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by EO KRBT, 6 I THEFICK2] WO EERTO Y v DK
DAThbn TRV, TOH%, BEE THEMWT, KB - WK ZFHLZHERAS
BN EE L TITbRTERL IR TWD (I 1980; £ 2005). WEF1 30
FRIZHBETEBERNICBTLZ2E—2VE—Ya  ryrogBI2Ly, P TEHS
NORAFE~LEBFHMNMNEL L., ZO/RR, EEENE LI L, A e
CERMAELTZHAEEFENFAN~ BT 5 L & b ICHBUTAEICERLE (N
1984; it 2005).

1990 £ 225 2000 FRIZ, MHHICMEzRETE 2EXKML N e n 7 Z
A WaWN T X =20FF=HPrEFEINE LT DLLbIT, KETDEE
B hosit, BRERBERUBEE~OBHLOEED, 5 ITIETHEMT D HEKE
HOMHEL WO ERNPL, PRI REINANTE TWD (FHE 2002;
AT 2007; (5 2008). BIEICBWTH, EAKERD 2020 FICKE L -
(R EEXOCRNHFEEORRILZH DO OERTH) 2B W T, B &Hit &K
BOHERE VAT TWD (BHAKES 2020).

BRIz Tix, s ns v rvoltAEnERMSTchHs (TH
2010). FIABIER EIC B T D2 BB AV v b &L TE, MBE LWz AP
APOHIR, HESEESHEMYLARNREE L EIRMINDI ZLICEI2MAER
BE¥X0E NI OB TCEVWEZSAEEZFALEHERE TSNS, TH
(2016) 1%, MEHBEEELZH T, WHFEERKREOFMET VEHBEL, K
ARk E R e LA XOENVICE AN EEELERL TS, 2O
CEwThEBan T2 Bz, 2EAEEMN IR, BRFOLFHB
B, BREEFORETEBKABLIOCAFER FEEKKD 4 XA ThHoT. £

ODREICLD L, 2HEBEEEHF VTR RTCZEzoMo KT TIX, +4 1



DT OEPET AT 4~40% O, B 57 @ KM IXK 10~67% O E Tk,
ZLTEMAF2~51HOMER AR EBRESIALTWVWDS . TH (2016) OET v
T, #HEGATEMAAEEN RS RERRL70D, BKIZE22AU v Fo
PRI REREN D D0, BRSO HLFHFBE o I W TS REEE
EHEFRWHFRICHA_XTAEE X MEE, A NMBIOCHERAECTHY, P
WMITMAEFERERZICBNTA Yy bR EZLLND.

— BTS2 ER Y o EHICEEEHBETH LSO (LS 2020),
OB S F BRI OV A7 bFEET H. TH (2012) T4 oK H ik
BB T2V A%, BREOI R, HEFEAKROY 27 BLOEESR, F
MBLIOZBIZKETIVAIZDO3DCHBELTHELTND., BHEDY X7
IO D0 NBH, WESIVOBHICHs THERELRLTHLIEELFOK DR
BREBREGEEND. BBFAKRDOY 227 1201F, QBEEEOXEK, OXREBRT, @
BhiE, OV HEBIVCORRERENTIRBEER G E, BEE, EY
BIOZ@IZKIFET YV 227121, OREMBELORMICXL 2 HEIIEYOZER
RWMEHE (B 2EFEns. Zhoo U A7 KkBRKCHEEOY 227 T
(E 72 <, AR B R T T il sk T oo BE AR i E M B & o e i o B O T B
WTHIET L2V A7 EEBEZLND. 2O, FMAKEO EKIZEHE W TIX,
NGO A7 ZRAIREERVEBTL2ZERTFETHL. LrLarb, WME
MBI SR RN FEE L, BB AT HIRIC X > TRESEDSRE R
7 (i 2005), 2 o0V R BREAAELRT HERIZTZNLZ N O KK H O
BREEGHICEI--TRRDIZEEZOND.

IhbD 850U A7 %, VAZBPBEAEATLIHEREROB AL, RO 4 71
—ZICHESEMTRETH DS, £, (1) BEHBEICER T2 A2 THY, =
NIZIEOFDO NBH, MEBIOBEICH-TRELDILTHIEHEEZTOWHD
BEHE, OBBEFORERBLUCOATELSEHEIND ., KIT, (i) BEt‘To=x
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ANF—WXIZERT DI A7 THY, ZANICIEOREKRT, OFFEL LV
@it 2AmHInD. &6, (i) MBS o BEtNoF HREICER T 2 Y
A7 THY, THICOREKEMRME S SEHIND., R%IC, (v) AEFHRICERT
VA7 THY, THICORRERNENTIERFEEISEINS. (1) 1T
WL, BB EERETOIAMOFHEEREIZEWTHREZHELDL L TR TE S
V27 ThdeFEx2bND. OFDOANEY, WESIOCBHICTHH-> THEELDN
LThHL2EHEFTOWHDBERHBEICK L CITAMICE LY > o0iEESTHE ;E,
QERFEHEORFICK L CIEBBmIC BN fERENZEAL, LY EITO
B S OFRS, @B FEICH L TIRBERKEBEBEEANICED D, &5V
EmEFELEHWEMSRAREROREN/SIRLE LTETLRD. (i) IZoW
TlE, BMEPozx A F—NXPNAORENRS Z LI VBEAERT D) R
Th2. QREBEERTIETZRXAVF—INIPADOKRETH DL Z LITHLNTH D,
OHFFIELOBMIZTOVWTIE, TAENAEMY OBRER X O 72 B o &
HAFETHLILOD, BHEFEN=2x VX —HEE (EE) L TtHoEDO
AN F—ZHRTENIE, AFEDORELBRMITEANICEETRZVWE S bR
TW5 (TP EMNEBENIEE X — 2009). Lz T, (i) oV 27K
WAL, B FE O XA X — XA RS2V E S, B ERE &oH%K,
HOLVWIEIBHRXBHOH MNP EETHY, ZOREDITIEHEY O EE O R
VETH D, (i) OOQRBEMBIZO W T, BBEDEBHANOH 55 E ik
Wim-> THHBLTWL2HGICHENRT DI X7 ThD. EH TS 2T+
LD ET, A, TEBIOCZOELOKZE VWS LREICEZE L 5 X2 (Cooper
5 2008), HoREMB AR THMHELZEE, @RAKICEDHHMAL, ERO
EFICELD2TEBIOKRKRFOFEREPEZDI2AREEIEHIA TS (EAXD
2005; Hessle » 2008). L7 - 7T, (i) @V A7 #{EKIKT 57k, KK
FORBHANICE T HTEHE (HL2MERRRE - %H - +ECICEHFAMNHT S
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5P (Burt 1943)) I 2WTOFERNDLETH 5 (Bailey & 1996; Parsons 5
2003; AL 2005). m &I, (iv) © O B B5% 2B 3 2 5N QI o v T,
BERICHAEAFRDNFLEL TNDLI D, MENICHERZBLILEDOH D Y X
7 ThHDH. MY n I AR EBENST L =126 LR, EFMNREY =H
DBAARHEREE AL TN GEEPEHMERENFEE X — 2009), HfE
U REEZENT D2 LEEDNNTWVWL T 7R AN &V 2k BB
(Ohshima & 1981; Buxton & 1985) (Zxf L Cix, &fWVWEEDO X 5 R #A RO
BEAC & DB BROM B E NS & 2 AR A R IC s TERET S 2 L
RBEMICHECH L. 20, WMEBRMPEERIZHFAL TWTEH, Kif
MR e, EEAKCHELRNE) RXRERLILETH S .
— 0, BEEATo TV LI, MBEEORESHEMOMER L VLT H 2D
EHEPLETH LN (EEPENERENEE 2 — 2009), ZhIiZMx TE
WA B DO RBRELRERELHER-FM T2 TEELEZZILND.
CORBRESCEHFREOFMICIEIANT —a2 7 1arA2Aa7 (BCS) %
HW20OMNRETH D (Ferguson 5 1994). BCSIEFEEH DO = 3 /L X —H % K
WL CTHk Y (Thorup b 2012), £ 7=, 27 BCS O EAL T HE K O FIGE &£ E
O ARfEOF ALl biz® (Rathbun H 2017; Chebel H 2018), BCS O F i
ZBLT, ZBF4O0RMERICNZ, FEHOBMBEBROFFMIB L OHFEICOR
FoHZENEREERDL. LALLM E, 4o BCSITRBEH EEE (2EM
XS 2017) KED LN TWD A, REMEICH > T BCS ZHET D121
—EMHOINMERBRLILETHD LRI, HEERFTD O BN HBFED
BCS #HETH2DORRNETH D, TOw, MKEIEE D — & B HE oI R
RAEevEEET L O REEHEEE (REMFREEH = 2017) 12X 5 BCS &
HETCEDLFEOHRBNILETHLLI EEZIOND.

UEoZ &b, R TIE, MBI K> TELRLIBEESFMHFICE DY
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FHBER OO, BBIZHEI VA7 ORBICHEEHT 20 A 8 L8z
AT LI EAHEAMELE. B 2ETIE, FHEO EEx2#HET 2N 2/ERL, K
Yo EE OHEEZ T2, B 3 ETIE, BEFofTEHhEzZz®ELC T, K& A
TOZEBBRFAHAANY — 2t L, ZHOFMM N2 —2 & EE & O BK % #E
fride. ®4ETIE, FloalmBRdERENE LT, Y~ ~OfBERIT%
MmMEHRZo#TI2EEL VORI ZMFCISHL, TOHROMIEEZIT > 2.

SETH, BHBHEBRELNINBCORBRZLELEET L EFHAICA O BCS #

i

AARERETODHERFILEORELIT - 2.
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E2E [FYRICHTAIKEBINMERBEITEHEOZI X LVF—EEELL
DHERER E:ZTZHVWE#HEREMBEERFED = X VX
—HEEOHE

2.1 %8

A, PAETIE, PRI FET 2 ERE®RO RFHER 2 A
DHA L, 2 OME RSB EORMEZ AN E Ly YO BBN TR TWS.
COXDRHERERTOKRKTIE, BHEMIEDIHBLEINDIZERNZNED,
B OREMEHFIFE - ICEERIRS. BB TEEAVORAGLENTES
DT RNF —FERENEMT 5729 (Brosh b 2006a), PO = /L F —H
e (EE) 13, MBAFOKREMFICHAERGERLERD.

AR BEAE (B AMNEELRIFRAETREMR 2009) X2 L, KitFo
EE FEROZVWHESEER D2 WL AR SICHNBENRESRD EEN
TWa. ZL OBERERIEHILBMIKICHFEAET 20 B EERBKL VG A
MEZW., LIeRno> T, YUHMHK TOBRKTIE EEOHENLIVERL LD EH
Zbhbd.

