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H1E P

YK, HIERK EOKEKEFED DT ) 0.01%ITH 722 WIC BB & mWAERZRNEZ
HLTWD, HEEIZHOWTL, BlfED)> TWAHEIZER > TH 10,000 FELL EO AR FLE S
NTEY EELDODR &S —FTHRAKAERRZFIH T 2 I 373 5 2R DK 40%
Z T % (Lundberg etal. 2000), A4 « TEHKH - WAL Z O D &, HIBK BICA RS
LEMEE O OB, DK 355D 1L YK EEOARIZVLEL L TWD & Sibd (Dudgeon
etal. 2006)

POKAERERIL, T & ITRE R NAIEELZ ST CREICAREEA(L L>2dH % (Carpenter
and Biggs 2009), 2012 4EIZFFI S NI B D /E = TV AHIER LA — ~ (WWF 2012) Ti,
KAEBER DA & T2 HERFESL Living Planet Index 1% 31% D i %271 L AWM DK
THAL-EBEIMEL TV D AERRE LTRSS TV D, TOTRBEIR L LTiE, Xk
Ky, KEIGG, IO NBRUE, WRER, BV ERREOH, ABHO
3T - ISZAL T2 E3dF BTV % (Salaet al. 2000 ; Scheffer et al. 2001 ; Morita and Yamamoto
2002 ; Scheffer and Carpenter 2003 ; Dudgeon et al. 2006 ; Osterling et al. 2010 ; Woodford and
Mclintosh 2010, 2011),

DX D BUIRE 2T T WOKAERER O LR ESE T dH S 4ERER Tid, 1980 44X
AR BAET A U 7 2 KA O A BB 2 R4 - B3 DIEEI 2T Hh T & 72 (Roni
etal. 2002), b7 A U B TOL L OFFEIIKERF L L THEHERY IR EzIRE L, W
JIR D JRETHY 22 BisR 55 (G@% 50-500 m D ZE] R r—)v) i T 5 2 & TH I BHEREED
HEFF-REICHBNT 2 2 L 2 BEE L LTV 2% (Gowan and Fausch 1996a ; Quinn and Kwak 2000 ;
Roni et al. 2002 ; Binns 2004) , BAKZ2FAETFIEIL, 27— VI CHEINE THZERTH 5,
TEARALOE LT EEREOLE (Quinnand Kwak 2000 ; Koljonen et al. 2013) ., A « ELf
78 EOREEY) ORGE (Gowan and Fausch 1996 ; Quinn and Kwak 2000 ; Binns 2004 ; Johnson et al.
2005) B L ONHEEARDOTEAE (Ronietal. 2002) 3&H I Hiv b,

ENIZENTH, ERNPOEAZ FERE LT, KEEOARHAINZ B & LIEIARD
i & (Nagayamaetal. 2009, 2012). #apfaiiAsDpEIRIY; DEAf (77 =€ R ; PEJII 1997)
WED DND72 L, PIINOBRRSEICER Lichhs - FAEFERERINTND



LnL., ZNHOENINOFERNL, GO REE DA BRI 31T 5 A BREE DO AR
E LR TH Y . B2 EEREEOMERF O 721213143 Ti/e\ (Fausch et al. 2002 ; Roni
etal. 2002 ; Palmer etal. 2005), & ¥ K& Q22 A 7 — W28 T, HILHYZR A Z R
DD OFEL I 2 e 2 T %N H D (Hanski 1999), ZD7=9DIZid, A Z fEfk
REARER S 2 ST RE D 22 500 DIEEEEY 4 X % L TR E s HuEfE &2 36T
B 5 202 2RI RO ERN B BRI K TH D,

ANNDERERHEEREA O H M EOBHEHIRRK

A A A H (Unionidae, Margaritiferidae, 35 & 0% Hyriidae) 1%, FfRKpEA R < 4%
TORBEDFEAIBIZ A BN FED HAL, K TIZHK 800 A Fdk 41TV 2 (Strayer 2008)
HARTIZIA AR 15 il i, WU PallAR 2 ObbdT17 1 04 R
NHHN TS (Kondo 2008),

A VAT AL, R A R TS L OMARE L LT A 2 L THEREEO AT 22
#3255 19%hH (Vaughn and Hakenkamp 2001 ; Spooner and Vaughn 2006 ; Vaughn et al. 2007) .
Hge MO AT INE & U TR S 5 IERERZIE  (Vaughn and Hakenkamp 2001 ;
Spooner and Vaughn 2006 ; Vaughn and Spooner 2006) 72 & &4 LT, SRk KAED DL R
FET DW)NAERROARBIEEE CTH L LB X LTS (Vaughn and Hakenkamp 2001 ;
Geist 2010) .

ZOX) RBEBEEICHEEADL T, A VT AET 22 < O, KEHRSAERRD Sy
Wrib7e Eosg B L v . ARBE - ARIAEE L < SE TS (Strayer 2008) . JbEKiZ)
#1300 FEDA T HAHFENER L TR, D95 30 N T TITHEIR L., FEFRIC OV T
Z DK T0%DHEPR O fEA%IZ AL T D (Williams et al. 1993 ; Strayer 2008), HATH, A v
AR FE, BTV a AR 2 FOF 13 MR S U < I3EfRpaiRmE e L
Tly FUZ ML TV,

A T TA TN NBRIE T L Cass Ch H8H & LT, LITD X 5 ARk %
HENTED,

o MM (XU ag) ITEERBEATFET S0, EENRREINA, EER
YE A U7 e B 2 1 < 517 % (Strayer 2008 ; Geist 2010),



o ATHFHIZ B D720, —HD 15 & EEHEORIEIZITREIM 2 %9 % (Strayer et
al. 2004)

o HRMBENNZ Lo, ABIT X DR E A FhEE 5 RE7) 7MKLV (Vaughn
and Taylor 1999) ,

HAREA S TAHED H b WmKOFKBREICERT D H UL Y 2 4 A Margaritifera laevis
(. EARTIAREE S J ORI 5 (Kondo 2008), ¥~ A (b LLIET <) &fi+E
& LBAMC BT Dicmdn & L CIHEE 797D b ONHE SN T2 (A 1969) , T4,
D NZNLE DB 22T T, 1A, IFOFBR T TICHlRER L. BR, L5,
[, ), R BB, MR, KMOA R TITHMEESTRTORIICSH 5 &L s (TRIRL >
RF—% 7> 7 |, http://www.jpnrdb.com/index.html, 2013 45 10 A 31 H#ER), Z DX H 728
RIZH D Z Lnh, 2012 FFEREREEE L v U X MIEHSaR 1 e L TE#ES T
5 (ThepE H¥a - KPERFEL » R U A N (BREE4 2012) J. http://www.biodic.go.jp/rdb/rdb_f.html,
2013 4210 H 9 HER).

NIV afiA wEgGied VA OB b OMaJE A B < TodIZiX, BB D729
DI EfRIAT DB DD, DT, §EL 70 D AETE S B PR R I B 2 20 L
SRR, ABFFETIE, BUETH IR EZDREB MR L T2 & B2 b o dtifEE
KRINAKRDT T 22 2 T AEEELIZEG R & U, OMEREED 22 IS & 22 M A R
7 7o —FIZ Lo TothT 252 LT, AZEIRHERRICRET 2 ER 2R LT,

AV HADEFR

H1U Y a7 A B Margaritiferdae 1 7 o > = A J& Margaritifera (g5 BT Y
=74 (Plate 1-1) I3, femi/Kiid 20 FELUTF T, BE~RIEOAKBIZAR L, oL DA 20
A FE & AR, MERESMARDIFRGA L S5 (Kondo 2008), HEMEIRIC X - TRHIZLH S 7=t
TFERITREA LT MEEIAR D AOKE DS ED AN BT 5 L /E (T a ko0 L5 4E)
WRAET D, A UTMEHEER D Sz 7 a XUy DAY~ A« T IICFHEL,
#) 40 AR OFTAMM 2Rz 0 BEAAEER~ BT 2 (Fig. 1-1 ; Kondo 2008), # V¥
2 A DAFBHBRBERE IR LN TWNDHTED, ¥~ AHE L TW L EHFEMD . Rk
BLOINA~DORIEHBEN S FTRE L R D ME—DATELEMETH D & b,



fid F0> DI O EAAETENINE, BUEE (&4 0.5 mm ; Kondo 2008) & LTIy
IZAFE LTV D, BUMERIZZBIBEIEA KE S, KiRICksTiREND EEZHND

(Morales et al. 2006 ; Daraio et al. 2010), < 3 v EJIOFRMBLEIT — X ([CHES&E . A H A
¥4 Amblema plicata Of/IMHER (220 um) DOEFREFREZ > I 2 L— 3 » LTEAFZETIL, &
(600-9000 m® s) |2 i U C 574-2105 m/day i S 415 = & 2R STV 5 (Daraio et al. 2010)
— 7. BERNITRA~ER L7 A KB OB (R, Bk & FHE 2 E B D5 R FTE (R
AL, EMBIChi > CTZOIBICAERT DL EEZ 5N TWD (Strayer 2008), = 2
Tl R~ ERNSES L TWRWERD Z & % TIEEAEMREER] WR~ZERIZES LT
WAHEED Z &2 TEAEMAE) LiE#T D (Table 1-1),

AT [ADA R ERESELMPIRETOER

ERO X BRAEELFEE O END, BTV a A OA XKL, Bl LT
Foi C & D EAEARD B 72 2 JRpTEERE (EAEEARE ; Table 1-1) & ZEMIAZRBREMED /I
SWIEEEMEAEN ORI TWNWD EEZHND,

HElx, KEEIICZE LRI O 5 BER G757 S U (Strayer 1999 ; Morales
etal. 2006 ; Allen and Vaughn 2010) . SEMEIRDE IS U T ¥y AAAEOHEGIRE L
THERET D (Osterling et al. 2008 ; Teruietal. inpress), = DX 9 72 EEEAREEL, A X040
R DA RS 2 Z L NATRETH D,

Tk LT, FFEEMKIL, ¥~ AT K DAEDZENN S L UVKIRIC K 2 BRI 5y
B/ — A0S CTHRBICBIEL TV D EHERl S 415 (Terui etal. in press), FEEE A D
Z IIMUIMER TH Y . AR TIEEBIDZNEECH D, £, ZOME LIEHRIZ DN TH 2
DA ZFFET 2O LV, Lo T, IEEBEMB O, HEM I HEY
~ A OBEI S X OUKFRIC X 2B SO 7 e AN LHEET D LER S D, FHEEAE
Ko BiE% 22T EEERE~OB AL, KIIZE D Fil~OSEAERTEL D Z LB HES
N5, HFEFEMEEL, 20 FRAOEFEEFE~OBAZ @ U TR & L CTHRE
LW RN D D,

HU LV aTA DAL EEEE, R ERRo L) efidEEs b, @O EEE TS
TRERAZLSTRESN TN D EBEZOND, LIER->T, BTV aliA DA ZEK
HEREOHHRD T2 DIITIRD X 5 BIFRRLETH D,



o Hikr L TRl C& 2 EAIEERED Mol ORI A XMooz, Znb ol
WaEH LI, EEMEEEED 70X 00 AEOHRIRE L TOMEES Y m X vy 2504
SrEATRERIPH e A HET DT ORMET — 2 LT 5, Eio. EEEEEEOSAMHE
D HITZRIXENZOWT, L0 I 7 el LTAREMIZET L HEK A2 50
T2 LT, EBEMBEBENFIEL D DBRESRMEOFIAZR EIC O THEET 5.

® Y AZEDLBEN H NS — L DOERIE, WIRTIZERARARER S > & b/hNEWIEE
FEEROWNIEAN DI Z Y~ A~OFAE - PR LOZOMOY~ 2 OBEIN 5
THT 5,

o EEAMEDOMEEMAGI & L CORBIOKGE, HUIHER 25 T3k E A 1 ko iR iz
PREETH 208, —EBOMEEITAKTENC K 2 Wi 7o 52 Bhi) oy iz & R ATE IR~ A
T5HEEPND, Y~ ADOBESH ST — 2 BHEE U7 IR i o 43 A & 3 R AR
HARTIRY A XETEOBURICH D L W IRED S &, TEBBEERREY A X) & THEEEREAE
O _FFANSATELE ) OBMR BEFRET S,

EXNKRDBE

RKRINAGRIE, ACHEE T B B AL S 0O AR AR (G115, 7.2 °C, AE[#IFR /K & 1457.5
mm; KGR FEHE R (RZ)T) |, http://lmww.jma.go.jp/jma/index.html, 2013 411 H 9 HEER)
(AL L, FRARPNET Z ek L Coait 9 2 A1 (RJIEAT 40 km) & 90 BLED SN H AR S
nTW5 (Fig. 1-2), BRI W TE ST 2 TR EIZHRA TH V| BTIREE DK
65%% (5D T 5, AN« T & b IFEES TIIARR B 2k A PR ARL 2 R 323, _Rifish
B FZ T T RAIREL ) 22 R AR 23 5e < (Fig. 1-3), 2 2 Tl {RARDOZ(L R
IZHADE | AN DOW T A 25 10 km Hig £ TOXKE Z Nk, 10-27.5 km OX[# % H
PRik, 27.5-40 km DX & itk & E %+ 5 (Fig. 1-3),

JEEL I TR RS s LT 0 L PR D> O 38T DRI A CRIEERL R O ZEBI3/h S0 (60%0KE2E
IZBF LZ 30-50mm ; Fig. 1-3), £7-. BERMICEWEHEZHR L TRV, KEIZHOWT
bR R 2EAZ R LTS (pH 6.8-7.6, 7FilE#'E 1.0-3.0 mg/l, BOD 0.5-1.7 mg/l, 7 &
=7 VE%E# 0.05-0.13mg I'* ; BARPIET 2012),

RARNIKRIE, TRREITE O BV B A SO U, 38 U IEliEM: o S sy 8 2 M & 55
% (‘EIRFIEA> 2013 ; Miyazaki etal. 2013 ; Table 1-2), Z 4Lk Tid, AbyEE ORI TEAUCH)



BRXFIR A LEERARAE & ST D 7 F & U Jf = Pacifastacus leniusculus, 77 v > k7 7

k Salmo trutta, = /L—=F L Lepomis macrochirus 72 & DFLdkN 72 < | RIEHIS SRR DA,
B Tnsd B2 b5 (Miyazaki et al. 2013),

KRR TIIAFOBREENL V2D, BENDAIEICHT TREIFICH Y @S K
AT D, A BH) 3.7 km HR TIT 0 TV D KRMBIINC KA, Bl 4 A5 5 ALZHe
F TRV ZR L, MEICL KO ENEZICRDHND (Fig. 1-4), 6 ALK, B
MIC R D272 HKIZH D00, WMz L TRWKALTZE L TW5 (Fig. 14), &
WHFETIE, AROCBLIIRT (4-11 7) (2R T, R EEELDS 25-50% D #ibH (2 & 2 KL 2
[SEARALL, 25%A0 & 72 2 KLz MEAKAL) & L7z (Fig. 1-5), 2008 4F72 & 2010 42T
T, BB LR 25% & 72 5 FEPRALIL 1.10 m, 50% & 72 2 3 FEHIKALIE 1.20m Tdh o722
EMDL ZIH O E AR R L OMRAN OFEHREL LTl L7z,

AHEDBHI &R

ARFZETIE, BUET OB R U S o P o DA BN STV 5 L g T
2 AEE AN RITIBN T, Fl A 7y — Lo 2 2 (BEREBIRE A 3048 L, = OfaiRfaiifE o
RAEOHLE e /ARRBREEZ AHT L2 ANE Lz,

AFL O 2 FIZiE, RANAKRICBT DT Do HAEEEED S B AMEE LTz
T&E D EBABAEREECONT, A LORER 3N OMEFRER 7 BIHIESE 2170 EAE I
FED 22 I L OMRER R E B IR O R 4 A i LR A2 LT, 2h b
% OFE|ZEL T 2R ERRTF AT O T2 D O BBEE IR & H 72 D,

B3 FICFL LI TlE, iR & 72 BEEAE S TV B3 ITX IR W T, BT v
VY a I DRPFTEE L ERBRREORBREZ D Z LIk v AR L RETBRBEAAT % B
ST LTz,

AT LI CIE, P~ AL D9EOBEV H Y — 2 LN LT, BIER
2B AR T do 2 FEFIBLIN 2o HER. FEEAEER) oAb & 2 OZERIF 22 0R D 12D
TP Z T 7

H5ETIE, EROBA, E5 - BHB L OERBENTS 7 a2 (%5 - 5£L) 2 EICH
02 BR D E BB A X RITTHEIZ OV TRE L7z,



H6 T, AMEZB U THOMNCENTZERKINKZDOH T 2 A DA AR
FREIC OV TRAIICEL L, RKIIKRIZEBT 2 BRI T 2 D o A EREE DSR4
FIEIZOWTIRE (T o T2, BT, WIERRRIZEIT 5 A ZEEREHFFED 5% DRLEIZS

W Citeam L7z,



Table 1-1. Description of words used in this dissertation.

