI LT 4 km g R B o B

2
F

‘‘‘‘‘ BRI T AR ﬁj&,é%!niwf‘,éf e S E A e L
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BEREAFNLE FFOFIN S ET LA _»52,: B
FlApst > 2T AKkm SR ET hfE R o 2. g AR T RE LR

RN iR R BEARULFAP B AN R T RE S B Y U RSk
I10% A PE e L HT g Fla #ﬂ?zf%‘ LR
ve drd RALR Y A DB R S B Hf—“ﬂw* TR K 20 4 4p
42007 6% 311" F’”’S%:}p%,L j= (k% ¢ » 2009 ; Hwang,
2003) > e AFT 7 GRS P8 EE & ‘5 e L L%t o 3. ¥
R A INA O BEIR AT b I S Mt 0,15 e R~ & s o
LR A RIS G 03204 R AF AP A - LG FAE
ARG 3 068 (F %4 >2010) F 2 FTARMA A F 2L E
PRGN nERER BRI FREIRPB TR
(MacKenzie, 2005) c ~ F]l A& =B ¢k § F 44384 25 jo o TR
ZHEE TR E A BRI ~@)§Lﬂk£/i&|'&"ﬂ (I EY
W% ¥ AL A G OAREEER G R g L e TR B 2 B LR R
P AN RBERAEAM A AFEEL 2 B

e
T AR A F g

e ‘m\»«

W it F*m‘"é';‘ )&i’?uzﬁ(1929) ‘"5‘3‘3‘? Bi‘iﬁf‘ ..‘,s:,‘;gﬁ;i/,,\m:«g
ARG R ITAREEE LY B IR rﬁmwv’r , _g L el 7% e
B RS Bk b 2R g IR AR 0§ Ch s L g ) B
T L% S i I B fE 0 A F A 443 600-2,700 m( Kano, 1940) -
1933 22 3k AR 2 p AT > 24r 78 £ 2 it A g v F B -

‘ﬁfr&’w’ FRa wﬁéﬂ» & (Wang, 1999) - 134524 fr ¢ FoR >
uz—’ §E i E ARt 4 1930 ~ 1940 £ B XA Ao S AHFS 0 2
AR B MP‘ §OE R R o A T Fe B 30100 m b e gtk
TG (0w 5 1932) .

AR S - L FEM Y E*“vﬁzbﬁva‘ﬂ~p’%§
§Ot TR RAHE R N Y B Rk AL A B A F

\\\\\\

FOBSBR ~ TTE S 2 L fofe 0% 44 100-2,000m 2 e (AL
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1956 ) - McCullough ** 1974 #4F & 2 45 > 2 ji o #30 » § o570
L R 0 & FEE AL o Rk S B o ﬁ;s? 1990 & 2 47 % 4 i&
(72 L3 T F ATy o H4r 1990-1992 # e & TS o 2 LA
FThAdE2RE > 2 I A/ LEYT R(LF2%1990; 2 ;Tﬁit »1990 ;
ks TEE; »1991) - H 2 {5+ 1996-2000 & M5 4 2 FAL > BIRTH 7
AR e m BB AT R e AR B
E3BRFEF (2L 2R AR ) MEFE L RET R
EARLpARETE (2 TE » 1999 ; TE » 2000 ) © iEfEp B T 3
BA R ie 3 F B AR FIME fEiesdne P 4 LR pUR Lk

B Rl R e g 2R 7]%‘"/‘ °

AT S -FHPL st ERes B I ELPT b5 L&
RLRA DRI HIEELRY G hTH (2520019005 247
#1990 2 47 % > 1991 3 47 > 19997 2 37 > 2000) A 3 A H
@'{T?i&my\#ié\# B AL ERZ LA
* T IRLZE R AT T TR R

S BRESCE R le BE R 22 %E > BB TR IL - Maxent

FHAR LI LEEL 2 RS 0 22 1090-2010
SARP O B RFELSTERT L SHER TR 2R
—EPAREFATORR S RBEEL BT REETS LEF 20 &
s fegrily ERFIRE e IRk g o
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¢ L )
i ‘ft"; “z/pr\n