Shibata b (1981) FHRATHE L L OBITHB AL OIEXKMEN B 7V v D EE &
e+ 2ERMNEZ®|AE L WD, LaL, Shibata & (1981) 12 & % EE HE
RIS ITEMAEN OELLE, D2EFVKEBLOEYVSITORLTHY, HITH
MAENOERM, PEVTOVHATEBEINL TRV, @, BEEEITK
PEBLOLEVBEITRET TR, TOHRITLITO>RED, TOHAITLZE I EE
HEADPMLELRDLEEZIOND.

T, T TIERESNANTVWLIHEBORABRE RO T — 2 X XME %2 E &L T
AT OIOMDBPEZRLEZOSHICE O THEAICH A SN (Normand 1999; FF
% 2002), BEFONHETCHLZOR I ot Twd (AR 2009). ¥
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PTRHAKERBIOLEYBRITO EE OREMRKITHET S TW DA (Ribeiro b
1977; Shibata ©» 1981; Thomas & Pearson 1986; Di Marco & Aello 1998; %k &
B 2006), TV HAITO EE ORMEMBITHESNA TRV, L2rL, fhiof
HE WA CIZT TV HITO EE O ERRE B @ EEALTVWD (BY U
Clapperton 1964; Dailey & Hobbs 1989, © »X: Yousef & Dill 1969; Yousef 5 1972,
K A : White & Yousef 1978, ¥ ¥: Dailey & Hobbs 1989; Lachica & 1997,
7 % : Lachica & Aguilera 2000). K> T, Zhoboo#HEEZFE LD, KFEB LY
EOBAITIE T TR, TOHRITEZRE LA R AHBIMAEICX T 5 EE #E
XZEERTLD2ILENRARETHDL EEZEADND.

1990 R D UL 2 &, # ¥ D i & 15 ¥ HL#5 IZ Global Positioning System(GPS)
DOFHABAEIZILE > TEB Y (Schlecht & 2004), F 7= GPS TH & 4L 7= 7 & 1
WEHBEIERE ORAELT — & OfiEHT I Geographical Information System (GIS)
WA SN TW D, BT HE S X OSHRITHEA A I, GPS OLEE#H %4 GIS (I
BYiAA, EEOEREXRETLHZEICIVRENTLZZENTES. LEN-S
T, BE#EXEZEMRL, GPS L GISEZFHT &Ik, HHFEED EE %
HETLHZENAIEBERDIEEZEZIOND.

T ZTARMIETIE, ThETIZITLRLTEEE O EE M ERXBR O KR %2 H
WT, KEBIOEYVHITLET TR TV HRITLE O EE#HEEX L ER L,
EHhlIczoHEXRETHVNT, FEBRICHERERICKKSENTWND VYD EE %

WMETHZLLxHME L.

22 MBLB X UL
2.2.1 E[EVFE S HIC X D BE HHEE X O ERK
2.2.1.1 EE l# & X MERICH W STk B X OHE R 7 1k
EE # @ X & % 5 7= ¥, Lachica & Aguilera (2005) OBz kKiz, AEH#HY
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DKFATFIERF B XK YD 2 WITHEBBITRICK T 2, FHMOBEAREDS LS
IMEHEELRE LEEBRERE UM E LTSIHL, 2207 — % (n
=82): LTHWE. ZhboRBRIZE T 2H8AEB®IL, © ¥ ¥ (Clapperton 1964;
Dailey & Hobbs 1989), & /N (Yousef & Dill 1969; Yousef & 1972), 7 ¥ (Ribeiro
5 1977; Shibata & 1981; Thomas & Pearson 1986; Di Marco & Aello 1998; % ji§
E W8 2006), K A (White & Yousef 1978), ¥ ¥ (Dailey & Hobbs 1989;
Lachica & 1997) ¥ X 0" 7 # (Lachica & Aguilera2000) T®H o 7=. F 7=, K17
WX 10.02m/5 225 90.00 m/4r D] Tod 0, SATHA A EIX —21.5 K056 21.5
EoOMTH oo,

Boyne & (1981) 1, b Y Y oO#{TIC k5 EE#IME (AEE J/kg/m) % #1T
W L BRAT AL A E D R 4 5 Brockway & Boyne (1980) 1 X B #EE ik,
MOBMETIIETEEL RN LREL TS, £ TERIFETIE, KFE
FUROBEALARD LSIBEBEEEL 1L LESGOKFED D W ITHEA ST
ROBEARD LSIIMEWE RO (EEL) 2RO D52 L THREOEEL M
L, LA HMNEHKEL LT EE LHEXE2H/ LD ICEEBIR AT o 72.

T, TOHRMEH LS EERoRERHA (1) 207

NS

AFBATH D VIR A TROBEAR S L IFREHEE (1)

EEtb= -
AT OB GEAE B b L < IIMEFEHE &

Lachica & (1997) Z @iz & 2 &, HATHE N 30 m/%0 THITHA A B2 5.71
JE DA OBEA B 19011 J/kg- B ToH 0, K47 RO BPE A B 6987 J/kg -
BFCThrOT, ZOLEO EEkLIIX (1) W22 HEHEIND., —FH, [
EE |X EE & BRATHBEDO — &k EF AN DL E TH Y, Brockway & Boyne (1980) I
EDABEOHEAXS EEAZFHE T D L, HITHEED 3 F, HATHEE XHLT
ERAELLOBRITEREXBTEAAEO 2 ROEDBPJTPALKICEEND 2 &

275, LinLedb, THODOEBEZGELLERFNICHMETD LD, K



#H
S

TEHAELICEROHBTED T, SITEE (m/5y), HITHEE O 2 FHE,

AT R A E (E) BLOSITEBMAEO 2 FE2 A Wiz, JREF 5T SAS

\

(SAS Inst. Inc., Cary, NC) ® REG 7 v v Y x¥ % H W TIiT-7=.

2212 —15EB X —10 EIZEB T 5 EE W E E O E

EE l#tEXRICHWE T =21t T, BRITHEMAER 15 EBL IO —10 E
o £ O TN AL L TWitizd, KiF%E o EE H#E X & Brockway &
Boyne (1980) I X2 AEE o EX A LICHE B L, HITHEAAER 15 E B
FO—-10EICH TS5 EERZLEL, AUFFEO EELHEERNN —15 B LT —
10 EIZDOWTHEYNE I DORFEZIT o7, MFHICIE, ABF5 O EE W& X
ERCIC R L 72 SCHRME &2 2502, 20 m/29, 40 m/%y, 60 m/73 3 X U8 80 m/4) @ 4 &
JE & AT E L L CE%E L 7. Brockway & Boyne (1980) 2 X %5 JEE O # &
XE2KIC L EERORBIIUTDO LS ICITo7. HITHK O EE TR (2) O X
IICREINDED

EE (J/kg/%3) = AEE (J/kg/m)x BAT@HE (m/57) + P3LREOEE (J/kg/43) (2)
FT, RAAICKRELZAHATHES X OSITHEMAEICBT 5 AEE %
Brockway & Boyne (1980) OH#E XL KD, RO JEE (T HITHE & F
U, ZNICAKFAFLRE O BEZ M2 52 & THITHEO EEXBH L. Z 0%BAT
KD EE % KA P LBf D EE TBR9 5 2 & CEEHAZRD . Z O, KFEAFT
Bf > EE OfE 1%, Brockway & Boyne (1980) IZ#HEI N TWR Mooz ®,
Clapperton (1964) O # 2%t - 7=. Brockway & Boyne (1980) 2 X % JEE @
HEX L RERICHEN LZEZEER AP EHLE L, KO EER#HEXN NS HEH L
TTEAZBREHRE L TCHER ST ZITV, GonciERAX08 B L OH
B, TNETNOBIOC1IERERLI P EHRE L. URAIZOWTIEL, BHEFSH

THLNLTEU R Z, URAOERRETRLL tfE, BHEIZHoVWTIE, HE & 1



DEZ,MEOBEERETHRLELtUEZ, T T RO ETHRELIT- 2.

2.2.2  BHERCEE M o BE O HEE

2.2.2.1 ABRH B L OVHER R

ARWFFE T, FREFEE T O m AL 3.34 ha O BR{EFER (N : 357 207 14.797
~35° 19’ 59.217, E: 135° 11> 54.68” ~135° 12’ 05.96”, £ & : 50 m~ 100 m,
AR AR 17 ) A RBr e L (K 2.1). MBI EN AT L2
WS L TWD IR &, BB 2% SR B 6 K OV AR 55 o SF S T 4% pl S
NTWnWad., RABHoPRFEHOFEHE I, ME LB ET2MEELH 0,
B R REWITITARELH L. KB OSNNEITEKQEM CH - 2. 4 I1C
X, 2008 4 4 H 16 H B RA 11 A 7H F TEFEMB I Tz BEfEEHE
MEA= 2 80 (11 sk fin: ABCEE 470 kg, B POKF 483 kg; 12 sk fin: A BCKE 586 kg, B
PoRs 582kg) AW, P 2HEBICHBRBREE TCHY, 20955 1 H
[T ATEE D 2007 FIZ b ARBRM TO BB 2z HEBR L TV D, BB T, 48 & ok
ELTI1IH1HE®EY kgD Kk amilYICEET O EG L. £, K&

IAXATNVEFHEHBERE L.
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() (b) (0

Figure 2.1 Experimental area: its aerial photo (a), contour map (b), and 3D map (c:

focal point - North).
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2222 FAAEME

20 O LR I2 AL Z£ 4L GPS B i (Lotek GPS2200 3 X U 3300; Lotek Wireless
Inc., Newmarket, Canada) % ¥ 3% L, 20084 6 H 18 H»H 7H 3 H (#1K),
F4E9I9H 4R~ 90 198 (M) BLOHESE10H 23 A6 11 H 6 A (#E
) o 3WH, KAOMEBEIFEHRZING L. GPSORMEFEIHABRYMAZEL

TSI EL .