Word

Description

Unsettled individual

FEREAE A

Individuals subjected to downstream drift, including
ones dislodged by flood events (irrespective of
shell size). Some of them may function as

immigrants to downstream local populations.

Settled individual
i A B

Individuals stably settling to the bottom and forming
settled subpopulations (mussel beds). They are
occationally dislodged by floods and become
subjected to downstream drift (unsettled

individuals).

Settled subpopulation
TE A I AR

Aggregating individuals with frequent reproductive
interactions. In this dissertation, settled
subpopulations correspond to individual mussel

beds.

Reproductive subpopulation

BhEAE (AR

Settled subpopulations producing a significant

number of glochidia.




Table 1-2. List of fish species in the Shubuto River system. Converted from Miyazaki et al. (2013)

with permission.

Family Species Standard Japanese hame
PETROMYZONTIDAE  Lethenteron camtschaticum T XA

Lethenteron sp. N A AR
CLUPEIDAE Clupea pallasii =
CYPRINIDAE Cyprinus carpio oA

Carrasius spp. 7 )@

Tribolodon hakonensis v 7A

Tribolodon brandti ~ LA

Tribolodon ezoe =T rA
COBITIDAE Misgurnus anguillicaudatus =R

Lefua nikkonis TR RV ay

Barbatula toni 77 KVavy
OSMERIDAE Hypomesus nipponensis U J3 Y

Plecoglossus altivelis altivelis 7o

Salangichthys microdon VIO
SALMONIDAE Hucho perryi A4 hv

Oncorhynchus keta Vava

Oncorhynchus masou masou WA/ A

Oncorhynchus mykiss =TV A

Salvelinus leucomaenis leucomaenis T AT A




Table 1-2. continued.

Family Species Standard Japanese name
MUGILIDAE Mugil cephalus cephalus N
Chelon haematocheila AFH

GASTEROSTEIDAE

PLATYCEPHALIDAE
COTTIDAE

PHOLIDAE
GOBIIDAE

PARALICHTHYIDAE
PLEURONECTIDAE

Gasterosteus aculeatus aculeatus

Pungitius pungitius
Platycephalus sp. 2
Cottus sp. ME

Cottus hangiongensis
Cottus nozawae
Myoxocephalus stelleri
Pholis crassispina
Leucopsarion petersii
Luciogobius guttatus
Gymnogobius urotaenia
Gymnogobius opperiens
Gymnogobius breunigii
Acanthogobius lactipes
Rhinogobius sp. CO
Rhinogobius kurodai
Tridentiger brevispinis
Paralichthys olivaceus

Platichthys stellatus

A 3 H AR
NP 309 Nt
~ 3T

773 YRR
NHFavhTdH
INFTT T
XFAHDA

B X LIR

Tyt
nyav /Ry
N NYEN,
X< FF7
[l

X<wHLA

10



Leaving host
40-50 days later
as juveniles

=
e - |
P

Glochidia attaching to
Masu Salmon {

Glochidia released from
matured females

Fig. 1-1. Life history of Margaritifera laevis. The glochidia released from females parasitize the
obligate host fish, Masu Salmon Oncorhynchus masou masou, and remain attached for 40-50 days.
After dropping from the host fish, juveniles become subjected to downstream drift until stably settling

to the bottom. Individuals that stably settled to the bottom form discrete, dense aggregations called

mussel beds.
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Bl J
Fig. 1-2 Map of the Shubuto River System. Gray thik lines crossing the rivers indicate weirs that

impede fish movements.
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S =1/60
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Fig. 1-3 Variation in channel slope and particle size in the Shubuto River System (mainstem). The

mainstem represents a relatively steep slope near the origin, but becomes gradual from mid- to

downstream. S, channel slope (m/m); dgo, 60 percentile of particle diameter (cm)
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3.5 -

2.5 4

Water level

2010
2009
= 2008

Fig. 1-4. Seasonal variation of water level in the Shubuto River System. This system has peak flows at

the time of snow melting (April to May), but several flood events occasionally occur during summer

and autumn,
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Fig. 1-5. Cumulative percentage of water level at the point of 3.7 km upstream from the mouth of
Shubuto River (from 2008 to 2010). Ordinaty water level: 25-50% in cumulative percentage, low

water level: < 25%
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Plate 1-1. Mussel bed of Margaritifera laevis.
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#5235 AWREARKIDKRICBIT DT Y 2 0 A EIREED B

X HIZ

BT Y 2 A o THEACRE D & 11 A B E T o> 16 ZRE TR O I 350 THHEIC
RO TH S (Kondo2008), LArL., AIE TR L7z & 912, AR O N AR D
BRI ZT . TORME - AR E BICELED SETWD,

AR & RS ROREIALET 2 REINL, 22O TIA VY aliA ONTHMRTH -
7= (Kondo 2008), L 72U, & LEERRIC K 2 EHLO Wb, WIREREE OB, KEHYR E
(T HEP L, 2003 FRITIREES N2 IL AR L v 7 — % 7 7 (T3 HUseEpE & LTl
SNTWD (Tvy FF—=427y 7% <5 (1WA K 2003) ).
http://eco.pref.yamaguchi.jp/rdo/html/12/120029.html, 2013 410 A 31 HiER), £7-. wHIET
IFRAL DR RN O B A BT B AV TN 223, 1970 FEE O BUE LA 1T AE B2 HERE S 4L
T (MEHERL Yy FF—27 > 7 (R 2002) ],
http://www.erc.pref.fukui.jp/gbank/rdb/rdbdata/outlines.html, 2013 4= 10 A 31 HHER) . Z DIED,
9 SOEEIR (Fk, &F. WA, Ko, RE, IR, AL M, R, BIR) T, &
U a T ATHEREIRRE T, IS L < Eaiif s LTRRL Y R —2 7y
ZIBilshTWno,

AHEIZ BT BUE T IRAIZ K OWINZ I U & 0 P = A EIRREDRFRAE L TV D,
LU, 20, I B EOHEEIN T, BEOMEED Z TREEFEAER S L TVWD Z
ENEE SN TVWD (Akiyama 2007 ; B8R - % 2011), Z DX 5 REFHOXREZRET 5
WA X, = —1 v 30 Margaritifera margaritifera fE{A#f (Geist et al. 2007 ; Osterling et al.
2010) . 4b7 A U 71 @ Amblema plicata {# {A#f (Haag 2012) ¥3 & UF Epioblasma florentina aureola
fE{&EE (Rogersetal. 2001) IZOWTHIME I TV D, BHDIFE A ERWIREEN A% b
R, TV REIAEIR T 2 fE 23 X D TRV (Strayer et al. 2004)

NIV adiA DANRRETELS T2OITE, A ZEERENMERRTE THEFR S Lo 720
DFEUEEZHGNITHZENEETHY (BB 1), ZOZOITIIBAETHIEFIZERH 31T
NTODMEEREL SR E LIEMENLETHD, L, AHD LT T a i A ik

17



FEDRTRAE L CTODIJINCIBNT S T T S hOWEERY - AVMRIRBRERE DB L X T
TWRILR TR, AR & EEHEOMFHC LR R 2 5T 5 Z ST L,

ARWFGEZAT > T AGRE AR AR T, ) BTS2 53 Wi b PIRIS R RTE 0D 528
ZRRRATEY . BUED AAROHITIIFISME U2 2132 E BAF ISR 2 /R L T
W5 (EIRIZA> 2011 ; Miyazakietal. 2013), £7c, WV P aiA DEETHL T~ AN
TIRAAEIZ D> TEEBETHM L TWAH Z i (I 2011), @R vy ai
AMEERBEDSHERF SN TWD Z L 2Red 5,

ARETIE, AWFEERKINKROI T > Y a HAEERBEOBNZET S 2 L2 HE L
7o RIS, B SHEER TH 59 5 A O o Am#iH I L ORI 7ZREEE R O% &
YA SR EHA BT LT,

18



Jitk

AEOHME

ARG A Tl LT RN IR R OBEZIL, B 1 B L72 2 B0 ThH, 2010-2013 H2H>
FTOKRREEEZRIRE L TUTOHEBIZOWTGREZIT T2,

(1) ZBHHICEERCTHE T DA EERRE (BRLERRE ; Tablel-1) o A% B BRI

(2) A7z 5N FE e 3 NI 5 B R RRE O REFRA 72 o3 A A

(3) FRWEAEMmAERE (B 25T 57 EHSICK T 23 E Y A4 ZHEOHA

(1) FIEEEEDOEKRERIE
a. EAREE L BINERDOZFEER

TEARER BT OO E 2 LD & 5 BB E DR 5 4 SOEFEMERE ORI 2 #m, £
OO L Hu, SR L HS) Zidctgel L, sl (& >50 mm ; Kondo 2008) %L &
TRIRE RO Z KGR O BIRZ T~ Tz,

NIV 2T ORIPRFTH % 2013 42 6 A TS, FEAMEAFENS 20, 17, 9, 4
fERDFLIMER 2 LR L7z (B 5F 50 fEF), faPEEIT, REETH L7 U — L@
D, RSO TESIHBITE S (Akiyama 2007), FIPREAIL, AWICHRE 2m 2Lk
Mo K oRE L. BREEMEICHOMT 2 L ORE L, ok, SREMEEIL, A8 E A
OIEREEY A X & 5,

IR 2 BAE U7t SRR BREE S 7235038\ C L B O Rl H 2 R 2 3 L 7=,
R E R, FIME R OREBIGF R L LR b K ORE L2 R — RN (05x05m) @
R EME S & U CEHI L 72,

b. RFEED O

RCAINME (AR 50 EIR DR & ST AR 2 W TOIY 7L 2k By | 8IRERO ID %50
L7z 70%=% 7 — )V A O Yo T MRICE AN Uz, faREEIL, I 72 & Blo 12141
AR LT P i L=,

T —)VIEE LIRS 7 E, FREA~F DR - CRREEAFHI Lz, A aipEko
it TNDAN ST TE TEICHBE LIEOL, Xy NERWCEm T 77 b
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R GRIRAY 1. KBR) ~EA LTz, 8877 > 27 b s, ISR --H (0.5
x0.5mm) BNONTEY, BT VoA DI (<50um) DX 57/ SWnH 7 Lot
ERGIATHI ZENTE D, HALEY T A0 55, 100 HOIITHOUNTZREIN - A2k
IO FARBAMEE T (100x) TO BHUS K DHRI&AT o7, ERLOFMETHRIMERA Z & (2 3 [H]
FVIRL, &HHET 300 HOINCHOWTHIBIZAT 72, 7RI, REINEBINR 72 S RN % T2 Al
T o7, BIHIRZTEIVE KT 22N TED UM, FME),
BoNZT =22 HANT, FEEMERED ID 27 X LhFE L+ 5 ILBIREET

/L (GLMM) (2 & 2 HEYR DT 24T 72, B RZEEII A RIMEAROZEIN 0BG, HHZ%K
TEFORHBE L Uiz, B ORI AR ) S RE L,

. 7AX T LHEDTFER L ZREMNEAREO,HORAR

AKRFBDOH T 22 ¥ 2 AL REHOJRFTEED 4 f81{410.25 m? LL b & 72 % & S RE A 85%
LLb & 22 250 MBS BN D GRERBIR) 2 &b, JRFTEED 4 {l14/0.25 m? LL_E o &5
KA R EARTE] . 20 X0 RPTEE OIRV EASEIRTEL (SR RIE R E (K7 )
ELlz, WYY aliA DA TH D 20114 7 H 22-26 BR L2012 47 A 23
H-8 A 3 BITHNT T, SAGEAFIEARREA AT 3 200 X[ (BafnX i) & S RIEfafnfE
IREEDS AT D)X GERRXE) OPhAERAER (BwFEY~ AEBMRES N Y~
AMEEE) AT~

fOFN X & FERF XL, IROFEEIZHE > TRE Lo, fHEdRETH0MIIXEOE I 1T
50m & L. FAE X I SRS SR BRI RTE D 3 A 3 2 X 2 B D XL SAE SR IR fn il (R
DID oA % K 2 FRfA X & L TRE LTz,

fafn X Md L OIEfamfmXMITEn£n 3 IXEFomE L (KI5 XHE, )11 IXH) ., %
XRCTHEME CEE2m, BEWTmm) 2T Y~ AZRE LT, BESNZY~ AT, £
D CRIBERET T VA FAVTREMI T FEBMEE N (20x) CHICTHAET L7 r¥y
U LNEOHE A HE LT, WAEOHRINIZ Y~ Ao WL, Z7axv v o FE
3 10 fEfRLL Eoo b o & 10 EIEARTG D & DI LT, B LD~ AL, 7Y
(ZIED TR 15-30 3 RIS L 7=, B4R L= i ~Hilii L 7=,

Y~ A w i Uiz, SRERMNC AT 2 BB B AREED B KR LA HEET D729
EEBREEDO AT HEFTIC 1-12 o= KT — k(025 m°) Zf%&E L7z,
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EFNENDIRT— MBI DN T T aliAOREEEIL, WOLIICHRELZ, 5
AHXTHBEAERT X TON T T a A WK OERE L%, WDEICHE L TWD
fERZH 10cm OES T 32 UCERE Lis, BEMERITF L%, SRERE A~k
L7,

TP LT v % U0 DDA 10%A0 & B 2 HvT5  (Bauer 2001) =
EMD, W0EELL ED 7 aX oy AWVEICHESNI Y~ A DEIGE THNFESE) L L,
ARG REAFE RO G I & F R FAROBMRAE T ~T=, ARhFAERE ALK (CHES M %
BE) &L, MAZE L U TR i iE oA 5 (fafn X M2 JEfafnX i) &t
TN GILET V) EEERVET N (REET L) OMTLELRREEZIT 72, 7 /WT

AR AETT ML OEE L, HAEFZ T o F LR E L TH- T,

(2) HEEARFEOLMAE

20122013 FEZNT T, AV LV a A DFRINEL Th 5 EZRT, BHEAREOHEE
B SRR ZAT o Te RKROH T T2 A%, FEDRFTEE 16 E{K/ m?* (4 8
£10.25m°) % TED &Ev~ A~DENEERPE LK TT L2 00 (BRER) . Rt
BN 16 MRS m? LA b & 7 2 8 A B ACRE & BRI AR & L CERR LT,
BHEEIAREDOFTIEIL, AN KOS Ok N (BRNNTOWTITA A2 S 2 km Hig) 7>
LA EZBMG L (Fig. 2-2), LiRFmA~mN?H KO ICHEx 1T o7, &L, P~ 2A0BH)
PR 2000 AR ) b L IEBEBRIROWTERE (AT » 7-7—) 2K L TWDH K
FHZHEET 5 F THEE L TYT o 72, FHROBIRICINIE, AT v -7 — L CIIEBED AL
MRS AL TR D, 2D X 5 B RERAL STV D X L 0 ikl XA o x4
ghe Uiz, AN LOESBINTHRAT 5 N HONWTH RO IS 21T - 72,
BEAFIE, 500m OWJIXEZ 1=y b & L, BHEEAEREOA ATk LTz, 20105
EFCALE S D BHERRREIC OV TIL, GPS & FIW CHEBERR B 4 gk L 7=,