AET B RPA RSN LR ARRA L 07/2F > &
@Vwﬁ%wﬁﬁﬁwadaﬁiﬁg*ﬁawx FB TR ST B M ek R
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RN L% 1,319-2921 6 30 151 K 4R k4R i
ge () R
N ¥#r 1268-3626 11 55  73.2 e E e ﬂ“f‘?
T ABRE
(&)
¢TI ki {30 1059-1420 2 10 101 T ¢TI
EN @ #%  1200-2000 6 30 97 L a2 M
B 0% % #% 1500-2300 4 12 171 4 F £k
) Y k(7 ) | BE LR
o2 ¥ 9t 1668-3258 7 28 347 y
% B BA(L)  BAE
. B P B R
BE & - 2% 400-2614m 8 40 311 o
i oG T ¥ 1661-3296 8 36 541 ¥ k(F) 7 Ltk
N 2% 1380-2400 10 10 32 é;‘ﬂ‘g R
R & 3% 1211-2078 6 24 355 ki R TR E
FER L @ 2% 600-1986 3 12 84 7 Fe
EF e T4 @8 1081-1566 2 9 11.1 b
B3t 117 474 556

95



24D E BT RRAPT LA A TRRETERL ARG - K

BEER T A YR aa iy A st
AL 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
SRR 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
SN P! 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
PR 8 1 0 0 0 0 9
AR T 0 15 0 2 0 1 18
CETER 3 6 29 1 0 2 0 38
B A - 3 66 0 1 1 0 71
3 % 12 8 1 3 16 0 40
R R 9 38 0 1 0 0 48
N 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
/T is 38 168 8 19 1 236
T 16.10 71.2 0.85 3.4 8 0.4

PRk g i T A
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F(Lkm?) fodf -

L 7 AR i T o i fm PF’ F‘/j 4R
A EE wgt oap g - BER %)
Sl 2

7 A FER L 14 0 0 0 0 0
IR 48 1 0.05 1 1 2.1
Pk 32 0 0 0 0 0
2 LF 44 0 0 0 0 0
A RV A 11 0 0 0 0 0
+ % A 47 6 0.03 4 1.5 8.5
FEEgLFE 12 4 0.6 4 1 33.3
IR 19 0 0 0 0 0
wE LR 15 0 0 0 0 0
4K T 65 0 0 0 0 0
L § 5] 8 9 1.5 2 4.5 22.2
E 8 18 3.1 5 3.6 62.5
p R 16 0 0 0 0 0
EAv2 E 37 38 1.9 5 7.6 135
NGRS B ] 32 71 3.8 12 59 37.5
Y om i ET 43 40 1.3 16 25 37.2
rAR 28 48 2.5 10 4.8 35.7
R 27 1 0.05 1 1 3.7
FEB LR 8 0 0 0 0 0
EFE-T e 8 0 0 0 0 0
Bt 514 236 0.7 59 4 11.5

TR REAPERE /(T ARM D L X T AR T AX100) o WL EF - 2F B Efi Rk e

TR S WA FLE E S
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6977 A AR LB 2 A et K et % - PR (1990-1999 £ )
e % = prdp(2000-2010 # ) 2 &~ # Fiw o

ki K
E = o ok f T A 7 ok i 7o o
AFEa s R0 Apas L
1990-1999 n 0 300 300 0 220 220
% 0 100 0 100
2000-2010 n 122 593 715 59 350 409
% 171 829 144 856
it n 122 893 1015 59 506 565
% 12 88 104 896

FHERIEP A RTRL

b;/«w}; 2QEFREXRIP o
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‘;f
L
&
PPl )
g
!
Mot
=
—~
[E=N
(o]
(o]
@
H
(do]
(o]
(o]
-h_‘\
N
%
B
Iy
St
=
—~
N
o
o
?
N
o
H
o
-h_\\
N

LIBRB TG 2 o
5 - Pl ¥ PRl b ie Bg
R B FE , - " ) " wra b
+35(SD) # [Fl +#5(SD) # [l ¥l
% 3 (m) 1811(652)  330-3443 1839(611)  183-3415 0.604
B R 34(5.3) 10-44 34(4.5) 16-46 0.25
& & (mm) 2587(535)  1524-4015  2720(528) 1535-4030  0.004**
#3258 (C)  14.3(3.6) 5-23 14.2(3.4) 5-22 0.71
- 3 E9g
. 8.9(35) -2-18 9(3.5) -2-17 0.901
(T)
(AR 0.83(0.06)  0.35-0.91 0.8(0.06)  0.58-0.88  <0.001**
BT BE
:f - 5.4(4.3) 0-15.3 5.9(4.4) 0-17 0.163
Hr(km)
RS .
R 0.28(0.84) 0-4.6 0.16(0.61) 0-6.7 0.019
(km)
37 ny A ’4} 'f]
’i”ﬁ’_‘@ - 10(13.6) 0-54.6 12.6(16.2) 0-72.6 0.083
e (km)
BB ER
(*(’;T = 72(30) 0-100 73.3(28) 0-100 0.594
0