2.2.2.3 GPS 7 — X B X OB H B R oL

WG L7 GPS 7— 2 B X OABRMMEAFROM LM S ITIEL GIS 7 U —V
7 F U =7 ® Ilwis3.4 (International Institute for Geo-Information Science and
Earth Observation, Enschede, The Netherlands) # f 2 7-. 4 L 7= GPS 7 — #
Z GISICH Y AR, Z OfEJE B L O R JE 2 UTM(Universal Transverse Mercator)
JERERICAEM L. £, GIS ECTRHEBMELOERGHRH 2 5 KB H O DEM
(Digital Elevation Model) M # fEmk L, Z i & H\ T GPS TH % L 7= & # iz
ROBE®mT— 2 %ML 7.

w7 —Z %Mzl GPS 7T — % %R B H (0:00~24:00) ([Z5& L, & #l{L
REO 2RTICBITHHEES X OESGZEZ UTM BIEB X OEST — 20 b %
NENEHLE., SHIZE6ZHWT, 3 ROCTOHRITHBEELS X OSHITERA
AEZZEZNEREN L. £, SITHEZTSITHBEZ NAMBRRCTH 5 Z
& TRz, Swain H (2008) X, GPS AW THBF D HITHEE ZFHAE L,
FOFTHBEFEOREDHITHEEIT 36 m/4y Tholt#HELTVWDED, K
WF 92 TiX Swain 5 (2008) O HEFITH VY, HITHEN 36 m/F LV EVWT — 4
(ME:27—%, IK:37—%, BeK:8FT — &) T bR L. HAT
HWEBIOBITHEBMAEDO T — 2006, RIFFHE TIER L7 EE #fEEXEZ H
TEEZRDT. S50, RKOLEEKMICHARGEEERE (¥ -2 EEREIN

12



WA IEEAE 2009) 2 5 B H LM A OMFICHLERMNHF = XL F -2k
BEARUTCEEZHEHE LE. VKRS (1983) X 1.3 m/4 S 4 o 447 3 JF T &

bENoTZERELTWDEED, KPR TITNAARS (1983) OHEIZHE > T

%

ITIHEN 1.3 m/DREIZOWTIE, (FYEIRELE. 72, £R-BRBE BT

% EE, AT HEE, FHHATHRES LI OCEHHITHAAEZRE L, & 5I2F

\

B BAT R A B XRAT A A oM E AR E LRD .

2.2.2.4  HCEHEREAT

ZH (PIE, WIKEB L OWE) 28, EE, RAEITHE, FTHSEITEER L OF
BI)BATH A AEICKIETEELFT 57D, SAS (SAS Inst. Inc., Cary, NC) O
GLM 71 v ¥ v & 10T — st Bl & O oo 247 - 7o F 72 Fe/h 7 3% S ¥ E [

D 7% O R E 1L, Tukey & Kramer @ % H b #k 7k (Kramer 1956) 12 X V1T - 7.

2.3 R

XD T — 2 % KICEH L EERER 2212737, 221280 T, A
TERAEO EE HIZIEL2E 0320, ZhEBITEEOENICLD. 20
EE b2y b EEVG OHTIC L - TH S/ BE W& XX

Y =0.720445 +0.022516 S +0.142664G + 0.009914G"* (3)
LY, ¥, RERBRIT O LEWETH-7Z. 22T, YIZTEEK, §
ZHATHE (m/5r), GIEBAITHEMAE (F) Thod. RITHED 2 RHiLHEM
{AMICEBWWTHEEN AN oD EE N L. £z, Uk
IR LIEBRENSHGLONT tEICX T2 HBE TIE, MEFMIZIFEOARE 1T LD

BERETRO NN o T2,
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» Yousef and Dill (1969)

a Yousef et. al. (1972)

x Ribeiro et. al. (1977)

x White and Yousef (1978)

¢ Shibata et. al. (1981)

+ Thomas and Pearson (1986)
o Dailey and Hobbs (1989)

- Lachica et. al. (1997)

& Di Marco and Aello (1998)
o Lachica and Aguilera (2000)

a Ando and Matoba (2006)

Figure 2.2 Ratios of energy expenditure of walking to that of standing calculated

from published reports (The differences in the ratios of EE for same gradients are

caused by the differences in walking speeds).
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AR THEONTL EERHEERXDN —1ISEBIR-10EIC2NTZYNE DN
R LEMEEEZK 23177 .K 23128V T, HMy=xI% Brockway & Boyne
(1980) L2 AJEEOHERXR AL LICHEH L EELEZRL TS . KWFF D EE
HHE»OHEE LAMEIE, BERy=xICH-> THM L. K% O EE L #E
Kb HE M LEEAE2 B EH L L, Brockway & Boyne (1980) (2 X %5 AJEE O #f
EXREZEICHEH LU EEZHILEKE LTk ZEERAOY FIX 0.2316 T
HY, HE1T07524 ThoTo. ZHABHUARBICHEEIE, T 0B LU 1

CHHMICABICR R 2B E TR o T,
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Ratios of energy expenditure of walking to that of
standing obtained from the equation presented by
Brockway and Boyne (1980)

Figure 2.3 Evaluation of the equation estimated in this study by the equation

for sheep presented by Brockway and Boyne (1980)
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HEFEEHICBT O MBFOSITERE ESITHEMAAEOERL MK 2.4 IZFT.

CATHBEIXIEZE®H 2B U T 1.3 m/5~2.6 m/ DN EERTH 30%, (75 % BWwi-8

&

HTEN40% % ED, 1.3 m/a~52 m/a3 B EETK 60%, (TXXERWVWIZHE
TR 75% 2 D TWie. —JF, fF30iE, 18 (6 H) 12 23.15% TH o 7= O MR
Be Ak (10 A ) 1213 29.57% &M M 22 R 67z, BT ERAE I, 915 (6 A)
=5 ENDE SEE TR 4251% 2 5D TWmh, W1k (9 H) B L OBtk (10
H) TiEZEnZh 29.82% B LN 2822% &AL, — 57T, XvAaRBITMH

BMAEOEDLEAENFHZRDL T LITHML .
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FHRINMR S O EE, MAITIHBE, FHSITEE S X O EYHITEB ALK
FTHELZHANTZIEINOMEL2E 2.1ICFT. EEB X O EHHITHEEIZF
fificksT2AEREZTRBROLONT, FHAEABLT-E T2t LRH L2
Eode. — 0, RBTHEIFH 2R 21O THEA L (P<0.05), FHk
ITHERAEIX, 18 (6 H) & (10 H) OB THEREZNBE D LI (P

0.05), ZHiZzRI2ICOo-NTAICRIBERMMNALNT-.
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Table 2.1 Results of least squares analysis of variance for energy expenditure,

walking distance, mean slope gradient and walking speed

June September October

Energy expenditure
(kJ/kgP75-day)
Walking distance

905.97 = 51.42YD 901.21 = 36.36 943.96 = 37.73

4288.86 *=161.81¢ 3801.98 +=114.42> 3393.00 *=118.74°?

(m/day)

Mean slope gradient b b
9.62 = 0.50? 11.00 = 0.35% 11.84 = 0.37

(degree)

M 1ki

can walking speed 15 4 (13 430 = 0.09 4.16 = 0.09

(m/min)

D) Least squares means with standard errors.
a b, ¢ SMeans within a row with different superscripts significantly differ (P<0.05).
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2.4 EBE

Boyne & (1981) X, &Y ¥ % H 7 Brockway & Boyne (1980) & & % /EE
ODHERXITMOBMFEIZITE TEELRN-o LA L TV 5. Taylor 5 (1982)
X, AEERC K ETHREOEELHEMLCEY, 2O R MLoEHYEICY Tk
EORDoLERO I DEEZHNT. —J, Taylor 5 (1982) IR MEICH
WT, AEEICKETHREORE (KED —0.316 F) LATFZKO EE 1T KIFT
REOZER (KEDO—-03033%) T, KAEOHEELE, 0013 L RS2V ER
HELTWD., ARICBWT BE T2/ 2720 CfB Lz Cikize Y
U, BN, Uy, FFIA, YXBLRTEXLEEBOBMENOHER I LT
LB bLLT, RERKERIT O EVIEWHETH o=, ik, EE kD
Bk, S FORBEORBELAEGWNICHZTELILIZEDLEEZD
.

Lachica & Aguilera (2000) (2 X VX, K FEHITHK O AEE (J/kg+ m) 1%, Dailey
& Hobbs (1989) 23 # %5 L 7= Mountain goat (Oreamnos americanus) & Bighorn
sheep (Ovis canadensis) DR EE Db EWVWE I N TWVD. AFEIZEB W TS,
EE WH#H EXNEH27DICHH L7 THE O KB L& /NBHITEE A E I
Dailey & Hobbs (1989) Th o7/ ®, T OMMEMN EE M ERIC K 2 EEZ K
EFLTWAABEMENZE 2 bR, £ Z T, Dailey & Hobbs (1989) o X #kfE %
fruw7o EElHEERXNZ KD, AT o7/ ER, MNIZEITR LT, Dailey &
Hobbs (1989) & XML D EE, T/ NS WVWE E 2 57, —J, Dailey & Hobbs
(1989) O XWkfE AR M T 22 LIck v, EEHEERXDORERE S LA L, &
e B S MENE M 5 7=, Dailey & Hobbs (1989) @ XXk fi i EE k
WHEXEHBLIBICLETHLI EEZ N, LEXDY, K% O EE H#E X
X, KPAFSZRF O EEDRBEM THNIE, AE MWW Tz 8 x 72 EE O H#
Ex RS TLH kNN ERDIENTRBEEINT.
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AKFFRIZBWTH LN EE #fEEXN1T, HEFXoOFtHET2zmEL -
A BRAITHEAAEN — 15 B L N—10 EIZFH W T Brockway & Boyne(1980)
CEDABEO#HERN A KICHB LA EE LB L TCRYREEZRTANTH D
EEZONT (KM23)., 25T, BICHWEEO$ T, HATHEE D 20 m/
Gy THATHR A E N — 10 B O SR X O BT H E 25 80 m/4y TH4T H A A B2
— 15 D&M TIE, AW O EE lbHEE X2 5 % L 72 fE1X Brockway & Boyne

(1980) XD AEE0H#HE X2 LICHEE L7/ EE K X/

P2

FF Al 4 & fEH 17 12 B
S (KM 23). L2LAans, ZabmFEMfick T2 AEE @ EHl % Brockway
& Boyne (1980) H 4T -> THE 6, £/, AW D EE @ X & BT EHEB A )E
WOWTlRM o3+ 5L —72ECEEkDOR/NMNEEZRT DB, 5%, EE I
HEXOREZW ET 57201 AT R A B — 7 B~ — 15 £ £ To EE
EDOT —AERMPMLETHLIZ ER "B EINT. o, KT T DR
DHATHEEZT 52 m/DUTHAK 75% 2 5O Twiz., —J, AWFJE T EE tL#E
KX AERICFI A U 72 SCHRE o 23173 1% 10.02 m/%r 2> 5 90.00 m/% Toh v, WH
DHBATEREIZT NN AEL T, Lo T, 5%, EEH# EX 0 H &H17 &H &
Woayr kL, KVMELRKKEY O EEHE ZIT 5 7202, KEAHITH O EE #l &
DT —FEENPMLETHL IR RBINT.