() EFEEARBOZREY A MK

RS TIEL BRAR T 1] 20 m LLN O R D4 % A R RE URPFTE ARE) & L CER L,
ZOZEMA =L, (1) BT Y2l DORFTRREAEED X —/v (55 4 7 ; Terui et
al.inpress) B (2) KRNARIZE T DEKOESFEARTEDZERBE D VIZKIET 5,
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ZDERICESE BPEHSO T Lt E COEREIX20m & L, A7 5 NTXK
JNORER L) NEREE 2 M5 2 K 5 57 OFfA R (K11 18 Himids L OF AR 3)1] 15 {71
39 HiR) AT L7,

AR, T OFENEERALE L, BT Y o WA BEOEMAHEE IS LB
(2010 4£ 7-9 H., 2011 4 6-8 A, 20124 6-8 H) IZ1T>7z, 7eds. AaRAHLIT AT 300
m LA EEEN D KO BRGE L. RS ABANCHZAE STV D KFIFIRE DR G4 & LT,

FRAERAANICIZ, 2 FT7—F (05x05m, 0.25m?) %4 >F>oky h& L, AFES -
R - LRSS 1y PRRE LT, B2 B — ML e 518 5-7m 3B L |
O 3 R 7 — MIEND I1m DINICERE LT,

TNENDA RT— NIBTF DI T Y a A OFERELEERY A XL, RO X5 IZHHE
LTz, FAN X CTEBRARERTRCOI T P a B A ZFIRN HEE LT, DRI
LTWAHHEEZ# 10ecm ORSE TV BZ LTEHE L, Rl B TIER 2T W
MEEZRET DD, N T 4 2Aa vy TEAOCTREZ TV, BHEV 2mm D55 02
Flco MELEWD L UV aliA &7y MR, ZA7— & & blZar Ry N FY 2T
AT ERAWCHEERY L, BEMEITERMEG, RERR~FIT LT,

R A NI EZfE S L, GEEG ) WYY 7 F D =7 Image)
(http://rsbweb.nih.gov/ij/. 2013 /=10 H 8 HAE#R) Z MW TEHAI L7z, 7235, Imaged 145
B7 — 2 DHEAERES -V O 7 A BEERT 5 2 & T, HdRERiz BTt s Y 7
FTH 5,

NIV adiA DR 20 mm OfEEIE, BEZE S EHEE I TS (Akiyama and
Iwakuma 2009) , F 7z . i &AY 50 mm (B L % 8 4F) THE T 5 L& 2 b TV % (Kondo 2008)
INHLOMBIZHESE, HER/D (<20mm), #EEK (20-50mm). sH (>50mm) 35
DI A R T A LT, 7B, MIHERIZR R CHRERARAREREETH L E L, AHE
THER/NE LTEREES LTV DAY T X L3l 7 T2 & LTH D,
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S

ZREELHBREEOER

ZRE R 2 AT o T BB ERREO I RFTE L, 6.8-31.8 {H{K/0.25 m* Th o7z, KEH
BARHCRT S a T — k2L Ok B# 1T 0-78 H{£/0.25 m* ("F#)21.2+18.0SD) TH -
72

TOIMEAR DGR & HIM O BB EORBREZ I~ & Z A, JAHOR B ED 4 #{4/0.25
m° R 72D & TR TORIMER TZIERN 40%LL T & 7257 (Fig. 2-1), —J7, HE
JEDS AT ERLL EIZ 70 D & T TOFRIMERD 85%LL LD kR Z R L Tz (Fig. 2-1),

GLMM (2 & % BLRER /34T ORGSR JE PH O i HLE L 13 sa R IR O 2 R8Ik L TIEO R R 4
HH, ZOREERERRED B%EFIXEIL0 2 F £ 20 o7 (BR¥ : 0.57, 95%[FHIX
4] : 0.53-0.61),

70X LHETER L ZHEBMNERBEDO S M OER

AR NS48 L TN E A ERTE O B R B TE 1L, S (SRR e (R iE o 55
i 2 XM) T 6-145 ff{4/0.25m* (F¥ 76.3 £ 76.5SD) . FEEAFIX[HE] (AERIERFEARE
DT H XM T 1-2 f#{A/0.25m* (F4 1.7+0.6) O#FiFHICH -7,

XM T 9-26 R DY~ A ZE4E L fafnX [ & IEfafn X o M CoATFERL R LT
LA, BMXEITIET N TOY~ A3 L THAENTEL TV (T4 100%) DIt
L. FERIANICHE] Tl 0-15% (45 4.7%) O#iPHICH >7-, FRETRELIZ Y~ AD I b,
10 fEALL LD 7 a0 0 M EICHAE SRV~ ARERKOBIS (Foh%ER) 13, fafX
[HCI% 38-90% (- 65%) DEAFHIZ & - 7223, FERLFN XTI LER b sl S /e o 72,

ARFERITONWT, REROEAEOA L H ALK L L TEHLLET VL, JRlE
EFTF MK L CTHEICHEWHI 2R L7 (p<0.001),

A ARBE D7 fEiE

AEk 88.7 km DI A A L7 AR, BHHMEAHEE (> 15 HIKkIm®) OaARHED bz
DIIAIN, BB, KRB O 3W)ITh o7z (Fig. 2-2) . ZHRAAFEDO K Fitvmix, AT
IO A5 29 km, ZAFE)11CIE 21 km, SEFE)I1CIE 30.5 km HiA U IAnE LTz (Fig. 2-2, &2
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F) o BFRMEARREE, AT CIdEe a0 LTV ens, BRI 9 I8 LIe SV EE
LA R T LD Ile o7 (Fig. 2-2), SREINOBIEMEARIED 3 AT IIA) | & DA FiL AT
IR BN TEY . BFITIEEERMITIZIFEFI5M LT (Fig. 2-2),

YA ZHENSAHZRKINKRDDT L DA ERBEDERR

ABFE T A & 1T - 72 57 AHLE D 5 626 #K TEGEIEFED A TR0 H iz,
26 DEFBEREEIZBN T, At 2610 EEO AT L PV a TA IO TEEEFHIIL7Z, &
BIZHOWTHD &, #E 3.9-1436 mm O I F I E A XAOEENFED Hiv/e (Fig. 2-3,
Plate 2-1), FEH DN E <. HEH/IMIEERD 30%., HEHKIL 36% % Hbiz,

A)NTiE, 3.9-135.4 mm OEEHERE S 4L, it K OVF IO K& 22 E A AR CIT T
RTOYA X7 T ADOMEKRIFRD & 47= (Subpopulation ID 1-15; Fig. 2-2, 2-3), Z#LiZxt L,
AN EFIBIALES /N S REEEERL, HER OV A X7 T ADLBN B STz

(Subpopulation ID 16 ; Fig. 2-2, 2-3), 3JIITiE, BRI, RIS /Il B L OWRR)ITC
NU LV 2T A DERNRED BTz (Fig. 2-2), BAFE)117TIX 9.1-143.6 mm DR RS =
. BIRRICHER DR m 2o 72 (Fig. 2-3) o 2RIE)ITIE 13.4-126.7 mm DOfERFE D S
T2, TRTOYA X7 T AT E oA LWz (Fig. 2-3), H 7 J)IITIEERHE O A
A7 T ADHPRD BV, RITIIHEE ROV A X7 T ZADHHTH Hivlz (Fig. 2-3),
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BER

A AR D ERE ERIHE

RKRNKFRTIE, R & JE PO p HB I IE O BIRASTRD Sav, JEFH OBk HE
25 16 fEA/m* (4 fE{A10.25 m*) DL b &7 % & 85%LL LSRR A2 - HgiE R A BN =, =
OFERIL, REBEORmOBATCIEL, KPORFERRESHIM L, ZRERIIRIEIN L7z 2
EERMLIEbLDOEEZBND,

SREREFUEATE O UTEE TIRA B DY~ A28 LT 38-90% DA N R 4R L= D%t
L. ZREEEIEEREARTEO B3 04T 5 X OB FAERIL W Th o7, HEHOBILIC L
ME AKROA T a2 A1%, EORFTEEN 4 EK% EE S EEEER T, T
MR X2 B (>ca2m?) T D, T, AERMFEERE S 13, S
EBADIEED7 X VT AHENKHEN TV EEZOND, — T, ZHRIERFE K
B (BeRAHE < 4 l{K/0.25m°) 0 Hi%, FAEICHREO 7 ax oy AVENKHE
TELY, TOMBRLE L THEARBLOY~ A LIEKRD -0 OYEFERPEL 2o Tz
AREMEDSE Y, ZOFRERIL, 7 rF VU AGEDE RICHETE DRSO TRV &5
FLfi# (<< 0.1% ; Bauer 2001) & FJE L7V, L723-> T, RANKZR TR, EBEN 4 #
K10.25m? LA LD EE EIARE COREREFIERRE) Z BT L L TAHRT I ENTE D,

KRKNKRDATL D2 T4 BEAREDERR

ARARNNKFR T 3 I CEFEEARTED TR D B, AN TIE T & Bl 23T TRV

HIPHCTE DD MAHERE STz, FTo. EAEMERTED S AMFEIHIL, BRI AEE O AR X v
RRJA < BIREARBEOMER STV RIS, F 71D 12BN T bR S 47,
TNHORERIT, KKK RO @RS R ORI EZ KL, Y~ AL 7 rF Ty L
NEOBB DT 72 ADMERITHEREL TWD Z & 2REd 5,

BIIZONWTHIRD L, FRARBREOI T P a A NFELTEY, #E/ OV A X
T ADMENREEZ R ENTZZ b, D & bRl 5 FERITBEIM T TR Y

(Akiyama and Iwakuma 2009) . HLfEC b LLERIINEFAIC BTN TV D LRl cEx 5, L
LT L bRk R 0MER & IEFEIC S LT D & IEIR 5720 2 & 2> 5 (Hastie et al. 2000b)
LS%IT BT X DFRHEE e SO FEEZ AW TERRESLETH D,
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—J. BEOVA SHAITEAMERER TRE < B2 o Te, AR E A 4
FETIIT_NTOY A X7 T ANRMERB I AN BRI TN AZE S 2 A& AR
HER DY A X7 T2 (HER/NBS ZOKR) OBNBREEEESER STV, 20X 5 7RdA
R DENTIL, D & ORDAB O 5B 2 50 < 50T 2 He H OB 22 B 73 B 728
LCWDAHREMENRE 2 515 (Morales et al. 2006 ; Daraio et al. 2010), § 725, g £ D L
WL BE®/ROI T Y adiA O/EE (3ER 300-600 um ; Kondo 2008) 1%, HE7KIFD /K
IZE o TSN <, EBICEHMICOZ Y EF L TRERY A XETHRET HZ L1
LW, TR ERES « KREOHIZR>TWD b0 LIS D, Z ORREICEY
AR T n AR JOWHR « KEERBREL SIS OWTIE, ARFSCOH 4 B L UH 5 &
(ZRWTHLY # T,
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Fig. 2-1. Relationship between fertilization rate and adult mussel density of Margaritifera laevis. The
dotted line indicates a presumed threshold value of adult density (4 ind. /0.25 m?) for the fertilization

success of Margaritifera laevis. ind. = individuals
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Elae
Fig. 2-2. Spatial distribution of mussel beds (settled populations) in the Shubuto River System. Thick
black lines indicate river segments with reproductive subpopulations. Gray shaded river lines
represent river segments where we could not access during sptailly continuous surveys. Gray thick
lines crossing rivers indicate weirs that impede the movement of Masu Salmon, the obligate host for
Margaritifera laevis. Filled and open plots represent sampling sites with and without mussels,
respectively. Stars are upstream range limits of reproductive subpopulations in each river. The

numbers near the filled plots indicate subpopulation ID (see also Fig. 2-3).
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Fig. 2-3. Shell length distribution of Margaritifera laevis. The x-axis represents subpopulation 1D that
corresponds to the numbers shown in Fig. 2-2 and is ordered by the distance from each of the mouths.
Each cell indicates the mussel abundance per site in a given size class for each subpopulation. ind. =

individuals
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Plate 2-1. Variation in shell length of Margaritifera laevis.

30



FIT WUV aliA DRPTEREICEET R

X HIZ

AUV aAJEIE, WAKREONES » FAXT Y VR M THY | MELFRIREIC
DOWTIIRFRIREREERME AR T Z LMo Tn 5, filZ1X, Hastieetal. (2000a) I
A @y 7 2 RO Margaritifera margaritifera {E{AREIZ DUV T, KGR « SRS ATEL D Ja T 72
ZEM AR D HBERBERTH Y | AKEENE < (3040 cm) | FHREEE D (0.25-0.75 m/s)
PRIZAV TV DIBITICER BT 4 LT D Ll LT\ D, AR BBk LT
BN I TIL, IR O@EAMESS M. margaritifera # H O4AFERICE KB A2 5.2 52 L
WRRINTND, FAY Fza AUX— T4 TN NIRRTV T TT A
T A V7 > KO M. margaritifera {E{RREZ 5512, BEHEOFRD S DI L FRD S A7)l
[H OV RBR IR D IE N & 7249820 B 1% (Geist and Auerswald 2007) . ZFiOFE 8 & 4172\ AT
JICIEIEE e RS IS L AR EIO BHREE WV SBO LND Z RSNz, AV =—F
> ® M. margaritifera fEAFEIC DWW T . ARSI HEAE STV DB O = NI T
HER (10 mERdil) DAERITRD b/ -7=L LT3 (Osterling et al. 2010) ,

INETORRICBT BT LY 2 A WFEFAETE RO RBMBRICBI T2 2 L 3 EIoH
bh Tz, lE - AFEECOMBIHICOWTIMAOERNH 5 DD (Akiyama and
Iwakuma 2007, 2009 ; Kondo 2008) , A= EUZMEE L SN D HF7R E | RAEDFEIIT LI /2N A
FLFLH 0T,

ALHEE SR A 7K R IR IR R AR 72000 N BREEASHERF S 4L CTH 0 | BILE T bIEFRIC BT AT
PILTND Z LRI 25, AKZRTIII T > o A ARDANE L % 5854 T
EOWNBRENRIZNTE Y, ARICKE L SNDRESRMZRETE 2 TR &,

KRETIE, AFEERKNNKRICBNT, BTV a A OB ATRERBREE S O®IPH &
HEET D728, 5 2 B CTHER ST ARRNACR DORFERY 72 16 DEAMEREIZ W T, JRATH)
IR B\ Z BT D B L P ER 2 B ST Z &2 A & LTz,
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Jitk

FHNAE

2010 FEZRIZ, A7 NI SN O B & Tt E TE2ETe, AR BREE 4 14
T D LD 16 OEFMEEREZ LN ORI A A (R 12 Hisds J OB 4
M5 Fig.3-1) ZRE L. SHHEHSTO U S Yo A ORFTEE & B L RaEREE I %
AL T,

¥, AFHAMS TR, BRR O THmOEREA 20 m & L, SRAMAIZZ N E IO
THA S 1-8km B L TR E LTz,

Ao 1 DEE

PN, T OFED I L E L, DY >y o A B O IR /2 HEE 1 L 7= 2 2
(2010 £ 7-9 H) 24T o7z, KHAEHENIZIZ, 2 FF7—F (05x05m, 0.25m°) % 4>
Pok oy b &L, RS - AR - FIFLERC Ly hFo@E L, F—ty hRo=
N7 — NI, WIS A mic 22 5-Tm 08 L, o= KT — MIES 1m LA
WIZERE LT,