2 SD= standard deviation

PMann-Whitney U Test : *P<0.05 » **P<0.01 -

-

“HthR

B GE ARG RPN heie(n=19271) 0 8 =5 Ix1km? -



# 8~ J1* Maxent SR W % - I & % - FHIERG LR EARR
% 2. T 9z LR o

5 — prip % - pELp
kBT b7 ie g F
,]vib
*35(SD) ° # [ T 35(SD) #
A yE(m) 2073(531) 361-3640 1900(546) 460-3640  <0.001**
R 34.7(4.6) 9-47.8 34.5(4.4) 0-51 0.01*
& £ (mm) 2642(524) 1570-4101 2751(513) 1779-6441  <0.01**
(AR S 0.83(0.05) 0.37-0.91 0.8(0.06) 0.05-09  <0.01**
B B 3T BE 3
+ A 5.6(4) 0-17 4.9(3.8) 0-17 <0.01**
(km)
¥ B OB A .
0.16(0.6 -5. 0.12(0.47 -5.1 <0.01
(km/km?) ©6) 0-56 (047> 05
iR e S E
'f*f‘ " ¥ BlS 9(11.9) 0-75.7 12(15.3)  0-81.5 <0.01**
Hr(km)
* N
r ik R 78.7(26) 0-100 78.3(26.8)  0-100 0.72

C(%>

2 SD= standard deviation
PMann-Whitney U Test : *P<0.05 » **P<0.01 -

CHMRIAT G H LR RERPN e N=19271) 0 R E =5 Ix1 km?

-

100



%9~ % - pr#(2000-2010 & ) & fiH(n=470) 2 F fiti(n=408) % £

BHRB FIF 2 ik
& ot - 1 BB
%8B FlZ . b
T . TiaE . EXQ- 2
(SD) : (SD) 7
745.9 1840
% 42 (m 4-3291 183-3519  <0.001**
+HE(m) (638.9) (612)
25.3 33.9
BB 1.2-44.3 15.7-457  <0.001**
(9.6) (4.5)
2515 2716.5
& £ (mm 1399-5839 1536-4030  <0.001**
£ (mm) (587) (527.7)
19.5 14.3
328 (° 6.9-25 5.1-21.8 <0.001**
£(C) (3.3) (3.4)
-z 13.6 9
. 0.3-20.5 15173 <0.001**
() (3.4) (3.5)
0.77 0.81
CREAETE 0.17-0.89 058-088  <0.001**
2t 0.1) (0.06)
i B BT BEAE 0.9 6 .
0-12.2 0-17 <0.001
(km) (18.8) (4.4)
F R A 3.3 0.16 .
0-16.7 0-6.7 <0.001
(km/km?) (3.5) (0.6)
PR T FlIE 34.2 12.7 .
0-146.6 0-72.5 <0.001
g (km) (34.5) (16.3)

2 SD= standard deviation

®Mann-Whitney U Test : *P<0.05 » **P<0.01 -
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AICiEd /] 3 A7 505 10 BHN e s o

g AIC  AAIC K°
1. ELE, SLOPE, ROAD_DIS, ROAD_DEN, NP_DIST 592 0 5
2. ELE, NDVI, ROAD_DIS, ROAD_DEN, NP_DIST 592.3 03 5
3. ELE, PREC,ROAD_DIS, ROAD_DEN, NP_DIST 592.6 06 5
4. ELE, SLOPE, NDVI, ROAD_DIS, ROAD_DEN, NP_DIST 593.6 16 6
5. ELE, SLOPE, PREC, ROAD_DIS, ROAD_DEN, NP_DIST 593.9 19 6
6. ELE, NDVI, PREC, ROAD_DIS, ROAD_DEN, NP_DIST 594.2 22 6
7. ELE, SLOPE, NDVI, PREC, ROAD_DIS, ROAD_DEN, NP_DIST 5955 35 7
8. ELE, SLOPE, NDVI, ROAD_DIS, NP_DIST 6029 109 5
9. ELE, SLOPE, PREC, ROAD_DIS, NP_DIST 6036 116 5
10. ELE, SLOPE, NDVI, PREC, ROAD_DIS, NP_DIST 604 12 6