KR TH L HEE XIS XD HIERE BRSSO EE /K 900~ 950
kl/kg7>« HTH Y, AAMEERE (B &0EXEBLINRSIIZEEME 2009)
ZEICHEM LEHERICLERMAHH = R L X —ZFRE 468 kI/kg®7 - H DK 2 %
TH o7, Osuji (1974) FHRHEOF T, KHEF D EEIEXEFHVEEDO 150~200%
2, ¥ 72, Cafias 5 (2003) ([XFRIARIC 203~248% IC¥MT D L HE L TH Y,
AR OFERITMEO®RME E —H Lz, R THEL 7 EE o545, #4
DIRE % 600 kg & L CH A A& U (B2 0 LIRS KM 2009)
WWESEFHET 2, A FETIREHEFROZODICEYW T I HHEZY 10 kg B JE
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DEEZBRBLEZEIWCRD. ZRICH L, £ < OHITHF% (Hull 5 1957; Wagner
5 1986; Schauer 5 2005; Aharoni & 2009) 23 W THEF O 10 kg B E O &
HERA#HRESNLNTWLILEO, A RICBWVWTLHREARERLETHLI EEZI LN
EF, KR ORBRHMICK T 52 MEHE PO RET, ErLECHITFTATY
Y7y vall LML, MKADEBRKIZHT TEASN AL,
ODHEBEIEREOHBICHE > TETOEHNA LA, 2 BIIC ABELBRK
ROKRBEENITEARONRDoTond, RBHICIIAEMFICLERE RN
fELTWkeEEBxbhnl., —Fh, KFREFAKROFHICK T D%+ EE %
O3 B E & S HEE L 72 Brosh © (2006b) O A E &2, A O R L O ik
DDz, =X L —OR#FERLEZ 05 EREL, HEFOLDDOT XL F—
P FEEZ RO TRBo AT ICHET DL, 15 TIX 701 kl/kg®75 -
H, #WI# CTix 773 kI/kg®75« H TH o 7. REIZ Aharoni 5 (2009) 5%, #E
TIX 668 kJ/kg® 75« A, WA TIL 763 kI/kg?75« AL HELTWDH. WHFOHE
L, KBFZEIZE T D EEEK 13O Toh 7208, KB O EE 2 E 2o
R E LT, RFEORBRHM A Brosh 5 (2006b) 35 L VY Aharoni & (2009)
OB IV M LVWVHEBELZHE ChoTZ R E T oD, AUFE ORI
ki 2 & A TR, B OB MAEL 17 E TH DO L, Brosh 5

(2006b) ¥ KL O Aharoni & (2009) o 3B #ix, A A 6 B K O 8% 6/ © 3
WThHhole., ZOX) BB OHIERMEDEWD, KIFFEITEIT S EE M
WE & ol 2 BLTIVWLEEEZOLND.

Fim, UYOIFNKED EE 22 T Fries & Kriss (1924) (ZREAFED 131%
2, Vercoe (1973) 1 118.7% 2N L 7= & #&E L CTW D . ARUFIE ik A7 3 &
25 1.3 m/oy RWIX T X TP EARE L7, EEICITMTY ERE L 2 FITRE
Kb EENTEY, 2O BRI DO EE HEEMICHBE L - iYL E X
bhle., TOUHLDERICHOWTIX, 4%, BBt oTHzFEMITET LI L
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CE-oTHRFTILERD S .

BBAEDO B H70 OBITHEBITZ 3~6km & S TWwWd (CAH 1986). A
T DOBATHBEITN 3.4~43km Th O, Y LBHEELEZ 2N, £, &
THBXIFH 2K 2IC o THA L. Brosh b (2006a) X, HLKEFH 2K
DO THBEOSITIHBEN A Lz &4 L, 72 Hessle H (2008) % [Al
MICEPSKIC T THREFOBITHEERNEA LR EL TR, APFRED
BRIIINAOOWMEL ~FH LTV, —F, KIFROFEHBHITHEAAE X, F
fizRHICOoN TR 572, Aharoni B (2009) 1%, F 2 b FKIZ i) THEA
DEEHFmMOBENREMLIZEHRELTEBY, RO EIT N L FEOME
M CThoto. Eio, SFRS (2003) 1T, MNKEKEFEIRMICHAETKEL, B
MICEH ~BE L THRAPLPERELITI) LWV IHIITHANY—2HhELTVD. K
MR TCEBIEAEMM TCh o, FHELLICARIFMANEI R DI
ONTHYHHBITHEBMALELIRALCI R B2, LarLlarb, Al o0
ZEHBRMMA AN =2 LD FEMICHET S, THEENT (K5 2005)
BITHOMERNL DL EBZ LN

AW TIE, ThETCHRESNANEEERZOXMEZFHAL, T HETZ2ED
7= EE ko & 2 Y =0.720445 +0.022516 S +0.142664G +0.009914G* % 7= . = @ EE
HEEXN T 6ROAEMEMO XTMME PO INLTWVWDIIZHEALL T, RERK
BRENBOSS EWVWIHIEmWWHETH o7, Lo T, KF%E O EE e, K
FAFSLRE O EE BRI THNIT, AME®WIZ B W TH 2 8 2 T EE O H#FE % 7] 6
LT s X sr R In. ¥, EER#HEERXNOREE M LIk, 4
ITHREODEKRERMHETEBIOSITHEMAEL —TE~—15EETOELRETITEBIT
LZEEMERBRT — Y OEBBPABMLETHDLI EEZ LN,

ARUFZEIZ W THEE S 472 BF1E F3E ik B F @ EE 1% 900~950 kJ/kg®75 - H
BRETH- . MIBSEENBELWH IIM#ME CREEZT BRI, FHOVEFOD
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2 BEREZANLVLEF—ZHEL TV I LB ND LD, BB OKREKEF

WCIEMBEE O/ G 2RI TILENDD Z LRI
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B3FE GPS BXW GIS Z2HWVWEHEEGF OB EKERIZBIT 5 22/
AR - ¢ F0 X VX —HEHEERE L OBERK

3.1 # 8

A, D SN E T, RIS L R I B THIERCE m RS S BN L TR Y,
BEICZBITIRERMEOOESD R oTWS., ZOMEEZMIET HEOOH
M FBEOOESE LT, BEREMICE T IV COMBBEFINLTND.
LorLaens, SEREMOZITIMBEREIHL S, HEBKETH 55 T

HICL s TEDOHAEICEMNAELDZERALATWS . 70, Mt oR
FE R0 R AR T A o Rl BE BT B2 B A & IE 3 (Vallentine 2001) Z &b, T O
KO BERER Ty EBKT 256, BREPFORMBAEBICHKY "AELT S5
RRENBZZ LD . B ATt oMER X OARBRRICHEE L KT L (Cooper
5 2008), &VbiF, HELFOBEMMIL, HEMoRMAl, HEOEALED
BXORLWEE, BROEPICEID TEBIOKROHER LW LBEE 5] &
BT HEERND D LIEMI LTS (AL 2005 Hessle 5 2008). L 7=A
ST, BHEREHMTCOY vORBEHEOICERT 2L, KEFE0TEHE (b
DR ERE - B - R CICEE A AT 2% (Burt1943)) Z4EE T 5 2 &
DM ETHDH (Bailey b 1996; Parsons © 2003; £ K5 2005).

INET, DHrEOHEREMICE T LV OMBITET L0 IT WV S0
wEINLTWD (/s 2004; FH 2006) 28, ZALbiE, BIEMIEMO®E
RMEEFEMICE T 2METH Y, BEREMNTORETOTENICE T 50
TP, TOHRTE 2ETIE, FHZRK DO THAEKEH O K F
OHATHHER A L, BEMNAE TCOBRITRE L oDy, KBBUE o BT HE
BLOSITHAAEPOHE L XLX —HE & (EE) IXFH M L LR
molZ &R L., LLens, H2ETEBEKFOTHBEIHEI LT
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BoP, ERICHEFEOFMAEER S EE LOBBRRIEHICL->-TEDO L I ITE
KT 2002 ENCTLHDIIE, KEK‘oTEBEZHEL, 7TEHE & EE &
DERZMITTLI2LENDDL EEZEXLDND.

TEEOHEICE, THENOHHOFELEKREICH T SERTH D FH S
AERTHIENEETH D LM I N TV D (Anderson 1982; Don & Rennolls
1983; Rl & T 2002). I fmAa#E T 22 & T, TEENZ A M ®E
oEL, FHBREOEWVWICIE D MEEEO EMAHANZ - 2T+ 52 &
XY, MBEEFEOZERMMFA AN - 2B BT 22BN AREERD.

AW OBMIL, GPS & GISZ#HH L T, #EKERICKKINTVWD Vv
OFMHBER CORMMERO EBEL X OFHREZ M L, BB o 22 MR
MRz =iz s52 L, BLOBKTFOZEMPAFIH N2 — & EE & OH

Razfir+22&ThH 5.

3.2 MBB XU FE

3.2.1 B L O R

ABETE TIX, AR A E T o BE R e & & Te #i bk (i A5 3.34 ha, N : 35°
207 14.79” ~35° 197 59.217, E: 135° 11° 54.68” ~135° 12° 05.96”, 1 :
50 m~100 m, FHEMAE 17F) 2R BME Lz (K2.1). BT, %
BRELSAX L IrPELELEZABERMZ S e, Ean K< HFENKD
RHHB LA EOFHM A LR SN TS, oL HEX, =
AL, YVRRAIV, AFTVFIXI, A X TIXFID, TaFIAE
Oy chy, FHHOBEEMREIL, FHIY, AAF, b, BTR /)T
Ky, FRATY, ~EAFIBILIPVA T Tho7z (KHS 2009). 5 H
DR R FEOFEHEICIE, MEBEZHEET RN H 0, KRB O h R
EAKRERH LH. o, RBHMOSNEITEK[KEMTHENLTWD . L5
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20084 4 H 16 AL RA 11 A 7 H £ T MBS LT vz B EFnfEE BE 4
208 (11 sflin: ANBCHE 470 kg, BACHF 483 kg 12 ki A BCHE 586 kg, B4 Hf
582 kg) W, ERF 2 EBITHBREBREE CH, 2056 1 BHITA
B0 2007 I H ARBHM TOMBERBRL TV D, BHE S, Wbk e L
TIHLIEDLLEY lkgpkarzmHfl VY ICrEST O G LE. £, K& I X

FNT7my 7IZHEARERELEZ.