ENENDART— NMIBF DIV TV a T A OEE AR A X1, KO X D ICHRE
Lz BADFTRBEAERT RTODT L P a A ZRENHERE L2, IOEIC R
LTWAHEHZR 10em OWESETIHV B L TRELE, BELLED TV YV a A 2N
v MR, Ar— b bliza Xy N TFUANI AT EACCEEREY Lo, SAEREIR
T EHR %, B ~FRROR L7,

fERY A RITRRATRE L L, GEEG) SEGMHT Y 7 Y =7 Image
(http://rsbweb.nih.gov/ij/, 2013 4= 10 A 8 HER) % HWCEHEIL 7=,

RIRER

W L EROBREE SR OKER, JRE, JEEOFHE, #Fik% [DO]) X, AV PaliA
DEEEZFRE LK 2 KT — bOHPRIZIBWT, LLFIZEET HIETEH Lc, RKREOKZE
i, TAIRZ YT (AEOOSWZHIEME) Z2HWTEH L7z, EEIX, # (<2.0mm),
/AN (2.0-64mm) . KEE (>64mm) O IFEFHICHBIZ L > TRIIL, ErbRILa KT —
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NANDOEIG Z B TRk LIz, Wk (mis) OFHANCIE KENNEK #HHdsiEt (VE20,
VET-200-10PIl, KENNEK, Tokyo, Japan) # V>, JEE 5 5cm OALE IV T/ IR
T2 Lk CORETEHIL, WfFfed&E (DO) 1%, YSI 48 DO A —%— (YSI Model
550A) % AV, EE2 D 5em OALEICEBWTONMISLL T 2 L E TORE CHEILT-,

iRt ARAT

P A bl nafE@iils LY A X772 (HEE/N [<20mm], HEE K [20-50 mm],
B H [>50 mm]) T &, —RAEBIBEIREG £ 7 v (GLMM) (2 X % E[ER 54T 217 - 72, GLMM
FEEZE, Ta ey JEREEEENRE L TERELIEET LV THD (AR - M4 2006), 4
A RT—=h DAV VoA EEE B L L, SALKE LT DO JBE (WoFlE) -
KR i - EE O 2 I - KIRD 2 I - JH O 2 WHZ Wz, 1203 R7— kb
ROBHEM MR Z, G700y 7 OBEEMRLE L TH-oTe, T XTOEEEZ NS
EICE > TAIC i/ 72D XOIZR_RA METF A ZRINLT,

£, MW RO AT 2P 2 A DRFTHEEOENEZRHNDIZ0, AT Pl
AFSE GRANNG AT Y UMt ) L0E) B LOHREREER GRAEME « RIS
WD LGE) ZBEEEE L, SiAZE L LTa N7 — FoRE (BEHAH.OEH»N) 25t
TTNGILET V) LEERVET L UREE T V) OLEIRIE 21T -7, 7 /WiT GLMM
IZR > THEL, T ey 7 2ZBERe L Tliole, DERREIIIA ZRSMIZED
IO & TIT 272,

BB, RITNICHW T =2y hDS B ATV a A BED I ENRARERAERE
FOar 7 V= FDOHROEED 11 =2 T — ME, BT bR Uiz, SERHEITIZITHET S
r—3 R2153 =M= (IR (R Core Development Team 2013) |,
http://essrc.hyogo-u.ac.jp/cran/index.html, 2013 4E 11 A 1 H#&H) .
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S

ADO oD HADRFAEEICEEYT HER

181 =2 R 7 — M & RRICERBIRONT 21T o728 2 A, 2EIRDJRFTEE IR 2 A &
LT, RA MET/MTHWTIE DO « JEE - Jitik « IE (2 RIH) - KR (2 ) - il (2 %
H) PRI, LRIEIZED, 2 REIZAOREZ/R LT (Table 3-1), DO - K& - Jiiif -
JEE (2 M) - KR (2 ) ORFRIT BWEFEXFEITIHNT O 2EZERNoT, TE (2
PIA) 13X B%EFXMNCIBNT 0 2 FA TV, ADMENBRD b, 41 X &b
WEERD ST v Y 2 WA ORFTEEL, DO 28 9.30-10.2 mg/l, WOEIEH 10-50%, 7K
TER 0.2-0.6 m, HiEN 0.05-0.30 m/s D= K5 — ~TEs-7- (Fig. 3-2),

YA R0 T APNIgM T2 Uizl 24, BT ZHERNIY A X7 7 AR THE/REVIETRD
bemoiz (Fig. 3-2), HEEH/INDEE 23S E LIz _A M ET /MIB WL, JBE - it -
JEE (2 WIH) - KR (2 I MRS ile (Table 3-1), #EHROFEEZXIGR E LTZRA
NET TV TIL, DO -« I - jil - IE (2 W) - KR (2 RIH) @RS 7o (Table
3-1), EADBEELZ SR L LI-_A NET/UCEWTIL, DO - JEE - A% - JEE (2 KHE) -
KGE (2 W) MBS N7 (Table3-1), TXTOHA XT TAZBNWT, 1 RHEITIED,
2 WHITADRZF D, 5% EHEKMIZ0 23 £ o7 (Table3-1),

HI2 o1 HA DANIERA RO D

a KT — hOREZRAZEE L TELRTET LV EEE R WIREE T L0 B % i L
el A BV T aHABERLIOT R COBRBRERICOWT, RLETANLD EHW
FHANER LI (DU P2 WA %Ep<0.01;DO p<0.01;/EE p<0.05;/K% p<0.01;
il p<0.01), BT Vv Y a HABEIL, POLEEE AR TRE TR - 72, FETIE, DO I
K<, moBEEE <, KETELS ., WmiEiTE»>72 (Fig. 3-3), 723, DO 22O\ T, &
L TR ZERITRO N2 b OO, FOEIEFITNInoTle (Y + R
7%= 9.40%0.35mg/l [F&]. 9.48£0.31 mg/l [HDLER]),
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BER

AWFIETIE, AV Y2 iA1E, DO - JEE « K - FdH OR b AL - fiFAIc s Lo
LTWDZ ERHALNTR T, FAP L 7CBREEESRMEL, M. margaritifera (2 OW T HEE S
I THY (Hastieetal. 2000a) , # V> ¥ a A BIZIAS B L TWDAMREMER B D, F7-,
AWFZETIEY A X7 7 ADRNC, ERICHET L UERICHEREWVITRD b ko Tz, A
2w b7 2 RO M. margritifera AR BV T HHER & ENRRIPFTICHIT 5 2 & R
SN TW% (Hastieetal. 2000a, b), W4 bR EREBIFICIS U TRARDARRE 22K+ 5 2
EMBPNE D EHERE LD,

DODLYmWEZATEENEGNI EIPRINTZDIZ, BT P20 A &) DO Dk
NTxE L THRD CTHEFF TdH 5 &5 FLfiE (Geist 2010) & FJ& L7a\, A ¥ 4 A FHO L5
HH e SEER) oB@#EEIZ2mIZLE LI TWD (REIE) 2008), FRTAS —
JVTIE DO DEWSGFTNICBEEI L TNWD 2 &b B b5,

ALKRDFNNCAR T DA T A $H 6 FED /340 258 L 7= Strayer and Ralley (1993) (%, i
BEADEDRT INA VHAFOAERIZE o THERFMTH D ATREMA MR L T\ D, K
WFFEIZ N T, 78 10-50%REAET D & ZATEENRE NI LBRINTZDOE, D Z
CICEDAREMER D D, —FH, W IRICZ VT KT — N TEEME)D» > T2DiE, LW
UKL T =2 — & LTHRET DD R RICE 56 D L& 2 5415 (Vannote and Minshal
1982 ; Hastie et al.2000a) ,

IKIEN B DIEETRNGAT (0.2-0.6m) IZBWTC, Bh UL P abA DBEENFEN-TZZ L
OFRH & LTE, FIEDICT 2ITEIIS R B R bitd, TIE2IE, FERLZ&I2KD
EHEARETER L 25721 TR, MEOKR T2/ L OKTOAMRRZIREZ 5| & 23

(Gagnon et al. 2004 ; Haag and Warren 2008) , ## O @152 JAUX AKRALAME T L7 REHNZ 1T
AT Y 2T A OBEEBAFED bivie, RKAIIKRTROARMMETT2EZFE 8
1%, Fig.1-4), UV 2 A NTAEBITHERIKE L MR T E DKEOR NG AT B E) -
EHELTWEBEX BN,

TR RN E A TIHEEMED 27223, ZHITEE DA G R E B o T L ATREME
DI AF B B I EAR O KL, EAE ATREZR ST R 5T % (Morales et al. 2006 ;
RS> 2008 ; Strayer 2008), -7 B AN BT CIAHE H O E#H1EIE R ATRETH
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D, EEBOETFPMENEEOHB EEZZ HND,

—J7. R ROHFRERNPOARITE L TWDEBEXHNTLa RT—MIBWTH, AV
oV a AN ER LT R a FT— RO b (Fig.3-2), ZOJRKE LT, A4
FECIT VPR DOBRIR SR OB AT RIS & LT 2 E 28T s, Moralesetal. (2006) 1,
WIKRFIZ A A FHOE R & L TE R OGN BoKRFIZIZZ DR 38% 12 F T
L7cZ &t LD, AFE TR S ARERIE, PoKRHTITABITARGE 2 KBS
ERBHART =P EFATWIEARENRD D, Flo, KFHEMTEZDOI T P a AN
FERFVITHAA L TWEHIC, KV an@E e ErsREs (B8, KR, id) OMAEOENR
FET D EDURBRE N (Fig 3-2, 3-3), ZAud, BoKBFOKESEMAIZ X VIR ST
W2 RIREMEDY S % (Howard and Cuffey 2003 ; Morales et al. 2006 ; Allen and Vaughn 2010), L
2L EANTIR, BOKRITIIT 2 KBEGAE & A 2 07 A FHOEIRS3A0 D Btk 2 i~ T e 137
W, EAETEARRED 2340 & BKREOFRIR DL EPE D BIFRIZ DUV TR, 5 5 TR W THRETT 5,

RETHE, RFTRBRERGNO AT VvV a A OARICKE L SND5MEESHT LTz
B, ATV a2l BEled HAHDHENRRED T2 DITITFIRERD A 2 BRTFEOF
FEtEDOIRFEDS LB TEH S (Strayer et al. 2004), EE AL LOEDES L L TO A ZEK
FEORFZEBEIREAZ I DT DI, HT T YalAfidbe ko, BEOBATr—n - F
7 EOARRIBFED B2 56 ERHO ARG RRHIMIET 2 Z L BB ETH D, T bR

BIZOWTIEE 43, HSEIZBWTIH D,
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Table 3-1. Details of the best models for explaining the local density of M. laevis (ind./0.25 m?). Bold

faces indicate variables whose confidence interval does not include zero. Coef

coefficient, SE: Standard error, 95%CI: 95% confidence interval

.. Partial regression

95%Cl
Size class Variable Coef. SE
Upper lower
All individual DO 1.03 0.25 1.52 0.54
Sand proportion 0.10 0.01 0.12 0.09
Current velocity 6.61 1.64 9.85 3.37
(Sand proportion)®  -1.13*10°  1.16*10"  -9.09*10*  -1.37*10°
(Water depth)? -4.81 0.39 -4.04 -5.59
(Current velocity)? -4.80 3.17 1.46 -11.06
S-juvenile (< 20 mm) Sand proportion 0.11 0.01 0.13 0.08
Current velocity 10.41 1.42 13.22 7.60
(Sand proportion)®  -1.35*10°  2.13*10*  -9.28*10*  -1.77*10°
(Water depth)? -5.62 0.61 -4.42 -6.82
L-juvenile (20—-50 mm) DO 1.14 0.43 2.00 0.29
Sand proportion 0.10 0.01 0.13 0.08
Current velocity 2.28 1.06 4.37 0.18
(Sand proportion)®  -9.79*10*  1.69*10“  -6.46*10*  -1.31*10°
(Water depth)? -4.47 0.66 -3.17 -5.77
Adult (>50 mm) DO 351 0.50 450 251
Sand proportion 0.08 0.02 0.11 0.04
Depth 34.82 7.04 48.72 20.92
(Sand proportion)®  -7.32*10*  2.45*10"  -2.49*10*  -1.21*10°
(Water depth)? -41.63 8.14 -25.56 -57.70
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Bl J
Fig. 3-1. Map of the Shubuto River System. Black plots indicate sampling sites.
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Fig. 3-2. The relationships between physicochemical factors and the density of M. laevis at different

size classes. Arrowed lines showed high density ranges with respect to selected variables in each best

model (> 20 individuals [All individuals] or >10 individuals [each size class]).
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Fig. 3-3. The comparison of (a) density of M. laevis, (b)
DO, (c) sand proportion of bottom substrate, (d) water
depth, and (e) current velocity between fringe and
middle of the river. The box boundaries represent the
25th and 75th percentiles, the horizontical line is the
median, and the whiskers extend to the most extreme
data point which is no more than 1.5 times the
interquartile range from the box. Data points outside of

whiskers were represented by filled black circles.
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HBAE YRACLDHT Y2 A NEDSSE

X HIZ

A T TAFDOBRIBERENZRON TR Y | IR BEEZBEID T 5 D1%, H1HA
BT L D7 a X0 LhAEDEMR GRS & KRIC X 2 IEE A BIEOW R 5 HuEfE CTh
HEEZHNS (6 1%, Morales et al. 2006 ; Strayer 2008 ; Daraio et al. 2010), = D72, 15
FHFZL D7 XU LOAEOBE G JOKRIZ L DIEEEBEEOBE S BIX, (>
TAHAD A 2 AATEEN BB T 2 HERARBBRE TH S, Lo, HEABEICL 7 e
DU LHEOBE S EOER TSR, FEOMSIRY T 26 LrEE ST
V720 (McLain and Ross 2005 ; Schwalb et al. 2011)

NI afiAFE, v~ A (b LIET~A) OB zmEE LTHMT S Z &5 (Kondo
2008), 7 v k2T AGEDIE EIZ K 2 BEI D HBORRI, SIEREO Y~ A DOBEI S #H S
HEMTE D,

FEROBEICIUT, ALBEOI TV a A EEREETIE, WIE (67T H) Icr7axy
U LAAENKHEN D, FEICKI L7 ax U0 AAEX, §40 B ORI 28T
HEH (%K 0.3-0.6mm) ~ZHREL (Kondo 2008) . HEEIZfE 10 HHEEHLT 5,

FEHRE DS B, Dlel &b oG LR bOBED BN T Y a T A DA F IR
FEBICEL 9 2, —2ld, BECKAT 2 LT moBESHTH L, WV al
ANTFNAKIIZ L2 THRAMDOSBIENZI HINTWD N D7D, EED)IRIZ & & F
Ve DT OICIZZ SIS BRNCR Y 2 b o Bulfe " HEZ TH 5 (Fagan 2002), T
TERNC BB REN 2T 2 7 B TH 5 v~ AL (Gowan and Fausch 1996 ; Morrissey
and Ferguson 2011 ; Young 2011), B UL > Y a A & Bifi~ES, & L IdKFICHL CTZ
DFZ L EE D ETHISOKE Z R LTV D aTREME m,