Sk F)F N 4E : LE=/4 #%  TEMP=4# 5§ ~ TEMP_JAN=- » &5 -~ SLOPE=# A& -~ ROAD DIS=
4 Be 2. BT R4 - ROAD_DEN=if 5 % & ~ NP_DIS=42 B %2> Fl2 i7 jEd « PREC=& T taa £ -

NDVI=1 # 45 1545 #c -
HR Y BT -
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Hf o R IR TS R o

s B S.E. Wald X2 P
S 0.001 0.0002 37.9 <0.0001
R BT R 0.0003 0.00004 54.3 <0.0001
ERHRE -0.0003 0.0001 9.3 <0.01
B R Bl iTiede -0.00003 5.6x10° 24.9 <0.0001
¥R 0.18 0.22 0.7 0.395
¥ K -2.26 0.77 8.6 0.003
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212~ 1% BIEw R TR R EHERBRTF]F TR -

kB FE L 35(SD) * i 7
4 F(m) 2168.4(566.7) 487-3640
HR 36(4.2) 15.7-51
& £ (mm) 2701(429) 1622-4112
#3238 (C) 12.5(3.1) 4.1-23.1
-1 #2398 (C) 6.9(3) -1.5-16.7
14 4715 0.8(0.06) 0.26-0.89
i B BT EERE(KmM) 5.3(3.9) 0-17
e A (km) 0.11(0.5) 0-7.5
?Er?)?‘& Bleza 2.8(5.9) 0-76
HEHBRER%)" 79.7(24.1) 0-100

2 SD= standard deviation

"HEHBRFRRGE EAE R R R RM=19,271) 0 i E =L 1x1 km? o
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a1 )~ AP T B BA (T4 kR D PaPaGo Map) ® &3t » 3t B 2 i
B R 3

s FHEF v
kAR N
| B L N

T R ARE B oL

£oLifRag N

JER IS et

FHARE N

ue TR N

VO IEARE N

Fl Ak N

RN X R NGRS # =

L
TELERLERAF S AR ARRFLF 22 AR RO R BB AR LR R LR
LAz A WARGFEERABEE CHLHLTA RS EE RIS  FLP-FAp iR EE R
BB A PALEA RN REGTE NS N ERERR o PT ARAERTE AR R SRR
RAP O T ARG -
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4 2 ~ jxpgzig LB K (FF kiR : PaPaGoMap) 2 4 * Bl - § 4

O~ B W A d Bl A T AP E 2 R o

Ey £

A~ ZEE

S B2 E
st Bz E

Kilometers
0 125 25 50 75 100
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M3 AT R Y A LRI TR E e R LA
AL R IR 2B o
FEF LA (r"lji ) S EL LE G
A LpREY 7,759 81/03/12 ‘;i ¥ HIA D F 13-15~24-26 ~ 32 kFLZ
F 33 4hrTd Joig ¢ WA S & A 75 \»e i
Ewbﬁ REEERZFER B 1:;3# 20
18 ~ 41-45 ~ 49-53 +k572 % 35 ﬁifTa‘r“T ,% 3
rﬁwﬁﬁw B 850.22 25 2 5 F]
B4 o4& 550991  89/02/15 WG thE KF EE ¥ BATLHRIT, 2 EF ¥
LRLER 3940~ 45-66 83 84‘87-100\109-118~127-131
133 ﬂafx » B EEE S 7477 ~ 81-84 tRrT 5 -
T LEEFES 173 It
2 H R RS F 76,850  81/07/01
T EBRRRESF 92,000  75/11/28
L APd € 109,952 89/02/15 WG thikw LEE®F 2728~ 78-104 ~ 118-1
ERLER I AALEEE S 485470 thrr s 2 &3
%% 140451 §A T EF 5 135(% 710
1113 /) 5204 # )~ 136-179 ~ 181-201 +R5L » 7§
?s: ¥ % % 15-17 ~ 19-21 ~ 25-27 ~ 30 k7T
22WH4HHE 11,414 89/01/27 ERAL EARE G R 2 F E R ¥ 32-37 4R
ER
ENER I S 105,490  74/04/10
BELEBFA fE 69,077 89/02/15 WG M L E E T ¥ 13-24 -~ 28-44 HkFL > u T
ERIER E% ¥ 24-3LHIL 0 A HE LT F 40-44 Hy
MZLpARET 6,248 81/03/12 EhEE X F % 22-37 k512 H b2 52 005
W #Lr\’?’" rﬁfﬁ"’t?/%r'/rsrav =N EE - A |
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i 3(H) s AR W Y