3.2.2 HAEMHE

2B O BRI E L E L GPS B i (Lotek GPS2200 35 & UF 3300; Lotek Wireless
Inc., Newmarket, Canada) % ¥ 3% L, 20084 6 H 18 H»5H 7H 3 0 (#1K),
[FE9H 4~ 6 90 198 (M) BLOHESE10H 23 H2vH 11 H 6 A (#
) o 3 WM, KHAOMEBEEHRZINAGE L. GPSORMHBETHRBEMME%ZE L

TSHITREL L.

323 [T —4

RO 5 C, BBRH XV 5 8 km (A7 9 % & &0 L Hbodsk A& S 8L FT S
THESNTZBEKEDT —2 (K[RITBAHE 2008) M\, £z, EY KX
HERIEHRE v ¥ —EFFEE (2008) [CTRESATVWD HH - AL % F

H L7~

3.2.4 GPS 7 — # I J OV B b 2R A oo n T

WAL GPS 7= B L UORBHHMBEE RO M T LM EICIET GIS 7 U —Y
7 D =7 ® Ilwis3.4 (International Institute for Geo-Information Science and
Earth Observation, Enschede, The Netherlands) % fH\W7-. B L 7= GPS & — ¥
Z GIS ITH Y A B, = O fEE I X OV £ % Universal Transverse Mercator(UTM)

28



JEARE RICEH L. F7-, GIS kTR B E I 0% &K 5B H o Digital
Elevation Model (DEM) Mg # {Epk L, i+ % M\ T GPS TH /S L 72 & WAL &
OEEST— 22 Lz, 60z, B DEM BB Lo/ s wrickiT s
REZ2EHT LI &T, RBR#Mo LHOREL KD .

BamT —2ZMx7cGPS 7T — 2 &% BA (A2 AR H)0RM(A
Mo HE) BLTOKHM (BEPLGEHORW) Ca® L. Zhb D GPS T
—205b, RETFT— 2B I0ABRMA LA LTET 21X, T 2056
Bruv7o. F£ 72 Swain & (2008) oA T, R FOBITEE O LR EZ 36 m/
gL, BT 2HMEBITHENZ DO EIREB X 5 GPS 7T — X X7 — & o
BERAN L. ZICHWESZTHORKB L OKM OREMEIB LT GPS 7 — %

D & F 3.1 12577,
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Table 3.1 Mean durations of daytime and nighttime and mean numbers of global

positioning system (GPS) data used for analyses

Mean duration Mean numbers of GPS data
(hours) Cow 1 Cow 2

7 DTV 14.5 149 -

n

ane NTD 9.5 95 :
September DT 12.5 102 118

P NT 11.5 91 109

DT 10.8 91 107

Octob

ctobet NT 13.2 98 108

) DT: daytime (from sunrise to sunset), NT: nighttime (from sunset to sunrise
following morning)
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325 EEA —xNMEZHWER M2 o HE B X O R R E o m g L F
)& E o B

AL, AFORMMA MO EICEHE LN —RxVEZH W, I —x L
BiE, #BES IO 2Z8REEERH 58, TAOLOREEE %
BLELDETWS ZLICE T, FEMFEEZHEET DI HIETHL. HED —X
ik W TR 3 A o HEE 1X, Mitchell (2006) O B2 S FIZ L TIT o7z,
BEALLTHERARAIOBRHEKMIZHO®E L GPS 7 —#% % T, Seaman
5 (1998) AP L7 ~7U—Y 7 kv =7 KERNELHR (Illinois Natural History
Survey, Ecology Software, USA)IC XV 10m 7V v N OFEMAEKREH T L 72
BohizT — %% lwis3. 4 ICBVIAKZ, 10m 7V v N O F{E#M SR % Ordinary
Kriging J5lIC X o TN L7Z. ZhickY, 10m 7 U v K OSELT-AFEM
BT — 2 W COFMERET —ZIZHEL, RBMICK T 28R 0F A HAm
ZHEE L (K 3.1a). IS bHET 2T78E 1L, & 5H 6 O FEREEN
GENDSR/NOFEM E L TR & (Anderson 1982), HEEI W ICHFEEHEE O F £
NHAEEZEZ IS EHRELLELGS, ~FHHUICLI2EYRHFELRVHEEER Z
LB TED. BT, FHEERIGENLDIHFGEZKS T L LITLY, KER
REOP L E R DR EE O WH %P (Kaufmann 1962) Z#EE T 5 2 &
NAHETod D (Samuel B 1985; By & T 2002). A8 Tk, FAH®E ICE
CrmahEzmirL, A FoZEMMFAA AN - 2BET L2826, FIH
SRE S VI L LT 25% AT BB (R g R ), A g AN o R R oD i e
ELTS0%ATENE 220 25% T8N B & B\ 72 AT B 1B (I 3R 380 ) 3 K OVF A
PR SR W EEHI & LT 95%ATENE D 50% AT ENE & Brv o T B (KR A 9R
k) 2 L (K 3.1b), sUBHIZ 3o W T4 R 98 B ol 4 S 72 s i o

MPBLIOVEHHELREL L.
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Figure 3.1 Image diagram showing utilization distribution (a) and an example of
estimated three levels of intensity utilization area. Black, dark-gray, and light-gray

areas show high, middle, and low intensity utilization areas, respectively.
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326 R FO XL X —HEEOHE
FRBEAOBRMEKMIZHE LR GPS T — X ZHWT, WA HB O 2 KT
BUL2HEMBIUOESZ2Z UIMEEB X OESGT — 40 b 20 EnHEEL,
ENOEMNL3IRTETOHITHEES KOS ITTHAAE L ZLEAEEH L. £ 72,
AT E X BAT IR 2 WAL R TR L Tk . BITHEEO FRIT, K
5 (1983) OMEICH > T, 1.3m/Fé L, TNEVENT —XIFT(TFL ERKEL
fo. BATHERS L OSITEMAEOT — & B8 2 3 CfER L7z EE g X
FHWTEERZRDZ., 510, RO EEHICHARGHRIERE (BE - A HE
EHAM RS IEEE 2000) 2 RICHEH LB ERRES 20 o MR R H = %

N —HEREZF U TCEEXHEEB L -.

3.2.7 % EHR AT

AR TWMAELEYME D GPS T — XL, GPSEWO REAIZL Y, #EH4F 1
BHADHThole. 22T, THBORMTELT2ESOT —FNE 55724
KBtk 7T —2 2wy, RSO ROBE ZIT o MR, & F R E RS
TR ABRESOEMBICBW THAFODEBAFE CTCH-o 2D, FTRROHN
BaotridgtZ iz T 2.

SR HBEBOBMB X O EHREICKT L T, BRI, FH B LOKENER
FRIFTHBZONWT, LU TFTOH%ET LIZTL Y, SAS (SAS Inst. Inc., Cary, NC)
DGLM 7 r Yy Yy xHWT WMo ziT > 7.

Yijk=p+Si+T;+(ST)ij+aR:jk+eijk (1)

CIZT, Yy BERBRHIOBRMBIOKMICE T 2X5FAMBRERO B 5 W
TFEHRE, p 2FH, S FEOHR, T BEOK, (ST) ;0 FH&
BEMNDORZHEH, Rj: MINEOIXEEDNR, o BMNEOREIRHEE, e
METHD. Eioh/h ZRFLMEM OO M EIL, Tukey & Kramer O % & Lk
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# (Kramer 1956) 12 X VT - 7=.
CAFHBEROEmE H D WITEHEE L EE & O OB 5T & SAS

(SAS Inst. Inc., Cary, NC) ® CORR 7 ua v v ¥ & H\»TIir - 7/=.

33 MRBIUEE

Seaman H (1999) &, HE W —F ViEEZHWTHH S M OHEE 21T 2 HE I
X, 507 — 42U EEHWAZ 2O TWND. R TIE, BHHMAD HEET
zEME L, £, ARNPLEAOAMNE TEZRMELELD, BEMAB LV

i CHHAIMOHEEICHND T —FRBRR ST, WTOFEOEK
BWTHHMASMOREEIC 50 T — 2 U EEH Wiz, & F MM ER O @
BBEBLOEHMNEICH T I2EAKMBLOFHMBEOLRKRITIAARETHLL EEZXZ LN
7o (& 3.1).

HEHOBRICE T 2R MMERO @R & FHRE, B XL EE O YK
FXR32EFRT LBV THD., FSMHABEHOEAIC O W TIE, BHO G DK
MICHNTIEWEHMICH -7, —F, FHPREIZHO WTIE, KHEOHNEMIC
xTHThY, £, FHERDIICONLTRALLRDIZMEMAR 67, EEICD
WL, MIMB L OBRKICE T, BRICH~, &K OG5 BEH»-> 7. Linnane
5 (2001) X, FHZHEDICHON T, BT OKMIZI T D E &K 8N
LHZEEWMELTVD., AMEICEBVWTbHLREIE T T ERET DL, KRHIC
DA CORBRFEHNBEM L Z LXK EB L OBRKIZE T 52 KM D EE »
o tEBRELTEZONEZ., £, AFE TH A L EE W#E X, 7
SNEBATH LML T EE#EM AW KM TSN H D EH 2 ETHIE
FLTHEBY, 202t FTEEMO EEREL»>LEFRKHOVDESELTEZDL

.

34



Table 3.2 Mean sizes and average slope gradients (ASG) of each intensity utilization

area, and mean energy expenditure (EE)

HIAD MIAD LIAD
Size ASG Size ASG Size ASG
(m?) (degree) (m?) (degree) (m?) (degree)

EE
(kJ/kg®7%)

DT® 260.2 13.46 1143.9 14.71 11992.0 15.07 500.42

June?
NT® 137.8 21.67 594.4 20.15 6046.7 20.29 420.69
DT 249.7 19.65 997.0 18.75 9920.5 17.18 413.87
September
NT 165.0 25.77 632.9 24.64 6092.4 20.00 485.89
DT 349.9 19.79 1235.4 18.38 10983.0 17.77 398.88
October

NT 71.9 30.00 423.8 29.60 5077.7 22.54 534.50

) HIA: high intensity utilization area, MIA: middle intensity utilization area, LIA:
low intensity utilization area

2) Each size, ASG, and EE in June were calculated using data of Cowl.

3 DT: daytime (from sunrise to sunset), NT: nighttime (from sunset to sunrise
following morning)
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FRHBESR OB KO EHREIC, BEN, FHBLOBENELS LITT
WEEHRSNE OO OB REE R 33 ICART . TN T o R E KO g
W, MfERFELICFEGMEIRD RN, —F, RS 1 o &R H®
EHRB I OHFAHBER O EHME L, FHERDIICON TRBEANIC 2 D M
PROONTZ. Fio, RAABREHROFEHYREICENTH, AFECTIERN-
LoD, FEEiEFLIICONTABEMICRLIEmA R o, R4 208 R
EMEOT —F BN RITFTWDH, WK EBRKIC T CRAaMEAa L 25 @M R
bihl., B2EICEBWT, BUMTFOFLHBITEMAEL, FHERDIIZONT
B eZRLER, ARRIF2EOKRZ IR T2 TH - 2.
S 5T, ATHF% (Roath & Krueger 1982; Hall 1988; Howery & 1996) 23 W
T, BBHMEAEDICON T, BAE oK S S @A oS M2 F AT
DX oz nHRESNTEY, AMMEORRIZIINALDOHRE L —HL
7.