—J, BAKBREDOANY XY VA NTHDLII TP a HA BT, SRR X O E
IZBWTHEZKIRICH L THEES CTH D Z £ 5 T\ % (Buddensiek 1995 ; Akiyama and
Iwakuma 2007) , A3 miKIR & 72 5 HFE, 2 < OV 7 RRImne sz V7 2 =27 &
LCHRIHT D Z &b T 5 (Cunjak et al. 2005 ; Breau et al. 2007 ; Keefer et al. 2009) ,
Y~ AL, TOLIRITBHEN LTI ax VY LAEORKERE~OBE ST 535 7
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REMELEZ B D,

AETIEL, TNUOORREMAZRRT 57202, (1) EEEEBEHFICRB TS 7exry A
MAEDFTAEZR, (2) Y~AZXD7axD 0 DOEOHRBRETROBE S NZ—2 (3) K
I &ESINDAKIBEREEDEND, FFEY ~ A DN ~DOBE) RS —NCH 2 DB BT L
7o
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Jitk

AEOHME

7a XYy MAEOY ~ AT D FAERB L OWFEY ~ A OBEDHOREIX, i
Mm@ R o HEE GESRERD DR SN TO A AR O PR T3 L7 (Fig, 4-1), #%F
Y~ 2D ~OBBOHEIE, A)NH L AFBFHINZHAT 2 4 2D/ (720X
N AY=F A WL B ROKREH)I ; JIE 1.4-20m) TFEhE L7z (Fig.4-1), %
NENDOINOAFFHAIL, ANOF 2D 6.5km, 7.2km, 9.8 km, 19.5 km D Hit TN
35 (Fig.41), ZNHDOIJNTIE, P~ANERLTNDZ Ea2HL0UOMR LI, 72
B, TNENDSIINBEEET 2 A1 F L OB oW X H TIXEBERTZR STV 05,
NN TIEEBEDOTERUT A B,

REBBADHRE - KAXNKRIZETE50F DI LPEDT LR

YRR A ET 5720, AV Ya A DB = ) 1 P—DHERTFHAZ KD
L OICHEM L7, 201246 H 10 A2 5 6 @HIOR, APtk L OV FiigklchrE 32 =
DOBEFEE BRI T, 8 1 [EO~— 2 THHE 30 EERIC DWW THRIMERDOEIA & 577,
FIMEAROES FaIPE AR~ E) 13, 7 A3 AICE—ZICEL (F50%). 7 A
20 H ¥ TIZRABITEAD LTzl (10%Am) . AMFETIZ 7 Az 7 n ko0 ZEEDHK
ML Lz, 7% o0 2B FAMBILN 40 A TH D Z L5 (Kondo 2008), 8 A
THE 7 x0T LGEORER L Uiz, DLEOmMBIZHESE AEOMRAEIL, 7 v
DU LGEOTFAME TH D 2012 7 At D 8 H T E TOWIRIZAT > 72,

CHBHEICL DV ADBH S/ — U DIEE

HIEAHE DY~ 2 OBE 3 H S 5 — 2 2 R T 5 72 60 Ok RS A 2k 0 £ 5 12 E i
L7z, M EOHE (304 inds. m?) 24 2 A2 BRI L, iR ISR - T 450 m
OIMAEXM A E L (Fig. 4-1), AKX 9 S0/NXH (X 50m) (24EI L, /N
T~ AR T T,

EHEROTRIEIT, 70 X007 DA TH 5 2012 45 7 A 15-18 H OBIRHIC, i
CEEE21m, BEW 7.6 mm) ZHWTITo 70, FEEAEER ORI/ DX Z L2170y, 20
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BHERE TY v ADBRE SN RDETTo T,

BAE ST ERIL, ZEFEET T V2 AV CTRERZ2MT (50 ppm; Silva etal. 1999) . 7' &
F U LNEDFEOHEDMHERS., AR ONE, (7 A F~— (Northwest Marine
Technologies, Shaw Island, WA, USA) Z L 2%k 2 RO TR > TIT-> 72,

1 /XS EEEISRIR L7z 20 ERIC W CBEMEE T (20X) CTHICHAET H 7/ a sy
v LIEDF Mz T,

2. KX CTHE S - 2EIRIZOWT ) F R K DEERE O ZIT T2,

3. ATAMY—IZLDER,. Tbb, B ALY - EI7O4BDIL WTH
NLEEAEL LUILEH UD NEATDH I & T8 RY— v DOIE#HK 1T 7= (Plate 4-1),
UL, EEREA g S X (8 /0K 5 Fig. 4-1) DORIEZITAD L 91T 5
2O ThD,

4. FERRL72Y~ A3 IR ZWRO TR Y X NTC 2 MBI L=, i s hio/h X
[ D H U e L7z,

B, AR OTREZIT 72 9 SO/NXED 5 H PRIALIET S/NXFETIEb~ AN

BRESNR - 72720, ZO/WRBIZOW CITERR 21T > TV vy (Fig. 4-1c),

FHEEIL, 7 X0y LEOREMCH-2 8 A 18-22 H OWIMICIT o7, DR
(13, 450m DOFHA X O BT EE LT o3 o 2/ hX M 25T 72 (FF 650 m O
X 5 Fig. 4-1) . &/NXRHITIE 120 BIEME A 5 B fRHliE S 7o @A 3 ENLE 2 25 m O
R TRk L7c (B NXRE O EFT U <UE TR o PRl 28 T o S 8 S 7= 9~ T
RIZOWT, A 4L hF 7 (405 nm, Northwest Marine Technologies VI light) %5 L
T, ATA ML DIEROG AR LT, Bl SR E R, REABRTT L
Z TR T BRI R 2E L, SRS T T u 2y D AEDFLEDOAME 2 s
L7z,

EEMIZE DZIN~DHBE)/Z— 2 DILHE
a. TEMICK DV A DHE

Y~ A DN A~DOBE BN Z— T DA, 2012427 H 18 H/vH 8 H 29 H
[ZT T EEMAEFIA L TYTo 70, EEMIT. F3INEARI (b LTSI DA
SRINGK 2m OIS TAY B & FRFEICHT TREL (Plate 4-2) . A5 3I~BE) L
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T DEERZ BRI U7, EEMERAAE L0572 0 OFEREFRIL 24 BFR L L, &3
BWT26H T/ (D= _XVJI n=6; A ~F A n=6; iRAII n=4; REH
JII, n=2),

SN~ AT, REEFERTF NVE A TR 2%, EEERREE ) £ 2 CHIE
L. BfEE T T/ ux Py 2VEOTFAEOFEZMR Uiz, FHI U7 EAIT, iR~k
it L7z,

b. BRENH T DIRIESHDEHA

F)NOE AR TIE, KR, SINOWERE, L OARNOY~ AEEIZOWV TR,
AR, BSINOEVEER B 3 m EFt O L ORHET 2 AR - B56) IR ERKIR
Tidbidv2 Z3%E L. 7 A 10 A7~ 5 30 0k KR ARGk LTz, 7272 L, REMHIINZ DN T
X, 8 4 6 A2D/AKIRFHIZBlAs L7z, AMEFHNE, EEMMHEZET L2 8 A 29 H £ Tk

e LTIt 7,
BN DOEFEERITIIT HWrmiFE L, WD X HIZHEH Uiz, INOEFEERIZ IS T FE KT
FHED T ovr NEERT, FOT4 2 EO A5 ETREZZRI L, &EHALEICBIT 5K

HaLEES LIITEE T 26FOEF S LTSI DWrimfEsa 35 L,

AN DY~ ABEOFHNL, EEMOBEINERICIT 72, I EDEREEZ PO L Lz
ARSI 20 OFHEXE Z5% 1. ZOHIcs5 5D b7 o7 M EEMRBICRE L, & T
7 b IR KO REIC B W TRMEEZ 5 o7, ¥, ZOFHEDZER A
=i, Y~ AD—HY7Z0 OBESECA 77—/ (0.3-12 mday™ ; Nakano et al. 1990) %
BRE L ETRE L,

TRt ARAT
a. MEAROBIIE
FHAE SN ER OB BRI i L 72 S Td 2 /X 0 137 S0 TR O FREE O
FE25m) & LCEHIL7z, FiRAFMOBENTIAOESE LT, ERAGMOBENIEDHEE LT
Pootze T LTo/NXHEIAN O LRV THE S L7258 1013, 125moBE L L THfi- T,
BEB NS = DOET Y 703 BEGMORY 27 4 2720, IREmE—xv
Z Hu 7z (Skalski and Gilliam 2000) , JRA 77 — RV Tl £ D7 —A—4%— (eg., F
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1)) ZFpoV T =T MEERERNICAET D ERET HZ LT, BOERWSMOmRY OH
23T U CEE 22 G HRYREATAS FTRE & 72 % (Skalski and Gilliam 2000) , AAFZETid, &

REEOHIZ “Fast fish” & “Slow fish” &5 Y7 7L —TREET D LARGE L 72 BIRILECE
7 /L (Diffusion advection model) (Z£&-5 < fi##r 247> 7= (Skalski and Gilliam 2000) , Fast fish
TTIERLL T DMKy, Slow fish (- < 0 &8 DKM E2RT, ZOET L
(CEO & HREEEx (it s & OB ENREE) - Bef ¢ RO BIE, 35 HF) (28
T2 Y~ ABEfXOIZLLF L Ic&B I NS,

—[x—Brt]?

7 =2 (57 e (TE) + (-2 () e () €0 4

Z 1% Fast fish OFI G Py L FH#ME S 7B A%, De 35 & O Ds i3 Fast fish 35 & T Slow fish
DY E (m? day™) . e 35 X U8 B 13 Fast fish 35 L O Slow fish © 1 H & 7- W OB EHEE (m
day") Z/~d, JEHEREUIEERO ST 2 S 2R LTV D, 2RO FEXB IR Z8:t+
Q-2)pt L TCEIND, 0B, ZH1HLUL0IZFELWGE, T —/VEE f(x )X
(Bt b L<IEBst) . 2B 2Dt (2Det & L < 1% 2Dst) DIEFISIARITHE 9,

ZOFETIFBIERXHNEERK TH D Z &2 RE L TODHD, R CBIEMThb=0
IR O MmO Bt E TTH D, BIEXHPR O TN Z LIZ K DBEHED
WY 2BEST D70, I — VB () OBDENBEREXFENT L L7225 K9 FESLET
- 7= (Rodriguez 2010).,

_ fx.t) -
g(.x, t) - f;f‘rrrplq,i(:le(x't)dx (Eq 4 2)
Z Z T,
Xmax
f flx,t)dx =
Xmin

Xmax—PBrt _ Xmax—Bst|) _ Xmin—BFt _ Xmin—Bst _
po (20 [Pmeslet] 4 (1 - 2y [Pechet]) — py (20 [Pt 4 (1 - o [Pt (q.49)
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Xmax 33 &K TN Ximin VL BHEIR DS O S V7 HLR D & BB X [ o0 _Biimds L OV T i £ C o BhFE.
O [TARHEIER 9941 D BAFRE FE B 2 7~ T,

/XT A —2 —HETEIEL WIinBUGS 1.4 (Lunn et al. 2000) |2 & %=1 X#iat (Markov chain Monte
Carlo, MCMC) # M\, WIinBUGS 1.4 ®#{Ei% R 2.15.3 (package R2WinBUGS) % i# L TAT
ST, ENEND/NT A—FZ —OHRFIFAMTIT, EERFFIOMZ AW, T7hbb, ZI12
X, 0005 1 OfE%E & D —kEAh., feds KLU Bs (I F44 0 « 43 1000 D IEHL /3T, Deds LY
Ds (ZIXFET 1+ 43 H 1000 O 7 >~ 53 Aii & Tz, 72235, ARBFFE OB EY s 8EEE O RS L 1L 25 m
Tho7e, BEEROERERFEANI0UTERDZ LT b6 LR, LEER- T,
De B LU Ds DRI AMIE, 1L EOE (bbb, HEH¥FEA10mLLE) L2580
U > 7B X BT B 247572, MCMC O#a T4k, G190 #CRlAT4k. M5 & 34780
% #1240 200,000, 100,000, 100 & L7z, /3T A—Z —[L R-hat A% L1 AT & 72 o 725 A1
W L7zbDE L, ZOROHEEEZEM L7= (Gelman et al. 2003).

b. XN~DBEHIFEET HER
EEMEHECL>THET =22y M, R ZTo7 4 >ONBLCHERZ T &
LINR & LI —RALBIBIR S E T /L (GLMM) 12X o TR L7, B IOZABUIA A 7124
SNTRES N Y~ AEEE CII~BE L T~ A &L, REBEETRT
VG D LARE LTe, T2 TR GAIALRR DR R LU T D 3 ODET VEREE LT (1)
AN EZINOFRFIKEE, (2) BT 24816 L <AFBFH OfsmKiR, (3) &3Ok &
KIBOWFTNPERALE L THET NV TH D, TNTNDET /ML, KIBDORZE LY
(CRHET 5720, v~ A DIINA~OBENEREICTZEE L 5 2MER (RIOY~ AEE, X
JNOWrERE) = bo—VBR (FEERR) & LTENTROET VITMA T, ~NAME
FILDOFEPILAIC IZHE SN TITD b o & H AICDIENWET L ERZ hETLE LT~ 72,
2B, TRTOMEMNTIL. R2.15.3 (R Development Core Team 2012) % VW T{r 7=,

47



S

JRX PO LPEDTERLSLUVEBFTEVIADREARNDBENE/F—
EERMICH =5 7T A 15 A D 18 BT/ T, At 345 @ik ¥~ A%k L ik & 1T

W (0-63 fE{AR/INX ) | FifEHLE T d D/ NK N L7, BB R DR R R 1% 57.1-147.7
mm (F#) 85.5mm+10.2SD) Toh 7=, F35 HRIZ, 10.4%28H7- 2 36 [EIRISFHHlE S

(0-8 BRI/ INKE) . HEHEMR R 1% 68.2-101.3 mm (°-¥) 835 mm+85SD) TH -7z,

EIRICE i SN Y~ A D 5 B 182 ERIZHOWT 7 u U0 AhAEDF L2~
LA TRTOMETT u Xy AEOFENHER S 72 (100%, n=152 ; Plate 4-3),
PR S N7 BESRRAEAR T, LR D 2 7 1 2 20 A A D AR S U7 (3%, n=36),

WA ~ A OB BOHEEX-37.5-512.5 m OFPHICH 7= (Fig. 4-2), FiE <7 36
fERD 5 5, 25 A (69.4%) 13AHE L 7=/ NN THRE S, 7 R (19.4%) 13 Biifil~,
4R (11.1%) 1T TFHRMA~BE L Tz, OO FEHB L OO/ T A —F —% b OB
PEHGE T S & B EHI BB IEEE O HEE ML, 2K T 36.5m, Fast fish T 273.5m, Slow fish T
-2.1m CTodho7=, Fastfish DE|AE1X0.14 THY (Tabled-1), REOE WG —F/LTHDH
ZEHRLTWND, Fastfish O—H &7 OBEEREEOHEEMIZ LR MICF-> T, £
D 95%15 FIXIZ 0 =& £ 720 -7 (Table 4-1 ; Fig. 4-2), Slow fish ®—H & 7= Y OB E)
HEOHEEEIZADEZ R LTV 23, Z D 95%(5 XL 0 % F A Ty /- (Table 4-1;Fig. 4-2),
Fast fish DYLEARE OHEEAE I, Slow fish OHEEME L W bIEFICRE A% R L= (Table
4-1 ; Fig. 4-2), BENERE L A EEEOFERR OMICA B ZRMEBITRO btk o7

(Spearman’s rank correlation test: n = 36, Rs=-0.02, p>0.9),

WHEEVIADXN~DBEBNHICEET HER

EEMRHE TIEEF L3 ER DY~ AL I NIz, £ 6 OFEERRIT, F 673 mm +
16.3SD (n=113) Th o'z, 1HIHIZ Y OEEMFE (24 FrfHERE) THRESNTZ Y~ AH
BEII R H) TRe b %< (CF#4 105 A £2.1SD), ft\ T =XV ]Il (10.2+8.3),
A ~FA) (47+£31), W (08+£1.0) DIEIZELEELE SN, BESNTZY~ A
B IR R & — A T3BD /e dp 72 (Fig. 4-3a), 7 R AED T AR
7 H %8 L CURIE 100% THERS L TV ey, 8 HAD EIREBIZHAD L, RO EEHEFAET
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T T AT~ AR SR o 72 (Fig. 4-3b),