(4 2SR ~ 6 fifod 2 pF o

oo EY =3 %, 5L ,»‘.‘.,’-w——./ 24 7 > — & <
PREE R A RATRE DL R L

W w LA E:i) o E R & E o f
T LEEN L e 671 89/10/19 M e+ % 2% £ % % 101-106 +k
ERiER

RArLEEd B £ & 494 89/10/19 M3 43 L F EF ¥ 18-20 531
BLEE

MApENARFEE 2574 89/10/19 M7y 2% £ % % 131-136
BLES

FapmadE g 47723 89/10/19 R7 oHhut T EEF P 32-39 #5571 -
BLERE AT %% % 1831 ﬁafr » EREE

% % 4-21 Hhr
Pl RET R 47,000 77/01/13 AT ERS 2-10~12-20~ 24-30

77/06/08 iz

i

I 4 ii# % 18-26~35-43~45-
Lz % #I‘Ta‘r"‘fﬁ%— ¥ % 1 2
¥+ @ ﬁil)P74&~ Ry

B kT o M T b s 2 HITRE
R 2o R
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M4~ ARy chE i R RIRE L p AR K
AR LR FOFAINF T L A28 T 1% poopsanadfip
R

3

SR EFHRE

B AT L £ 23 (n=43) -
e w S TS

1997 AP LEMA AP LESpTR A KR IR 0
z

1999 B LR AFERE AL KRSt 0
F’{

2000 SERRMFORATA S A3 E - KRS 0
“ﬁ% K 4

2002 P R PR maqiigea KR ®RE5 L M 0
T (%= #) Fo7 e BB

2003 bz Ho L LR ABIL 2 BURS 0
fn#w 4 g 2. ,{ﬂ"i‘

2003 FERRRSFIP P A TAF g KRS MR M 0
EHT R R E N

2003 SRS SEoh 5 ToF T B R $ S L 0
R 2 EBFTR(F- &) PR

2004 AR P A AT A R FE4E 0
HERZFAY

2004 2HR Flef st g —2 2 £rat 1
Lk T

2004 AR FHAFPELRIBESF TP T RE L 0
RBI2 B RIS - E) PooREEESCRE

2004 LR RSBl inEs w9 23 FE24 @A F
Lt 2 EH T R

2004 ARLARETREIEERRINE KRS A 5
His ¥ Al st d e LR Y
T ()

2005 ol F oL SRR i Hs B AR T E S A 3 0
PAEzZRE(=) EA I X K

L 4
2005 WEEH AP LLERIREFEYF MREGE 0

TRALEPR A ER S 5L
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e AE) R AT LR RO FRINEE L2 # w o I p
PAEAABSE S DTRELEZAEFT o