ML 0T X CoORMHMBERIZEWT, KEIZHXTEMOG 2 mE A
< (P<0.01), £/, FHHMEIESLHLTH -7 (P<0.01). Lo 7T, il
FEEMICHERTREMICEEM O RICIE< oA L, REITBEMICEXTRME
ROHMBICHE > TWVWDH I ERTMBINT. ERADL (2005) 1%, ARWNBEHEFD
TEIEOHEEZITY, BEMOTHEEEO SR KMOTHEEE LY bIAW Z
EEHELTWS. £, SFRS (2003) 13, MANKRES T, BMITEE A~
BLTHMASLRAEZITY, KMEEEOKRELEHICIZFIEL EE-oTWVEE WD
TR —r2RELTEY, AFROMETAbOHmE L —HL T

BN B o 2 Rk, HEEA 1 T R R R Sk & AR R R R B kT, kR 2 T
T _XTOFPAREMTHE TH Y, BFEWEOEIMIZHE-> TH AR E KR <
D Enar ST (4 1 P<0.05; fEE4 2: P<0.01). B OZHEIZOW
THRATHIZE CiE, BN, MBWFOEETmE S, SITHEME Kk X OM
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BAREI 230 U AP SLRe NI+ 2 2 A ME SN TV D (KB & HYF 1965;
Gonyou & Stricklin 1984; “F/E 5 2003). L2 L7AR 5, AW T, &5 H®
Eiik K OEF HRER O @REICE T, BREOHEMICEWEBENL LS 22 -
Telew, ik FOEEBBER &R o AN E 2 5 /e, Rutter (1968) (2
L&, BRNIZTZOBWNZORELZMRL, BT OEHLERICT LN TE
D, ZOZLERAMIETHENEOHMIIHEVWEMBP AL RoHZ ROV L DL
ZEzxbil.

AW TIE, BRMNEFHOZLEAFEMRIZ, A4 1 I EAHRERE IO
HRHBEROmRBIZBWTABEELIRD N (£ 3.3), T f27TCEA
BEAKBEIZEWECTH > 72 (@F HBEE:P=0.07; 5 F M58 EH: P=0.06). =
NOEORENSL, BKITE T 28 MO &M MR E R I O F) A o8 8o g
FMOFH IV LAV ERWA LN E o, LT LR (2005) 1%, kKigk
FTOHMEROBEL LOCEOKE FTIZEY, HEFEIBEHETICEOB X2 TH
BARAHMECTOEOENWSLETVEIKEZHEMEE, T ETOBI NS ML
MOBRBITHICET T L LHEML VD, WA CTIEIRRITEH 21T o - HiKk O
FIHBEIBHSH M LY G<HEEIND EEXON, £, WAES TIET &R H A
EoOBBNILS D EEZDbDNE. LEB-> T, KRERICE T, BB
Ml omMABRER SLXOPRHBEROGEAMOFEH LY &IEH» o EE
DOEDELT, BILEEHE (2005) OREMERBEOREBITHOLE FENE X /-

ZEenEFEZLBNT.
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Table 3.3 Results of least squares analysis of variance for size and average slope

gradients (ASG) of each intensity utilization area estimated from the GPS data by

daytime or nighttime of each experimental day

Size (m?) AGS (degree)
Cowl Cow?2 Cowl Cow?2

HIAD

Season

June 197.2 £ 38.9% - 17.41 £ 1.544 -

September 247.3 £+ 38.3 159.1 £ 27.3 22.40 £ 1.368% 23.05+ 1.53

October 261.9 £ 40.1 170.8 + 28.4 24.75 £ 1.62B 25,46 £+ 1.91
Time

DT? 308.8 £ 31.9> 257.1 + 27.8° 17.64 £ 1.15* 19.48 £ 1.53®

NT?) 162.1 £ 32.0% 72.8 £ 27.82 2540+ 1.31° 29.03 + 1.91Y
SeasonxTime P<0.05 N.S. N.S. N.S.
Precipitation N.S. 4 P<0.01 N.S. N.S.
MIAD

Season

June 834.8 =+ 82.9 - 17.42 £ 1.23% -

September 911.8 £ 81.7 708.2 + 64.1 21.00 + 1.202*22.28 £ 0.95

October 978.1 + 85.5 728.6 £ 66.5 24.51 £ 1.25% 23.59 £ 1.01
Time

DT 1175.6 £ 68.0> 993.8 £ 65.2° 17.56 £ 0.99* 18.04 = 0.97%

NT 640.9 £ 68.1* 443.0 £ 65.3* 24.40 + 1.01® 27.84 £ 0.99"
SeasonxTime P<0.05 N.S. N.S. N.S.
Precipitation P<0.05 P<0.05 N.S. N.S.
LIAD

Season

June 8791.6 + 554.7 17.66 + 0.88 -

September 8569.6 £+ 546.8 7322.3 £ 526.3 18.72 + 0.87 18.44 £ 0.69

October 8562.5 £ 572.1 7874.1 £ 546.5 20.40+ 0.91 19.95+ 0.72
Time

DT 11361.8 + 455.3Y 9532.2 + 534.2% 16.85 + 0.73* 17.81 + 0.70?

NT 5920.6 + 455.7* 5664.2 + 534.6* 21.01 + 0.73° 21.21 + 0.70°
SeasonxTime N.S. N.S. N.S. N.S.
Precipitation P<0.05 P<0.01 N.S. N.S.

) HIA: high intensity utilization area, MIA: middle intensity utilization area, LIA:
low intensity utilization area
2) DT: daytime (from sunrise to sunset), NT: nighttime (from sunset to sunrise
following morning)
3) Least squares means with standard errors
) N.S.: not significant

A,B,a,b.

LSMeans

within a column

in each effect with different
significantly differ (#-B: P<0.05, #’: P<0.01).
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FEMICBTAAFHMERO B E EE L oM OMEKREE R 3.412, F
T, ZFHAMEROFHREL EBE LOMOMBEREKEE 3.5 07T, REBE
35O T, R4 2 o KEKMICH T 2 &EMARERICE W TE WA D
EfEERSE LN (1=—0.76) A, ZOZLENHMITHWET —2H8NB 6 7 —
g oot BEbis.

KA HRES O mfE & EE L OMICIE, 7 XTOFHICE W CHBEBERIESA
HTE 2ol (£3.4). ZORKE LT, EEDOBIMICEEL KT T H17 I HE
DRF AmEROmHEICKBRSES I WI EREZ L. —F, KA HmE
BWoONHRE L EE L oMIZIE, BKOKM AR W T, FEZ2IE®DHB R
bodo (F3.5). Tk, KA ®EST, &FH®RE S X o H R i R E
ik, RFPOBHAHOITEHNIHBZITITbObA TSI LITEDEEZADN
7.

MEOBRBICENT, WTFhLoORMBABESR THFYREL EE & ORIZED
SR AH B BI AR N ER D D2 A, FIAKE K OB o0 B o @& R R FE kR K oY
FIARER TIX, 20 X5 RMEMKEIRD LR o7z (£3.5). 20K
RAERIT, WEOBBICK T D &R HRERO LR E T, FA R E S K 2
HizohTRaICARY (£3.2), ‘BN KMZ FZICHAL, =2
SILHOMEE L Vo AN AR E T ESZE CHABEEE LTS L
WO BB AR - ER LI EBSZONTE. —F, PIKE L OBKO
BB T 2EFAMREROVFHRE T, FMABENES 22220 TR
s Em A RO (£3.2), fRAFIAEMAMEEZ T CHAL, 2200
EARAMIEE CT2Z & CHABEBREZIRT 2LV HIE L ITHOZEBAFAE X
—rERLEEEZLOND. 205G, AAEKZIET 220720 T
WHEITTHY, HE2ETHEMLE LT, TOHEITOLMNED HITICH N EE R
K<, Zhwx EEOHMICEEEZRIETIRholc bR ND.
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FIE ORI I TR 58 E O R E L EE & ORI IE O W FF B B

P2

ErRD o (35, AFEIMECEBNTHKELIOBRK I HIEHM O
A AEFHEFR R E LTRHAHLTWRE (F1E: 14 KHP 4K, 1K 14 &KH
L&, B 13 & 1 &), 2ok, MEOKBIZE T D FEHEICE»E
Fh, FHREL EE LOMICEOBWHBARBEIRD O EE X bR
— 0, OB L OB O KR IZEB W TIE, FHRE L EE & oM o FEEBEFEN
BObLNRL Y, WL EELOMOMBEMEERREOLNLD L IITR o7z (K
34 BXUE 3.5). Zhnid, R IIERBOBREM M ZRHE PR E L THH
L2a< ey, Wo 2 @lAMEZ FICHHAL Tl tREIn. koK
Mok W TIE, FFHMREROmEME L EE L OMITZ EOMHBEMEMKETH -7 (X
3.4) A, Zaid, SRR RBR IS AEAE S D 1L oo 1l TE AT T o0 B B B & =
CHAHLTWELD, FHREOER DA<, EEDOBBICFEHRE TIERL
HEAEBELE-ZZ L EEZLONE. — 0, PIKOKE TIX, & F|HMHE
BomME BE LOMIZAOHBEBEEKETH -7 (R 3.4). Zhik, #¥IKO KM
W T, AR HERHE L TIitoRERAFHAL, £Z22rb XA
EA IR E T Lo C/ARBTHMALEZEGA L, FIHEFRIEO LM O P RELE» S
BRI E T T TESFBLESLGE &R B ICX - T 2802
B—rEaRL, BEICKES, BiFHEO EEDOFREN-Z LI Ld RSN

7= .
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Table 3.4 Correlation coefficients between energy expenditure and size of each

intensity utilization area

HIAD MIAD LIAD
) T 0.27 0.26 0.24
June
NT?) 0.49 0.45 0,98
DT -0.31 -0.29 0.01
Sentember?) (-0.45 ,-0.11 ) (-0.32 ,-0.26 ) (0.13 ,-0.20 )
p NT -0.64** -0.50** -0.33
(-0.69**, -0.01 ) (-0.57°, 0.17 )  (-0.36 , -0.34 )
DT 0.45° 0.36 -0.06
October?) (0.25 , 0.72%) (0.12 , 0.70")  (-0.37 , 0.31 )
NT 0.59*" 0.60"" 0.36
(0.71**, 0.59%) (0.64°, 0.60° ) (0.48 , 0.28 )

) HIA: high intensity utilization area, MIA: middle intensity utilization area, LIA:
low intensity utilization area

2) DT: daytime (from sunrise to sunset), NT: nighttime (from sunset to sunrise
following morning)

3) Correlation coefficients in June were calculated using data of Cowl and those in
September and October were calculated using data of both Cowl and Cow?2.