AKIEEBRE 1T, SN TR TR > Tz, FEEPKIRIZY = XY TR B KL (15.4°C+
1.7SD). fe\ T KA M1 (16.0°C £1.4SD), A ¥~ Il (16.8°C £1.7 SD) ., ¥&AI)Il (19.8°C
+25SD) DJEIZIKL 72> T /= (Table 4-2 ; Fig. 4-4a-d),

KRR AN OS] Tl KIRIC R & 22 22801358 0 B 77> 72 (Table 4-2; Fig. 4-4a—
C; UYL DA DT KR, 18.6°C+15SD ; A ¥ ~F 1 JIl, 185+ 16 ; #sH]
JII, 18.3+1.4), B CREHUI E OEFHLE) OAKIRIZ, A)NE D LTI 7

(17.7 °C + 1.5 SD; Fig. 4-4d).,

WRDN &R T T/, A)NE Y HKENME - 7= (Table 4-2 ; Fig. 4-4e-h), X
JERN(H L <IFBED)ID) OFEIKIRZAEE, 7 = XV )I[TH o L b RE L (25°C+1.0SD)
FEWTRAEH)I ((1.9+£06), A F~FAJII (-(L.1+1.0) DIEICKE L Aeo Tz, HHIIT
TFE) 2.2°C (#1.1) AJE D KEN N> T,

GLMM (Z X D EHT DR R e RKIREZ AL E T 2FT VR A M ET /L E L TER
Shiz (Table4-3), A FETI/NZEBNT, RAJKIRAEDRITIRS | £ D 95%(EHEXHIL
0 &G LM olz (Tabled-4), ¥~ ADI)~OBEEEEIE, A)INIxE L TII)NDKIRD
KRV R B £ < 7> Tz (Fig.4-5), D —SOET VL, NA NET /L L g
LT10 L @V AICEZ R LT e (Table 4-3), T XTOET /MZOWT, 3JIWEES
FORNDY~ AEDNFITIFI . £ D BWFHXMIZ0 25 ATV,
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BER

TOXT) LHEDFERE

7ax Ty AEOKIIHIRG, BRI AOTRTRT XU AEICHFESNT
Wiz, ZORRIE, mEEORME (EEMEER) HETIE EETXTOY~ AZFHETD
AR A B X DIEEDHENKHINTND Z L E2RET S, I—n v ICAERT 5 FER
M. margaritifera (22T h | &% AL O BT Tl 100%i0 WA AERBEO T D
(Osterling et al. 2008) ,

AUV 2 TAJROIEFIT S ONFERITIROERIIFHEDLBER L TV LB BN 5.
1) AT HTAHEOFTYH, FrloEBEEDHMELZERT 5 (Strayer 2008), (2) —fE{KH 7= 1
DIIIE A% (~10°E/ME A ; Bauer 1994 ; Kondo 2008 ; Haag 2012 ; Haag 2013). (3) [
I 7 a X Ty DA Z1T 5 (Young and Williams 1984 ; Hastie and Young 2003 ;
Akiyama 2007 ; O’Brien et al. 2013), —J7, D% < DA ¥ A BT AR FAER RS
Z L2320 (Neves and Widlak 1988 ; McLain and Ross 2005 ; Strayer 2008) , % @ X 9 ZeflfElL,
NIV aliAJBE D L EEOIRWCAEZ T 5 Z & (Haag 2012) (2%, Wrigidy
(CHEE T %729 (O’Brien et al. 2013) . HAEMUTIZH W TH M EZ B R 51 LD
SEFKRH ST WSO EHERI S D,

BEHEVI ADRIEARDBE SN — 2

TSR IRV T, 2 < OIS S BRI L/ K RICE £ o T
Izo ZOEMBEMZ, Y RAEOMBEVITEIZ K LI-bDEF X 65 (Nakano 1995 ;
Steingrimsson and Grant 2011), fLOFEAKMEA & TAFHOE EIZHOWTH, 1T & A EBEI K
LRV R = RERO 5N TS (e.g., McLain and Ross 2005), %l 2 1%, dLkdA o A $H
Epioblasma triquetra ¢ 15 = Percina caprodes (it U CHE sk R f8E i A 217 - 72 Je TR 2E Tl
75 m UL EDOBE) ZAT o 7B AR ST BEIT AR D (372872 & LTS (Schwalb
etal. 2011), 5 ERHDRO NIZHHDOBE 3 EIE. A > WA FHDJRPTHI R EIEIC %5 L T
Wb EEZHND, 7272, JRPTZRBHEORE L, 1E RO AR FHVRREIC IR < fKFE L
TWp EBEbhd, BilEEOREEEEE LCRIAT A A TIE, K0 HBICRIERE
IR AE T TWDAMREMEN % (see Strayer 2008 ; Fritts et al. 2012) ,
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% < O ST BRI ARIZE £ > TW2— 5T, 80 — 3 ouWE B 7 m~iw
ST E R LT e, ZHIVE T, oY FHf¥E (Morrissey and Ferguson 2011 ; Young
2011), > = v A4 (Lowe 2003 ; Grant et al. 2010) , KA4EE i (Macneale et al. 2005 ; Smith
etal. 2009) Z & Lokkx ZKAEAEMICIB T, BT FANMR - 2B D HN 2 — U viiE S
TEY., FRFRSOEEOTEH 2T D7 OOkl & L THRIRILTWD, A X EREE
HiEGIZ LT, DEEEOBE UL, JRFTERRE R ORI OHERHZHBRL 9 5 (Hanski
1999) , AMFFE TRILE S HLiz LT~ - 72 BB 0 s — 13, 18 EIC K 2B #h s okt
WAV afiAOFZEEHERICEERT 5 ERQERBRETHL I L 2R LT\ D,
LU 6. T m~OMREIROFEH 2R T 5 7201213, EORED L7 ~DBE)
ERE « BHREDS L EZR DN HOWTIIARHATH D, AR T HLIT [ O H & BRI LA A
NIZET IVORENLETH D,

ARFIE DI FRETE OFERIX, ROBICOWTHRRICEEDNLETH D, 7, AHF
FEOFERRFHAE IR AL, 2012 SEDBIESER D HTIESN TN D, RIDOBEI I H S Z — 13,
ZOFEOFNOFRHLR SIS U T2 T S [ aEM2 & 5728 (Clapp et al. 1990 ; Gowan and
Fausch 1996 ; Sakata et al. 2005) . & ¥ IEfE/2 B8N/ X2 — > OHEE 21T 5 T2 DITITHEEAF OB
BT — B PMENTIRDTIES D, Filo, KRB TIL 650 m OBIEXH DA EZTIRIZLTEY .
BRI OB LI BRI O W TORFHITHE STV, P~ A3 29 HHT1.3km#B
L T2 EAMIESINTEY (Sakata et al 2005) | i KEENIHEER L ONEX BB EEEIZ S
WO/ SN TV D AREEDR & 5, KVFEMRT — 2 2B 5720l2iE, 7947 LA b
U —72 EOMRI R FIEZ WD RENH D125,

WEENVIADIININDBESBUNZ—

EEMRE CIE, ERICE OWTEY Y ADRWTZOINABEL T D 2 ERP LT
IRolz, ZA A 3 U Atlantic Salmon Ti&, /Kili7As 24°C i 2 % L ERATEIZ & 57 <
720 X0 mple )N ~BET S Z LG TS (Cunjak et al. 2005 ; Breau et al. 2007 ;
Breauetal. 2011), =¥~ A%, RNPEKRERDEFIC, a2V 72—V 7 & L THE
WZFIAT D2 EnmoinnTing (Keeferetal 2009), ¥~ A IZOWTH, MR AZRKD
TIINA~BEL Tzt DEFE X H5 (see Inoue et al. 1997),

SNA~BEL TV e~ AD O b, L OMEEN T m XD 0 DOEICTHFESA TN D L
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o, HEOIN~OHGBITHEIA LT TN EEZXBNRD, LrL, ZOHEARBAL
TWAL AR S DICHEDLL T, ZNbDIJINTIEA T P 2 T A OEEBEBITR
biviehrote (F23), ZOMB L LT, BEERORINER D KIRIC L - Tt LTz
AREMEN S D725 5, MUIMERITEER 0.5 mm B2 Lo, BEMICHIKR~EET S
AT & BEREEERE - 2 TREME 2 @V (Morales et al. 2006 ; Daraio et al 2010), H L, i 6D —
HOMENEZRD . THRMOESEEFE~BAL T D EThIE SINOZEREE LD T
TV aliA DA S EETEENREIC BT D EE R L R o TWD RN H D, T DORIE
(ZOWTIEER 5 FEIZH VTR D,
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Table 4-1. Parameter estimates for the diffusion-advection model depicting movement of Masu
Salmon including estimates for “fast” and “slow” fish (see text). Z, proportion of population
composed of fast fish; Dg and Ds, diffusion coefficients for fast and slow fish, respectively; grand fs,

dispersal distance per day for fast and slow fish, respectively; 95% CI, 95% credible interval

95% Cl

Parameters (unit) Estimates

Lower Upper
z 0.14 0.04 0.29
De (m° day™) 81.08 49.69 122.81
Ds (m* day™) 8.31 4.89 14.92
S (m day™) 7.82 5.73 10.18
Ss (m day™) -0.06 -0.32 0.19
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Table 4-2. Summary of water temperature (WT) conditions.

Confluence Mean WT (SD) in Mean WT (SD) in Difference in WT (SD) between
tributaries (°C) mainstems (°C) tributatries and adjacent mainstems
(°C)
Wenbetsu 15.4 (1.7) 18.6 (1.5) -2.5(1.0)
Isamanai 16.8 (1.7) 18.5(1.6) -1.1(1.0)
Soibetsu 19.8 (2.5) 18.3 (1.4) 2.2 (1.1)
Ooyachi 16.0 (1.4) 17.7 (1.5) -1.9 (0.6)
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Table 4-3. Results of generalized linear mixed effect models to evaluate factors influencing the
number of Masu Salmon moving into tributaries (the response variable). Maxd, maximum difference
in water temperature between each tributary and its adjacent mainstem reach; Maxt.m, maximum
water temperature at each adjacent mainstem site; Maxt.t, maximum water temperature in each
tributary; MainFish, density of salmon at each adjacent mainstem site; CSA, cross-sectional area at

the mouth of each tributary; AIC, Akaike’s information criterion; AAIC, difference from the lowest

AIC value

Model structure AlIC AAIC
Maxd + MainFish + CSA 41.2 0
Maxt.t + MainFish + CSA 51.5 10.3
Maxt.m + MainFish + CSA 55.4 14.2
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Table 4-4. Results of the best fit generalized linear mixed effect model describing the number of Masu

Salmon moving into tributaries (the response variable; see Table 2 for abbreviations). Variables whose

95% CI did not include zero are shown in bold. Note that all explanatory variables were standardized

to a mean of 0 and a variance of 1. Coefficient, standardized partial regression coefficient; SE,

standard error; 95% CI, 95% confidence interval. *MainFish and CSA were included as control

variables.
95% ClI
Explanatory variables Coefficients SE
Lower Upper
Maxd 0.25 -151 -0.53
MainFish* 0.13 -0.05 0.45
CSA* 0.14 -0.14 0.40
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Bl J

Fig. 4-1. (a) Map of the Shubuto River system. Arrows indicate streams where the fyke net study was
conducted: Wen, Wenbetsu; Isam, Isamanai; So, Soibetsu; Oy, Ooyachi. Dotted lines indicate reaches
fragmented by small weirs. (b) Detail of the sampling reach (dashed rectangle) where the
mark-recapture study was conducted. Stippled lines indicate the mouth of Teranosawa Stream, which
is disconnected from the Shubuto River. (c) Schematic representation of the mark—recapture sampling
design for Masu Salmon. Horizontal lines delimit the 50-m subsections and gray rectangles represent
subsections sampled only during the recapture session. The asterisk indicates a subsection in which no

fish were captured during the initial capture session
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Fig. 4-2. Distribution of observed movement distances for Masu Salmon recaptured in the Shubuto
River system (n = 36 recaptures). Positive values represent upstream moves, and negative values
represent downstream moves. The solid line indicates predicted values derived from the

diffusion-advection model consisting of “fast” and “slow” fish (see Methods).
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Fig. 4-3. (a) Temporal variation in the number of masu salmon captured by fyke net at the mouths of

four tributaries. (b) Temporal variation in the proportion of captured fish infected with M. laevis

glochidia.
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Fig. 4-4. (a—d) Temporal variation in water temperature in tributaries (black lines) and adjacent

mainstem reaches (gray lines). Mainstem reaches are on the Shubuto River except for Ooyachi Stream,

which flows into the Neppu River. (e-h) Difference in water temperature between each tributary and

its adjacent mainstem reach. In both panels, arrows indicate the date of each fyke net sampling event.
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Fig. 4-5. Relationship between the number of Masu Salmon moving into four tributaries and the
maximum difference in water temperature between each tributary and its adjacent mainstem reach.
The curvilinear relationship (solid line) was derived from the generalized linear mixed effect model
with Poisson error distribution and a log-link function. The shaded area represents the 95% confidence

interval.
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Plate 4-1. Marked Masu Salmon.
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Plate 4-2. Fyke net sampling.
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Plate 4-3. Glochidia attaching to the gill of Masu Salmon.