Fosse
£ i 3P L | L
B>

2005 ZHEEARSFIZT AR FY X AUF B S KRI B ik
fost L B 52 5 RAT T B~ iR

2005  AANAEFELRIBATIEFD ITFFEL
R W2)

2005 MARLBEBEFRBFAFIREAE FE24 AR P F
gEfEE (1) o~ XA A

2005  fIFHEFR FAEHES SEHHST HLF
PR XA SR B RS S

2006 Rigps pipge bz my(U2) *hns

2006 T b 130 HRaE 4f A R A E R Mt EE

2006 L1EpRET RS FTRALER F7kE
4 LeER AL

2006 A AEAHLERRLFATIHSSN I FFE S R
AFETYE (22) FELFFE R

HEF 2

2006 AR LRERTREFAFIREDE R F2F PR
pEREE (2) 55~ 5 A AL

2007 REpipppatrBhzeyQ2)  fdnw

2007 EWLIFAHEFRLFEZAFLRLE M E S RRE
B AR

2007 BEEHABFELRIBRFESFFT M G2
B AT R 5 E R SRR

2007 ZHRFOFIRBTAFSTRADES RAEL KR R
T—ZAE T = BUE T ERAE

2007 SERRFOFAA SRR RS LR LA ZFEG4
Pef 2 RHIF T 8

2007 L1 pREFTHREELTRALER A E
117 ERIEHRL

2007 TLRFOFe - B R Al e 2R kg B2

PARTELA KRR EET R

[
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SY-NIE DENE S P AE NN EION R4 VR I S k.
BB AR DEREL E2L N BT o
ER N bR res
» AP = g
2008 77w RN LB TR AGRE P ERSEME T 0
R BT L (33)
2008 P AT LFFELRLARSHS T M GE 0
7@&%5@7?]{*—-&&4\%§%
2008 AR RGEHRSREFALSLPLE BRFE 0
41/? *+43/3)
2008 ZHMRESFIMEBHABSTREES REIL KL% 1
1i—2 848 % i
2008 *AREFLOIFLLE LR RAR 24T FLFFR 0
Brr2Eg(-) NN o
2008 fi g EIE Y A SRR R MR IFCFR 0
Ty 3 EEg
2008 11 pARETHRFEFFTADET R A 0
1Lt EFRSEHFL
2008 #E&HLEFEFIELERMBETL HAFFRERES O
BRrvz ¥ x
2008 » &EERRG Ok SRR EAT R RpAZL CKRIA - 0
(5/5) -
2009 HEEFIFH LR BRLERG ST Ry FE 0
RMBALERL L ERSEEL
2009 {1 ¥ pREFTEREFTADALR Ly d 0
1Lt ERSEHL
2009 E LR R Blip iR MOEHRE R REES HRA KR 2 0
FTRERDET R i EUINE R T,
2010 fIEF2eFELLRLFFIMELM KEE SR A 1

TRB BB TR

A=

112



D AR LA AL AR 2 Bk

TV TEL

Eijd o Fd ° Ay ki

M TR b m) i

ﬁ% 2] ABB 2-14(CM) (Steinmetz,2009 )

® 5 R ABB/SB 10 (Fredriksson and Steinmetz,
2007)

R ABB 1.14(0.12) (Sharma, L.K., 2009 )

Rip B ABB 0.43(0-6) (Bhupendra, P.Y.,2009 )

/0.75

%.x B3] SB 3-9(CM) (Steinmetz,2009 )

B R SB 2.1-34 (Akhtar et al., 2004 )

ER[E RM SB 10-40 (Augeri, D.M., 2005 )

o XL GB 0.027 (Clevenger and Purry,
2005 )

I AB 0.74 Cuesta et al., 2003

£ ABB 0.7 0.42 AT

®ABB-= Asiatic black bear, SB=Sloth bear(Melursus ursinus ) , GB=grizzly bear(ursus arctos ) ,
AB=Andean bear(Tremarctos ornatus ) , SB=Sun bear(Helarctos malayanus ) .

"CM=j: 'k

‘P F =BT - BRPTE R FANERARZ B
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6 2 AT MEE A L e

Species

Variables?

Reference

Asiatic black bear

Asiatic black bear

Asiatic black bear

American black
bear

American black
bear

American black
bear

American black
bear (female )
American black
bear

Grizzly bear

Grizzly bear

Brown bear

Sloth bear

Forest cover, agricultural cover,
shrub cover, distance to the
closest nature reserve

Forest cover, slope,
elevation(+) , proximity to
settlements(- )

Elevation, distance to the road,
vegetation cover type, distance
to the patch and stone steps
Oak dominated vegetation

Road(-)

Landscape

Landscape, human related
activities(- )

Landscape, vegetation, human
number(-)

Road(-)

Average altitude, deciduous
woodlands and ecotone

length(+) ,vineyard-olive groves

and shrublands(- )
Monsoon forest(+) ele,road
density,human population den(-)

(Liu et al., 2009 )

(Singh, R., 2009)

(Doko et al., 2011 )

(Onorato et al., 2003 )

(Garneau, D E.,2007 )
(Reynolds-Hogland and
Mitchell, 2007 )
(Gaines et al., 2005 )
(Sharma, C. M., )
(Mattson and Merrill,

2002)
(Ciarniello et al., 2007 )

(Posillico et al., 2004 )

(Ratnayeke et al., 2007 )

) ZaAr TR LA o (+) ST APH
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