4) Values in parentheses show correlation coefficients calculated using data of Cowl
(left) or Cow2 (right).

" P<0.05, **: P<0.01
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Table 3.5 Correlation coefficients between energy expenditure and average slope

gradients (ASG) of each intensity utilization area

HIAD MIAD LIAD
) DT 0.83° 0.83° 0.64"
June
NT? 0.77" 0.83"" 0.89"*
o1 0.34 0.36 0.48"°
September?) (032 , 038 )»  (0.47 , 0.18 ) (0.45 , 0.55")
P NT 0.14 0.30 0.51"
(0.17 ,-0.09 ) (0.50 ,-0.39 ) (0.63", 0.42 )
o1 0.26 0.41° 0.75"
October?) (0.41 , 0.11 ) (038 , 0.48 ) (0.83", 0.65")
NT -0.14 -0.14 -0.03
(0.22 ,-0.76 ) (-0.20 ,-0.07 ) (-0.19 , 0.12 )

) HIA: high intensity utilization area, MIA: middle intensity utilization area, LIA:
low intensity utilization area

2) DT: daytime (from sunrise to sunset), NT: nighttime (from sunset to sunrise
following morning)

3) Correlation coefficients in June were calculated using data of Cowl and those in
September and October were calculated using data of both Cowl and Cow?2.

4) Values in parentheses show correlation coefficients calculated using data of Cowl
(left) or Cow2 (right).

" P<0.05, **: P<0.01
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B A4E HBEoR M E B3R o B R

4.1 &

VYU FEORRICHAB LR AGA L BREAOMBEREN D D . £ OMBLER O K
WOWTHZENICKR s RGP REINTEY, ZOoRGE L TRENRDL D
W2, WREEET I LTI Va0 od, AETICEERKE L TREBIE

WK LIRELSEDZ EVWIF, AE~DO 7 F 0o, KRIBRFHE & W

ry

BIORMERZSET 5L WO HNH D (Caro2016). 21 5 OFEH O H T,
WMmEBER 22T LW MBPIOTFEOHNETHE SN T WD, Caro H (2014)
T, D D5 WITHEMBEO LN THRRICHEBERDS S 2 E8WEE O RO LR 5mHR,
WiERTHL2T 7OEEMEBEEL TS Z EZ2HEL TS, £/, Egri
5 (2012a) X, FPL ARk, WK, KRG WVWIIATYRTH-> THRITHEKR
<, MmMBHRIFIREPABRAOMBEKL THLI bDOITMHE LIS WE NS Z &%
EBRMIZ R L. E5IT, Caro b (2019) 1E, v~ IR, BEaddWITH
BEOREREEE T, TRNENOERECHELET 70oH 2k LizE A,
BEEP R bR holctmELTWD., —J, EdRLEERmERZ SRS 5L
WO RE A DR E, 2 E TOE T AFEIE S LTV W (Hayward & Kerley
2005; Larison & 2015; Caro 2016; Hogan & 2016; Melin & 2016; Horvath &
2018) .

H& o A (Horvath b 2010), ##BEA (Egri b 2012a; Blaho & 2013) B &
O BE R BLER (Blaho B 2012) (& Wi B B AFAE LI <K W ESEBITHIZE THE S
TWD . MR O OMENK 5em X0 MWEGS, BEABER T4 o EE NN
100ecm EV /NS WNHEAICENT, IRMWICBMBEOMNELBE S LN TE
L0, ITNLHLEFREAACOHREAID EBRMEBR AL FEMATIT W &N
RS TUWD (Egri ® 2012a; Blaho & 2012).
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Wil R R ixFEICE > TERTHY (Lysyk 1995; Schofield & Torr 2002;
Mullens & 2006), V¥ OTEICHEZ LITL, REMLBEREZ TR T L &
N TW% (Byford & 1992; Campbell 5 2001; Taylor & 2012). Wi BB A w7 >
WHERDLZEICLY, BESKETHNEA L, b IcRimE B2+ 255
BEATE) (e.g., IRV, HIRYV, WA, REORBBIVREIRY) X, U »
— BTSN DITE N NS S5 (Mullens & 2006; Taylor & 2012). Z O 478}
WED, DVFEFARAXADMNLRAEZZT, £, WimBERICH SR WIS I

-

T EMLOTTEHENRS TV 22X RFBrAad BN, DX

(Y

CRIMBESRR Y v OTEBHICEBEERE T LICL T, BEFTEHEAEKOKT,
A THAEEROBMDICHORNZD, BEWMRBELRLEZM (Campbell 5 2001;
Mullens & 2006; Taylor & 2012).

Ubkns, vovohkRzaBRAEOMERICTLIZEICEY, VTN ETD
WM BB OB, VBT oRMERSBITE ORI K LD & W5 KGN
Ezohd. ZORBBEIHEINLNIET, FEOERKRZMERIZT D5 HEZ, F
BAEICBOTERAZH WS, BREIECLI LY, EFEMNTHLOH LW KM E
MXEERVEDL., ZZTAMAETIE, VYXoRRE T~ U RO MEEICE
EL, VVOERRICHET LRI R B X Ol R b ok T8 R O RE T
WEBZHETLZLEZAME L. AR, EFESOMDRY, EEXKo@HY
Wy~ U SHOMBERER L, TOMREZMIET IV TOMETH DL LE X

55 .

4.2 MEB X O HE

RAFFENL, B REREGRREG B W ER % FE M E LS\ CFEM LK
AT 29-1).

ABFREZ, BEHERAFTOEMRBRERSHREGICE VT, 2017 4 8 H 7
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59 A B IU2018 4 10 AICFE N L7z, AR IO KIRIL, 2017 F 1
BT 10 B2 6 12 B 28 30.4+1.7 °C, 13 B2 6 15 B8 31.1+£1.8 °C, 2018
BV T 10N S 12 F2 20.1£2.2°CHB X 13 B2 S 15 B2 20.4+1.4
‘CThole., HRAPFITITREBEMMEREMLIIRS 6 50 (FHIKHE:481.3146.9 kg)
FAWE., ERAEATEFMRBERSHKBSG N O RN 1 ha © il (35716 N,
137°07°E) IC# BB TEHY (2017F L 2018 F L i 4 A EAI2rs 11 A
THET), KRXBRFEM OFTELLAT S [ A To BBz R L TWwD . s
Mdix, e 10 icmBhfeEtE LT 1H 1EHAEZY 05 kg DBREFRE 265
L., 72, K&IxoanviZamEREL L.
REMEIERERNREALIVWTIEREACOTNCHAZH R TND LD, HA
DARMETZ vy I —IZ XV ARAOMRBERKRICLZX (B&W), BADOKMET v I —
kY B&W LR OMBEIC LK (B) BEORER E L T b &R 2% -
TWZRWK (CONT) @ 3R ZHRBRKX & L TRELE (K 4.1). 4 0k E
i, RO AKMET v —(HTF—RA TS L —_"—T v 7. HRXA v MRS,

W) ZHWTHERBRAIOFICH L. £/, MoOEIZScm LN E R 5 L9

T U= R faii Ak 2 i Lz, AKMET > —I13EHHE (3 BRE) TH
Baxrsd, R t2zEH0H THOoRBRKICEET 2 2R TH -2, il

TR 2 T OIS ELRRRIZ 1IEHOZY SHPBRETH 7.
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Figure 4.1 Examples of experimental cows with/without painted stripes. (a)Black -
and-white striped cattle (B&W) with white lacquer, (b) Black-striped cattle (B) with

black lacquer, (c¢) No stripe cattle (CONT).
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ARBFFEIE, 3X3 DT 7 HREICR Y EE L7z, RBREREHIX 2017 £ & 2018
ETHEREL, 6 HOMEK SO OB 3 BHAE 2017 FORERIZ, ToOMD 3 HAE
2018 FFORBRICHA L. AUEKPWMEL IS Z T oo,
3X3D T T rEETIE, 1R ABRSMA3HMEL, 65 9 BMERL FE L
(EETHF ISAM).3HOMRAF2ELT L2 L SRR ICEE L,
1 RBHEPICHABRBRXOZET LT 2 &<, 3 ABHAMTHERX L2 TO
RBXKICEES LD I L. fABRBOFRI L FHO 20H, K FOTH
BLE AT o T2

FRBACENT, iAo BERICHBIINL TV LHRE 3HEEZ LT
n— 7 THHic&EWE., 2o, EfPETZ2EHICH T T2 X5+ nR
— 7ok AL ERFOWLSIEFRITT o F oL L lfz2 B2,
B&W & B oftific e Ttk zim L, €0k, ikt oduIic®kFEd
HARMET v —DR WA T o® 30 SBRERE L T2 LA OBLEEAT
oo RO W B R Sk T B) O 8l %213, Eicher b (2001) @ iEIZHE W,
1 ZHBCTCEOBRMITo TSI REITHZzLRET L2 ATy 7Y 7 8L
BIREEHIT 30 oM & Lz, AITHB R L OREKEITIABRIHZEBEL T 1 AD
BlEFITEIVAIT Y, e L2WimE R SR TE X, EiRY, TR, HWE R,
KEORBKBS LI RRIRY O SI78hE L. TEIBE2KA-%, TTkRoT V¥
71 A Z (PENTAX Optio RZ10) IC X v ‘o A2 RkE L, KL E
FOMEICHrE LR mBEREEZD Y ML (K4.2). BEOMBIEIT 14M

v 7 L (4288 x 3216 BV & /L) &L LTz
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Figure 4.2 Example of the area of legs and body used to count biting flies on cows.
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S, ABpMicHFET IR MEROFEZEEST 2720, ZY CTER OB
HRBoNET 7 A2AF v 78O EFBR (40 cmX40 cm) (T-trap; TSET # X & 1,
BRI A M RICERE LE L.