64



HEE AU Y a A DEERIREEY A XRS5 K

X HIZ

KRNKRICBT DAV Va4 DAL EERNT, SEIERRESSOAMEE LTH
RATRE R E A BRI DRERL S AL TV D, EALENLDEEEIREED A & BRIk
HEMEIL, BEEORE S - fERERS JOZEM LB IS FT 5 (see Hanski 1994,
Foppen et al. 2000, MacPherson and Bright 2011), L7223 > T, Z T v > ¥ a A OEEEIR
FEDO NG ORME L TS D ERICET 2T, A X ERFERROFMFIC L > TH
BREwE 2%,

— R, SR EEEEO K& S1E, BEREENEEOZS « SEC DT RN Z, fBEROBA -
BHEIZL>TRED, WU Yalif D6 Hikd L TOEEEEE~OREEOBA
1T 5 D DI Lo 5 728 £ OFREAE RO KIIZ K 2 Fit~Da#E/ LTAEL D
bDOLEZOND, TOLEOEKOBARIL, ERANAAAET 5 IFEE IR U YA
RMAFT D13 TTH D, Lol FEEMMEDZL IFFEAHENRBUINER R En D72 57
D, TOZERMR M BEEEREST L Z LINETH D, Y~ATID7mXT T 20D
ARy sroEtE (55 4 %) F6 JOVKIRIC X 2B HOE iR 2~ b MBI HEE 3 2 LB &
Do BEDYANBHHE L, KK TZEIRICHET 5 L3 2 b D IFEEMIKDZE M /A0
IZELUVMRY B0 ET UL, TFEEEREIED A0 L 9 23X O R X (UDR : Upstream
distribution range of potential immigrants) | 35X O% I Byl oo )11 (NUT ; Number of upstream
tributaries) | MG A RITHET 5 2 & 20 L CHBMICESEERO R E SICEEs
BT AIREEDN B D o

— 5T, fERDEE LBHO T v AL, BKROWIROLEENRE TS

(Strayer 1999, Morales et al. 2006, Allen and Vaughn 2011), H{/KEEHZ BN ZE L TV D
N T, EE ST D MR1 m < EREEREFNOBHT 2 EFE LRI 6
Z AREMEAS EV Y (Strayer 1999, Morales et al. 2006, Strayer 2008), i) 4K 5 6] DOFGE IR &
KA OBA%L & L CRiil S 4L A /1 GAIRFEE 2 #f L9 7)) 1% (Lorang and Hauer 2003) .
WIRDLEMZRKT —DOHEE S L THZTH S (Morales et al. 2006 ; Allen and Vaughn 2011),

ARETIE, UDR B IO NUT (EARDHEETRY A X230 2 HEK) | HIKRF D)) (A
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DEFH - BHOT r e XD LER) . B I WRPTEREZER (EERENIOEE - SEC 07
7 2B L EIN) DSEAR AR A KRR R LT,
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Jitk

BTV a A DEFTOEBEMBREES A XL LETEEOBART v L (fH
RUFGTRY A X) | B4 - B, BIEEENE Y 1t 2 2B 5 ZR AT HE/2 IR B9 DG 2
AT VT L% Fig.5-1 IR Lic, ZNENOERICET 57 — 2 B L OEEBEREY A4 X%
LATIZRARD £ 9 2 FIETHEAG L, —BRABRIZIES £ 7 /WIC K D EENRGHTIC K > TRHLD
FRAEZ 7R T,

EEEEREY 1 XOHE

EEEREEY A X T 27— 1%, & 2 EOBER YA SO EOBRIZAG Sz B
HERMEAR DGR T — 2 2 AWz, 3725 K7 BTN SN ORI 22 BREL 2 18 7
T &9 57 A (ORI 18 #imds KO TR S 15 {011 39 #i1/5) Z3%E L. 4
R12a R —=MIBWTEEINTZ AT VoY 2 A B R 2 mm 2L EOEE A3~
TR ZEEHEY A ZOFEIREE L THWe, 2 F7 = MBI TP adiA Dk
LIEIT, F2REIIRELIELEBY Th D,

FEEFEBEERDOSMT B LRAAIIE (UDR) BLULFHAIZIIE (NT) OHE

TEARBERIR Y A XIZBD 5 &5 2 B 5 UDR B L UYNUT X, BLFOFIEICHE > TEHE L
72o UDRIZ, H2ETHONIENZ I T Y a2 A OBFERERED S50 O B G |
i BV~ AV BCRTRE /eI & U CHERE L7z, BEFIFZEIC K UR, 7 e %Py AVEDH/AE
HETHLK 1 » HE DOV~ A D KE#ERET 1.5 km Td -7 (Sakataetal. 2005), Z D
RIS & | IR ARE O3 Ao Bt (55 1 8) 706 Bt 5m 1.5km £TA UDR & L
TIRE L7z (Fig. 5-2) o ARAJIIKRIZE N TS, BEOEOBHEAERE S 1.5 km F3i E Tk
TEY Y ADPMEEE SN TV D, LinL, EEAEOBE S BERREC SV TR IR TEH)
MRENEEZBNDTZD, Y~ AL, K 3km £ THEATEE & LI ey
BURTRE) EARE L72A 2V T b it L (BEaHigtr o b 2 1),

NUT (DWW Cik, S5 BFis1a 1km, 2km, 3km GAfJ 1 BEEE) DANICHEET 5 X
I ER I Uz, AR ONE S 2 W) IS EHRA T 23D H 2 % . UDR OFPHAMN
A& 2 INTFEA L7272 (see Fig. 5-2), UDR 8 X TONNUT OftiE, 7V # L~ v
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25000 (= tHiFRPE) 1IcHS % ArcGIS ver 10.0.2 Z# AW TIiT- 7,

H 7K B D 3R] PR & 7 14 D A
ERDOEE S L OB HEICRET 2 LB 2 6D HKREOIIKROLEEL, flit/] (1)

TRl U7z, fii ) &2 5t 2 72 i, ) T I RS s L UMM & (Iar) I 5 1) oD T ) 1|

KEBET HDMRDOES) 2FEUTLLEND D, HAKRHIIANLH AL Z LIERARETH

STl TG OIEE ZRICH A2 515 TRIEERICEHRI L 7=,

1. @S HKHIM Cd 5 201345 A 3-5 H OB & Fi A s A #4172 (Fig. 1-4;Plate 5-1) ,
FIHAHE O IIZIN T, RO DK OR T 25T HIAZ BB
ICHIKRFO R Z R CTED L DIC LT, @RBAT 4 v 7 2T LIAALTER, L—V—IR
#E3+ TruPulse 200 (Laser Technology Inc., Colorado, USA) Z VN TJIE 2 FHHI L 7=, 7238,
Z OFAIIHEI T DKL (HKEFDOKAL) 13, AEOK BT R (EOKEE DS & 70 2 i &
XSS D GATES 3.7 km HL TOKRAL =1.7m),

2. KEEDMET U, WIS H AL Z L AAREE 22572 2013 45 6 H 18-26 H DM (AT H 2>
5 3.7 km Hi TOKNML <1.10 m ; (K/KBFOKAL, Fig. 1-5) (CK AR ZFRH L, Hk
IR L AROKREOKLZE  (Plate 5-2) . {i)IBEWT T OKET — 2 . KiEAR., L OIEA
WITERDTFETEH LT, KOLZEIZ, @R ORT 24T HIAATZEFT D bR R &
BRY . SRDNDZDORERTCORN OKHE) £ COSMERRREE UCERII L7z, KiEIE, &
AR O INEWT T O 7 s MERT, 1-3m s ETEHII L7, FidAHR
O TR H Bt E T (20 m) O KMIZEB T 2K E AR, L— —FE#EEE TruPulse 200
DARFHARERE Z AV CEHAI L 72, JIiEIE, L — % —IEREER TruPulse 200 % MV TR
L7z,

3. MEAKIFDKIRTS K OMEAKIE & (HKRED KA 22 & &1, /KRR 6 L Oz
RAERD X OWCHE Uz, KR KEITARAKEF DKEEICKOLZAEZ N A T E L, )1
REWT 5 8 D& LRI KRS IR E T TR E T 5B FOmMEOR & LTI
WrimfE 2 A U7z, MRIE. BV & O SRS O KEEZEFS JOFHH AR oo 1ar) AT 5
FEEEEZ W CTENE O KRR T 2REEZ R L, 2ofkfns LTHERT
L7z,

K BT ARIE B RE O FRE ST 10 (XL FOFRERUCE S ZHH L7z (Lorang and Hauer 2003).,
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To = pgRS (Eqg. 5-1)

p \IAKDOELE g ITHEIJEH. RITEIE (o)) IBEWT HAE 2 0 - CFl - 72 ff) . S 13K Akl
Y, KOBERXOEAEKICIE, LFOMEE AW p=1.0g/cm®, g=980cm/s’,,
¥, ARTK BT IRE BEIRH R L O 2R EI O KRR Z HEE T 5 720, A HUR ORIk
BEIARI B OFfIR I EE D & | BEIBRFRIES Do &2 5K D72, BENRFKIE Do 13, EED
RN L > TRBEVEZBIGT 56 o & D REWIRMEL ORI Z 45 L. Shields diagram
(Shields 1936) 233 < BENESHHIES) terie | TIHES) 10 EH LW ERET D Z & THRGICH
322 &R T& 2% (Death and Winterbourn 1994),

Terit = Ocric(ps — p)gD (Eq. 5-2)

D ﬁZOb\”’CﬁZp’%\ Terit Iz 70 %{—tﬂj—éo

To

Ocrit(ps — P)g (Eq 5-3)

Derip =

it 13 Shields entrainment function (Shields 1936) . p IR DEE TH 5, KKRJIKRIZ. 2L
B2 2y HAERL STV 5728 (5S> 0.002) | O OFEIE 0.02 & L 7= (Lorang and Hauer 2003) ,
oD /8T X —% — XD A A7z © g =980 cm/s®, ps = 2.65 glem®, p = 1.0 glem?,

BB OB ZMIRE S

EHRDESE « JEC DT mt AT 5 & B2 LN LML FRIBRRER OREIL, Y
TV a A BB O L AT RO FIETEM Lz,

WFRRIBR RSN OKEE, JRE., EEOWH) 13, HU vV aliA OBERHE L4
RZ— hOFIIZIBNT, LUFIZR T HE TR Lo, BOKRFOKERIZ, TvIxF v 7 (B
BOOWEHEMNE) ZHWTEHII L7, EEIL, & (<2.0mm), /NM#E (2.0-64 mm), K
(>64mm) O 3FECAHIZ L > TRIIL, Enbiz=a F7— FAOEIG %2 B Tk
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L7z, ik (mfs) DFHAN X KENNEK #845#EF (VE20, VET-200-10P11, KENNEK, Tokyo,
Japan) ZfV, EEMD 5cm OALEICB W TNUS LTS 2 L TORE CRHAlL 72,

LB SN (AFEeZ & [DOJ. pH. WEL) 1%, AiRA LS O EES K O i
IZBWCEHAIL 7=, DO (mg/l) OFHNZIX YSI #8 DO A —%— (YSI Model 550A) % H
WLEEDND 5em OALEIZEBW TN LI T 2 (L FE TORE CTHMI L 72, pH OFHNZ I
R—H% 7L pH A —%— (D-55 ; Horiba, Kyoto, Japan) % fu 7z, EETOKEZERE L,
INEBUR LT 8 2 A1 E TORGEE CTRHAI L 72 W OFHANZIE, AR — & 7V & o ¥— (TR-30,
BRI, HE) MW, pH OFHNZHWKREZFIH L, IMURBL TS 1AL E TOR
JETEHAIL 72,

Flo ROEARMEZ RS AL L THETE RS % 5155 L 72 (Kasahara and Wondzell 2003) .
REATEFR AT, AR OA MR 2 & e—ERBE O IIIXHOR S (100m) Z, Ok &4
MEFESHEMRAOR S TH -7 TH 25 (Fukushima2000), ZOEAKEWVEE, LV ZED
T K SRR %38V T 2 ATREME S iV (Kasahara and Wondzell 2003) , ®E4T & Fek 0 FH 5
X, 7Y H L~ 725000 & FV, ArcGIS 10.0.2 ETCiTo 7z,

EARFE O FEERIBREE N OKTR, JRE (WoFIE ], Fd. pH. 3 XL OMETEER
IFEVICHES FHBA L TW A AIREMER H 5 Z &b, AR Z & OFHE %2 AV CTE RS
Hr (PCA ; Principal component analysis) & X 2 ZER{bE1T->7, ZOREFR, PCA S 1, 5
2N BEDIX DO EITH LT 2% &2 b5, AmTEREER &R < FHBEI L Tz 2
&b (Table5-1), JAFTBREE AR T4 L LT PCA % L liids J O 2 8 (DA%, Habitat
quality PC1, Habitat quality PC2) % M\ /o, 723, S&EHGEH TOIXG D& 8T L A L)
S77 =4 (DO, fafnfE 95%LA | ; ¥, 1.0 NTU Kiili) (3R -7,

iR
RO A, EH - B, EEBENEO 7 1t 2|2 2% EE O & S EEREY A R0kt
WL 2720 (Fig. 5-1), AEFER LY —F CGJIE OATHAIZ L > TRE S
WO & 7 v & LR &+ 2 —RILBIR S €7 /L (GLMM, package: gimmADMB)
LRDEERSNTEAT -T2, BIESIT, A XeMblanglitimoh vy oy aiig
fERS, E >50mm) OfEEE, b LIEHE (<50mm) O E L, REEEILA
D IHESAICHE D EARE LT, S E LT, UDR, NUT, {E/KESTFRIE BRE O]

70



B L OMEKEFO B FA0EREE 2R (Habitat quality PC1, Habitat quality PC2) Z M\ 7=, *
T, WNBHEONRZEE ST D720, Wk 2 e — A EHE LTET MTA T,

NUT [ZDWTIE, FEBEZ 72 (1, 2, 3km) ZEICETVAMBEL, HEOHMNEHE b
DT IVIE CHRME R EILYE (AIC ; Akaike’s information criteria) D% 4T -7, b AIC
DIENET NVERARETLE L, BTUIEVORWEREY 7 AD8REZ(T-7- (Burnham
and Anderson 2002) ,

USR] OARBARIGR A T~ T2 & 2 A, KA S UDR ORI IZIRVFBIBIR YR &
Ntz (r=07), k% B S, UDR A L+ 5 BREROH 21TV, 20
A TNBBOEIE L LT ERROBEBRET MTMZ T2, ZOLBEIToT-#%IE, T
DOIAEE DO BALKERIL 4 REOEZ R L, ZEIEREOREIIRD NN L5 H
52U fEsE L7= (Miles and Shevlin 2001)

Y= ANT XDy AEAEFAERM T T3km £ THETRE] b L <3 T mic s
ARl EREE LIEHAIZ O W T, REL & FRROFINE THFHT 21TV, ENENLONGE
BT XA NET VD AIC D ZAT o7, HatfEtrid, R version 2.15.3 (R Core
Development Team 2013) % W\ TIT->7=,
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S

MELFHIREDOHRE

(R DBRBE S TR A HUS TR E <X HoE | JINE 2.0-345m, /K% 0.06-0.94 m, i
i 0.04-0.68 m/s T ->7= (Table5-2 ; Fig. 5-3), WIKRMEIORERIX, 0 (>2mm) OEIE 0-
56.7%. /M (2-64 mm) DOFEIE 13.3-88.8%, K (> 64 mm) DOE|E 0-85.8% Toh - 7= (Table.
5-2 ; Fig. 5-3),

TEFR B X UK A A & 5 U 7KK BT B O 7113 4.7-172.3g/em® TH V) |
Wt5) 37.7 glem® TdH - 7= (Table. 5-2 ; Fig. 5-3), Sheilds diagram 7> 5 5 H U 724K /K B AR i &
F DB ENRIKIAE Derien 37720 HARIKBERGFR I BRI S 4L D DIRM B O I ORI IR, B
LSO/ S OVHIATT LA mm, F bR ORKE WA T53.3 mm Th -7z (Tables-2 ;
Fig. 5-3),

EEEAREY A B L UEMAF

EERME LT 7257 A D55, 26 Hig (AR 16 Himds JOV4 31110 HiR) 128\ T
NI a2 T A DEBERRED A D TS S hle, BB A ZIEEEAEFH TR E <
B2y TNENOMEEES A X (BEEMS) 1%1-792 Hk CF¥) £ EHEFZ2=1004 +
172.3) Tl o7z, EAMREREEZ L OHOME AL 0-378 (F1y + 1EHE(R72=46.0+£80.8) .
HEH DA% 0414 (¥ + FHERAE=544+95.2) Th o7,

TEAE BRI X2 M ERAE L CHIBT 2280 bz, ANNCiER b %< o & FEE
HERSAAMLTEY, EOMEEEY A XTI T ERE S R EmEO b (Fig. 5-2),
FRES )R & 72 31T o 2 BER) 1 36 K OSRISNNC & EH 0 & A BRGSO il (Fig. 5-2),
N ST D /7 ) L CMRNINZ B W CEBBEEEO SAMITRD vzt O D (Fig.
5-2), ZDOMEEEEY A RITIEFITNE ot

HhIo T4 DEBEBAREY A XHETHER

HEIFOFTORR, 72 F 2T DGAEDT ~ AL D3 HdRIL 1.5 km LUFTH 5 &RGE
LEEBAIC b2 E b ETAOBMAANRFE L, 3km b L IR TH 5 L IE
LICG B LR TT U HMENAICEEZ R LT, L7eho T, RIEZ Y~ AZLs7nxdy
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DO BEI Z 1.5 km LUF EUE L7e8E 370 b HEREARED Lifthsn 5 1.5 km -
it % T4 UDR & L7 RIZHOWTRRT

NUT DZERIR 7 —/UZ DN T, WO A X7 T 20EEEE BHES L L7cEET
. RUEM 2 km IO NUT Z i85 & L7257 /LTl AIC MK - 72 (Table 5-3),
ZOZEMA T =BT, i E AR E L2 E7 /1 Tid. UDR « NUT - KR D
RS ORDBRBO B AL, £ 5 DIREYFEEED IB5%(EMHXHITE n 2 & £/en -7 (Table
5-4),UDR & NUT /X, B U 2 =2 A OERRED A X126 L CTRWIEDRN R 4 78 L7z (Fig.
5-4), —J7 . ARIKBRARIR BRF ORI NIT A O AR LTz (Table 5-4),

ZAUTHR LT, IRKEFO B LR ERBEZEIK (Habitat quality PC1, PC2) ®OZhR1355< .
Z OREFRRE D B FFEXMIZE e 25 A T - (Table5-4), T XTOET/LITEBWNT,
FRRA HLSIZ I T DS ATk B 2848, UDR Z 3B 5 & U7 Rl o5k
72) ITMONIEDORREZ B LD BWEHEXMIZEr 2 & £ 20 o7 (Table5-4),

i H 3 X OWE B RS A B E LT LB W T RBED/EM 2R S5, ik
HIZOWTIHR I O RN L i< Tz (Table 5-4),
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BER

EHEEARREY A XCHEST DT rv A, ThROLEROB A, &5 - BH. EEEENEO
Tat X (BhE - EL) 2END EHEMICED S EE 2 DD ERE WV CREHE L 72 /55
% Fig.5-5 DX AT 7 Z MZE EHT-, UDR - NUT (BA) BLORHA (€% - BH) I
BALTiE, (R THEE LB OZNENIEL LOADEN D bl

BEARSBRORESICHET HER : UDR LU NUT

UDR OEEDOZRIE, LIRMNAFET D EEHGRORE S E KM L7zb D LB X HILD,
A 2T A FED K ORE 7y BUERRBE s J OHEE & BHEBIER U 2R ZEBE 7200, BURICl A~
HERH G, HAKRHTIIIEESEEROBE BN E L W EZX BN D, KRIKRICE
WT, AR BRI EEREIC IR S 4D ATREMED & HRIEEIE 1.4-53.3 mm OFEFRICH o7z, ZD
KIREL U DNE, AU P a A ORI HED R Mhi#k) DAERICHE T2 &0 0-15 5% D
fEfR L xths9 % (Akiyama and Iwakuma 2009) . E/KEE 23l & 72 2 B O HIK I, 412 1-3
BIOKETHEL D (see Fig. 1-4) 72D, KKRINUKFZDOH U > adiA %, BHHE A
MOEAE) (2 Te o THAKRDTZZOIZH FoB L T D AR E 2 bivd, RIS, K)IE
EAET D X O NZANTHE S L7z RIS Tk, KRB ICHAKENCITZRD b igholch U v
YV a TAEERDORAN - EED R I N,

NUT O EOBRIT, EERERIRORE SI2EE v~ AL 2BErBuEE S m < R L T
WHZ e EBRET S, RRIKRTIE, RN EKIEE 72 5HE OBERY (8 A FAI~T
) 1T, ZL OV ANXVHIERI)NN~BE) L T (B 4 = ; Teruietal. in press), 51
DOPLE LA VI AFEOBUIER X, Iy EINO X D 72 R ABLOFE A (S =
0.0001) IZHRWThH, —EWR~NEET HE TITHRKT 2-7 km EHET D AHEMN Y I = L—
va il arERN TS (Morales et al. 2006 ; Daraio et al. 2010), £ V) 2722 PR AEL % ¢
DERXNIAKHRTIE (§>0.002) . SNWNE L OSIIFHETHE L7-HEE D% 13K FRIZ L T
HEL, 205 bO—HIE FOEEMERIEA L TOZ TR EV, L7zt > T,
SONTHEE OBASIR & L THERE L 5 %,
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BAARDOES - BHTOERICEET ZER . HKBEOREHR

BZK B TR B RF DA i SN TAEATE Y A XSk L CTRODRE HH . £ ORI E IS
L CRRCHRE Th o7, ZOREIE. HAKKEOFRIR DL EMED A T A FAD 534 e E IR D
—DOTH D ETDHIATHIED FAiE L F )& L7avy (Howard and Cuffy 2003 ; Morales et al. 2006 ;
Allen and Vaughn 2010), 7 7> > ¥ a B A OFMmITE | & THE 79 ik OEIR D R S
TW% (B8 1969 ; Kondo 2008), ZMDfH], #0 K LHKICK 2 EEZ T L0, L%
E L2 E T, BRIIMICD > TES - IET2ZENFRLEESZEZ6ND, —H,
HE 2 OEAREZ R D40 S DR N g9 - 70 Z &%, DEOHEEITIRGE S D/ S W X
FCHBHTIRRENRE VI EEZERL TS EEZILND, ZORMIE, KK
BRFICI3 R R TRIES 53.3 mm £ TOKMEINBEIL 9 % & SNTRRETFE LRV,

BEARBERBOTOLRICEET H2ER : BEKFOYEILFMRE

AHFSE IR DBREESAT OB FNGRD B Lo 7B & L CiE, RKRJIKFRO REF72
WIREARMR LIcbDEEZXOND, Thbb, AV ValifDARICKELELIND
TR 22 BREE S IR 72 ST 7o D BR & B~ THRF RO e M AME A > 72
EHEHIEN D,

REDHER

AWFFROBET, ZEHSHE LTO MEEY~ AL 2EMNS R BL0 [FEE
EBR DK &5 DERAI BRI ) BN TP 2 A DA Z AR S OB % B
BRAEREBETH L LT O (B 1E) LE LR, LB M OBE) 7 Bum s 4 e
(CHERFS D Z &8, RO B NLRY e A 2 ERREOHMERF O 720D IITHEE TH 5, H 6 T,
AEETIIH/ONERERESEZ T, RNNKRICBT DTV a4 DA ZERFEC
DWVWTREINIELRT 5,
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Table 5-1. Axis loadings from principal components analysis used to summarize habitat quality

attributes.

Covariate PC1 PC2
Water depth -0.59 0.06
Current velocity 0.51 0.09
% sand -0.50 -0.47
pH -0.34 0.53
Sinuosity index 0.10 -0.70

Variance explained (%) 38.8 23.7
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Table 5-2. Environmental properties in the Shubuto River system.

Variable Mean Standard deviation Range
Wetted width (m) 10.8 8.2 2.0-345
Water depth (m) 0.34 0.17 0.06-0.94
Current velocity (m/s) 0.30 0.14 0.04-0.68
% sand 135 11.2 0-56.7

% gravel 44.6 17.8 13.3-88.8
% cobble 41.4 22.7 0-85.8
Water surface slope (m/m) 0.008 0.006 0.002-0.023
1o (g/cm?) 37.7 32.3 4.7-172.3
Derit (MM) 11.7 10.0 1.4-53.3
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Table 5-3. Results of model selection based on the Akaike’s information criteria (AIC). NUT, the

number of upstream tributaries; AAIC, difference of AIC value from the lowest AIC

Size class NUT distance class AIC AAIC
All 1 km 325.6 1.7
2 km 317.9 0
3 km 322.8 4.9
Adult (=50 mm) 1 km 247.5 8.5
2 km 239.0 0
3km 2442 5.2
Juvenile (<50 mm) 1km 300.4 7.1
2km 293.3 0
3 km 298.1 4.8
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Table 5-4. Results of GLMMs for all individuals and each size class. Bold faces indicate explanatory
variables whose 95% confidence intervals (95% CI) did not include zero. UDR, upstream distribution

range of potential immigrants; NUT, the number of upstream tributaries

Response variable Explanatory variable Coefficient SE 95% ClI
Total abundance UDR 1.40 0.63 0.16-2.63
NUT_2 km 191 0.65 0.64-3.17
Shear stress -1.22 0.45 -2.09--0.34
Habitat quality PC1 0.42 0.62 -0.79-1.63
Habitat quality PC2 1.16 0.85 -0.51-2.82
Stream size® 2.44 0.72 1.04-3.85
Adult (>50 mm) UDR 141 0.69 0.05-2.76
NUT_2 km 2.36 0.83 0.73-3.99
Shear stress -1.85 0.60 -3.02--0.67
Habitat quality PC1 0.75 0.70 -0.62-2.12
Habitat quality_PC2 0.63 0.90 -1.13-2.40
Stream size® 2.73 0.87 1.03-4.43
Juvenile (<50 mm) UDR 1.30 0.62 0.09-2.51
NUT_2 km 1.78 0.62 0.56-3.00
Shear stress -1.05 0.43 -1.90--0.20
Habitat quality PC1 0.21 0.61 -0.98-1.40
Habitat quality PC2 1.14 0.81 -0.44-2.72
Stream size® 2.24 0.70 0.88-3.61

*Residuals of the fit linear relationship between Strahler stream order and UDR.
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Upstream distribution range of Number of
potential immigrants upstream tributaries

Upstream process
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¥
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Local
environments

Downstream process
Substrate
stability

Fig. 5-1. Schematic representation of processes affecting subpopulation sizes. Processes that influence
subpopulation sizes are shown in ovals, and measurable factors that may affect (solid arrow) or be
related (dotted arrows) to each process are shown in rectangles. Orange and blue ovals reprepresent

processes that potively and negarively affect subpopulation sizes, respectively.
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Bl J
Fig. 5-2. Spatial distribution of mussel beds (settled populations) in the Shubuto River System. Thick
and thin black lines indicate river segments with reproductive subpopulations and the distribution
range of potential immigrants estimated from the dispersal capability of host fish (see text). Gray
shaded river lines represent river segments where we could not access during sptailly continuous
surveys for reproductive subpopulations (see Section 2). Gray thick lines crossing rivers indicate
weirs that impede the movement of Masu Salmon, the obligate host for Margaritifera laevis. Filled
and open plots represent sampling sites with and without mussels, and bubbles are proportional to the
size of subpopulation (range: 1-792 ind. site™). The numbers near the filled plots indicate

subpopulation ID (see also Fig. 2-3).
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Fig. 5-3. Frequency distribution of environmental variables among sampling sites.
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Fig. 5-4. Strong positive effects of upstream distribution range of potential immigrants and the

number of upstream tributaries on the mussel population size (all individuals).
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Fig. 5-5. Schematic representation of factors affecting subpopulation sizes of M. laevis in the Shubuto
River system. The detected positive and negative effects were shown in orange and blue arrows,

respectively.
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Plate 5-1. Bankfull discharge conditions.
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Plate 5-2. Difference in water level between bankfull- and base-flow conditions

86



bl

¢.{

FHEE MEBLE
AAETHOMNMIESNERKINKRIZETEZHTO 0D aHA DA% EREEE

ARFFECIE, ARERKN KR ORI T2 ¥ a WA AR Z e G L L, Z i
WS DR B DT D DEREE R A G D 72D, A X ERFEOZEMMEE S X O FEE 28R B
DDLU TOHBIZOW TR ZIT o 7,

1 AZEEEEA T D EEEERREOI I SLEE & SN D RERIFORE (5 3 %)

2. fRIZ7ux Ty LhAEEE LIEEEYY AOBBIORE (4 4 %)

3. EAEMERREY A XTES 2EE O (5 5 &)

LTFICIEE, SEENOBE LN TV a A O A ZEEEEREICEE T 2 F R R A2 B
EiF 5,

REREBEERECBIT DU Y 2 A OFATEREIL, DO 2 9.30 mg/l UL E, b
EIB DY 10-50%, /KIEDS 0.2-0.6 m, itk 0.05-0.30 s/m OHIFAIC & 2T THRECE S . T D
KO I BRI AT IRAE T 2 2 & b R EE EEREOA RS L L CE
ETHLIEDRHLMN ST,

YA D7 a0 AEOSEEFRICE L TIE, O ey agificElEsni-
Y AlE, TOEL NYEFEMETH S 35 HHZRETH 50mURNICE E-> TV, £
R LTI EFA IR e — v E R L2 b L @AJINCH LT L 0 KR
VNSNS DOBEDHBEICA LTS Z LB LML RoT, T rF VT LHERY < AT
TETDHZ LT, AKMICK D2 —FHHBRIE T ozl 28812175 & & bl HoEK
BN L0 BWAETFROHIRE T MRS OBE P BA TR L TWD Z LRSI
(%5 4 %),

EAERFEOR E 1%, EREERIEY A XTS5 B2 oD FEEEMEO LRl
SyATEIPH) - T EFRRSINE) BEOMEEDER - BHOTZTn v ACEbL EEZLND TH
KOS ) ITIRSARAF LTV e (55 3), ZOfERIE, EERDES - BHICED % KE
A2 RPTBR BRI 2. HFIHEIC BN TRE e D MFFRIC XKD L mds KOS~
DOEBHIEL (554 F) ) BEO THEEBBIKROKIRIC XL 29800 (E5F) ) 2, [
DA S EATEEIREIC B 2 HE AR CH D Z L A2RB L T 5D, ETFlRTmO%
BT BB AEBROZ LN, BTV a A ORI A X ERTEEIRE A MR T 5720 O

87



FMETHD L TE Do

AWFZET. BEWEDARWFARPEAEDITOW T, KIS & 2 B2 W EERY 43 OB FE A3 A &
fEATHE D Z2 IS IE |2 50 < 52 5 Z & &2 FERERNIC IO TR Lz, BEEDRWEKIEAEY O
A ZEAREFENRE D TN, KIS & 2 B8/ Bl fe 2 RIS AT LN B %

KRNKRIZBEFDH IO D1 HAEREORE - BEDRE

RANAKFZ T, RNNZIEFEY~ A DO L2 ihT 5 X5 20 IBFEEw X FEE T, E
WTIEBIA & B2 D1F ERBE ST M OBEREEIMR TS B L1E), #EOY A X7 F
ANHHE 2 b DRV A SR ERERTE O AR O A 1% (55 2 3) | ik 1 o0
FEPENRTCALTND Z LI LD BT M OBE S BORESMERICHERFF SN TS 2 &%
KBLizbDEEZBND, BN AT/ I U & v Y o I A BIRRE A HERF T 2 7201
I, AT DT moEtE 2 k> LR BEE TH D,

—J5 . KRNKFRTIE, EEEFTCREHRO a7 U — MERFRD bivz, FSEIC
HIFED a7 ) — Muld, EHENRAERGIT OB A KB LB DA %28 U T
ND Y a A BREICER BB S LT RN H 5 (55 3 %), #ic, EikoBA
T X AR E WA T TR T DWREROKERIT, E5LTERI ST LI
L0, EEMAREOHARERE AR TN IEHAEEER @, BT P a T A1 E - T
AR AR CE D L9 WIEHEEEZ RETLERS L1259,

ANICERT 2EMD A 2 BEXREOREIZAITT

TR ICAERT DBEMEDIRWAEDIX, BT Vo A S LI BE BB e % FF
OWNLN, WU TR EOKARRIL, SAEBNIIKIRIC X o TRRGMA~GHT 508
(Williams and Willams 1993) . FREFAS ATHE & 72 2 a BC B35 A~ > 7o BB 0 i A 1T 9
ZEMHBALT S (Macneale et al. 2005 ; Smithetal. 2009), F£7z, b7 2 U BIZAEBET S
B2 a 7 7 4 Gyrinophilus porphyriticus (Z-2OWT %, BT~ - T2 B8 52175 2 &
DRENTWD (Lowe 2003), AMFZE T/RIE S4v72 A Z EATEENRE X, B EhMME DR RKME
)AL TV D AR H D

L, HAKICEAEAEOFR FiZ BT o7 ot AL LTRALGNTEY . A X E{KEE
BREICR T O2BE BT n A L L TCORENEEMTIAK L Sh Tk, 4%, KRR
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