#t F fi# #7 1X Kaps & Lamberson (2009) (ZfEVy, SAS (SAS Inst. Inc., Cary,
NC) @ MIXED 7 r v Y ¥ Z#H\WT, RABEX (B&W, B B L CONT) # ¥
IR, 77 K (2017 B LN 2018) BEOR T T U HKOBEIE Y &L THER
WM EBEAEZEEDRE L T AT o7, BEDREDO L ELEKIL, Tukey 1k
W ERART, MERME R L LTHE, ARSI TCZALLDE
B, = TE)E L CEHEIRY, HIRY, WA, REORE, BRYOZILZ

NoTEhHBs IO siTaEhoAad & LT

4.3 fER

R~ fFE R M B R KO B bk 17 8 5] B0 R RS X T A
AN REK 43 B LOEK 4112737, B&W KO & KB IC & L 72
Wi BB H B IO oW B BAAEEIT, CONTKE LU B KT
KCEE A L (B&W VS CONT: P <0.0001; B&W VS B: P <0.001). — J7,
CONT XB X O BROfMAERMEBEABICABERETRD LR -2
AT 30 pOAFT Y T THRELE SEOSRITE (IR
D, HIRY, MEKA, EEOEBRBSLOREREY) O A H I, B&W X T 39.8
[FT& YV, CONT XD 530 B LN BXD 544 EEDK 20% K WHETH -2
(B&W VS CONT: P <0.0001; B&W VS B: P <0.001). B&W [X 0 5 i 17 B) [[] %k 23
WA LIZERLE LT, BEW ROMNEFERMEB LB RN Lol &N EZ BN
L.k, HIRY, BRY, WEAB L OREY ORIV TiX, B&W X0
CONT KB LU BRIV DA hoic (P<0.05) OITxt L, KEOIRDFE K
T B&EW X DA CONT KB LU BR LY b Lol (P<0.05).
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Figure 4.3 Number of biting flies on legs and body (a) and the frequency of total
fly-repelling behaviors (b) of the experimental cows

2 CONT: no stripe cattle, B&W: black-and-white striped cattle with white lacquer,
which indicates “striped-cattle” indicates “striped-horse (zebra)” in Japanese, B:
black-striped cattle with black lacquer.

b Biting flies trapped by the sticky plastic boards were mainly stable flies (Stomoxys
calcitrans), a few horn flies (Haematobia irritans), and horse flies (Tabanus
sapporoensis). These flies are popular in Japan (Hayashi et al. 1967; Okumura 1977;
Manda et al. 1982; Kondo et al. 1993). The relative abundance of these biting flies
were Stomoxys calcitrans (77.9%), Haematobia irritans (21.5%), and Tabanus
sapporoensis (0.5%).

¢ Head throws, ear beats, leg stamps, skin twitches and tail flicks.
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Table 4.1 Numbers of biting flies on the experimental cows and the frequencies of

fly-repelling behaviors

Treatment? Probabilities
CONT VS CONT VS B&W VS
CONT B&W B s.e. B&W B B
Numbers of biting flies
(heads)®
On legs® 86.7 40.2 73.1 11.1 <0.0001 0.12 <0.0001
On body* 42.1 15.3 38.6 8.0 <0.0001 0.82 <0.001
Frequencies of fly-
repelling behaviors
(times/30 min.)
Head throws 2.53 0.89 2.14 0.72 <0.001 0.63 <0.05
Ear beats 13.2 9.0 14.1 1.6 <0.0001 0.66 <0.0001
Leg stamps 7.9 5.1 8.3 1.3 <0.001 0.83 <0.0001
Skin twitches 2.36 3.58 2.44 1.22 <0.05 0.98 <0.05
Tail flicks 27.0 21.2 27.4 1.0 <0.0001 0.92 <0.0001

3 CONT: no stripe cattle, B&W: black-and-white striped cattle with white lacquer,
which indicates “striped-cattle” indicates “striped-horse (zebra)” in Japanese, B:
black-striped cattle with black lacquer.

b Biting flies trapped by the sticky plastic boards were mainly stable flies (Stomoxys
calcitrans), a few horn flies (Haematobia irritans), and horse flies (Tabanus
sapporoensis). These flies are popular in Japan (Hayashi et al. 1967; Okumura 1977;
Manda et al. 1982; Kondo et al. 1993). The relative abundance of these biting flies
were Stomoxys calcitrans (77.9%), Haematobia irritans (21.5%), and Tabanus
sapporoensis (0.5%).

¢ See Figure 4.2 in Text.
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4.4 B
EHHRWICRDLER IV ORAL2EFLRTHY, TAIVDEREICE T D%
MmERICHKRST D2 EBEFAAEAES~OHEFLFHEIL22M 1100 5 FLIZDIFE D LI
TW2% (Taylor b 2012). Z O X I REFEWRBRELARARMRY KRBT 272D
W2, VYOEEBRG CEIERAEZMLEMT 2008 K89 TodH 5 (Oyarzin 5 2008).
LorLZaRns, ZThETRBIE, iAol HRRE %, £ 304
TEZOFBAH ~OEPIEZ RS L CTX T b (Palumbi 2001). Hogsette & (1991)
X, WmBE RO ) o NP EHH THEBEORBAOBWPA L/ L ERL
THEY, 20, /I NZOgBdRTe 7T LICERAAND DA ¥ —4
TOMMAEHRE L2 MBS T AV DEREOFICIIHFMAET H. KPR TIE,
HEREAOMBERLZ Y VI T Z LI T, VO ERKRITHFET LWl R Rk
BIXOKREORBUSN O S BATEIRI KA ED L2 & %" L7z, Mullens 5
(2006) 1%, VoW mMEBRSEITEHZKRO 2HBEIZHHETET L LEML T
L. —HEBEBEORBESLCREIEY o @B EOAMNMPIK S HEHEICIT O BT H
ThHY, MmFEFEHE)SHEAE o mBEOARMBECHELEITORVWE
HITEI TH D, LB T, WEBRIZEDZ2AMPEBEHND2WVWEGEAEIZIE, v
VIFEMEAMOBKR VR ORKEITOMMICH L. AR TIE, ARAOMKE
HEaT ZLIckos T, BRWRKOU VIZHT 2HMERDOARMPKL, 0
R, CONTREBIUOBX I bHBICKBORBEEZITom RSN, KT
OREND, FHEOKRRICABRAOMBEK Z i+ HiEX, ZRAICKRD DH
el R BB ERDABENLY, £, BhFHALZEH LRV &0 BER
BB IOAMOEEIZOG AR R TIEELRDIAREEDN R I L.
BRERAWCTEHMERET L FIEIL, —EOHMENBENTZSG T LEMER
T LD~ — I —L LT, BEBYLEEOMAEL L WWITEHRA THO LA TE 2
(Hooven 1978; Silvy © 2005). BHE I~ —DV—0O FiEE L TLMMNHoHE 5 I
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BE~—Fr 7 TCELHE, TE=v AT T 2T OBRPL B ELWFE
EENTWVWD (Cajab 2004). LxL72annn, ¥~ @8 5B » S En
ATELTCLEI LD, BHMHO~— I —FETHD & —HKBITEZOLNT
W% (Hooven 1978; Silvy & 2005). AW Tid, AR OfMmBK L BEL -0,
ZOMERETRHHEMER T 223 TCERVWERESND I END, SEBRY
THE R ZEI220ICF, P2 e bRMBERPBET LY (3~40H) O
M, BRAOMBEREZMER T OI0RMNR ST ELL5BBRERTILELRND D & E R
bR 5.

Wi B Bk, g Emo By, B, B, KHBE, A, Ko RL
BLOKRICE > T#HSl &M 5 (Thorsteinson 1958; Wilson & 1966; Thompson
1969; Roberts 1977; Allan 5 1987; Hribar & 1992; Moore & 1996; Gibson & Torr
1999; Sasaki 2001; Mullens 5 2006; Horvath & 2010; Blaho & 2012; Egri &
2012a; Egri & 2012b; Blahé & 2013; Horvath & 2017). Wi B B2 A R0/
BERRICAT A LIZ< W E WS BFSE &L RO/ R, BITHEICEBN TS HE S
NTW% (Egri & 2012a; Waage 1981; Brady & Shereni 1988; Gibson 1992). #i
Z ¥, Waage (1981) X, MHEEOET L ZHWT, RHE*xHECORMERE, B
BREIVCAGOIHEAEEKR L CTRLEROMNERRZFE LA, ZDOE
TABREBNTWVWDE N, BEINLTHLI2NICELLT, BRAORBBEES KL M
HLholE#E L TWD. Brady & Shereni (1988) N FEBR=EN TIT - 7= Bf
FTIE,MOBMEBEEOHMICHE > TRMEROMFENWMD LIz L E2RLIE.
Gibson (1992) X, KEAEREHLI2WVWIETAMG A XY bEE T MO ARG ODH
BRIz B B ix & LIt <, 512 5 cm @O B A ORRBE %2 KT M
T e RO MEBRNPMGE LR N> Z & & /R L7, Egri b (2012a) b [A 4k
DREBREZRELTEBY, MEERIMIPVERLV 7 ITRMELICLS WD L 2R
L7. £7, Blaho 5 (2013) 1%, v~HoOETFTALEZMHL T, TOoXREE* AR
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BORMERN, R —aBL0AGA @At LEBAOT 7O EKEEZLB L L
A, T7EFSNTDLH BMILREBLIOCT VE=T E2ETAOFMBITHHE LT
bHBRAOMBEKIIT 7R E Lol bR EL TS, & 51T Caro b
(2019) &, ATV 2B CHBAOREMKE, R GBL0AGB—AD 3
HoEREZEY, 770MEREZHELLLE A, AERAOREREOE RN &K
LT T OMNER Lo It E R L. EBIZ, Uy U KOSk
EELTCUSET INLFA)ELTVWLIEREELEBY, £, Y~ U<
OBEMRbE@EBTIEHBRENL TS,

A I, HERFICEEMELH Y, ARAOMREMHKZET Z L IC X5 T,
MLbBEELTRVAEKETEDLL TVIBABLOCRAOMBEL L ZEHE S X
VLB RICHETOIRMERERAAERCH A L (RME B OEIZoW TIEHK
43 B LUK 41 W), KR TIX, MEEEZHTOICKET v —2HWi
B, ZOKMETZ v B —ORPARMEROFER~DMNEFICHEEL KT T TREMHE
WEZDND. LLainb, fAWMDERET, BEL Ty CONT KX &
REOMBELZBELZBROBMICAEREEIRD N oz, KT v
A—DRVEEKIRLEENFERICHETIITHICREELR TS o b
BINDL., LERs TARMEDOERLL, v~ U ~vHOBBEKRNIBIE SN b
DTHTHLHEMROEIIICHIZHDT LD TH-TEH, HOHVWIETTV T TH-T
by ThHho THRKIZ, RER VYU IHROMBERTH L Z LITL - THM
BERofMERBADT L2 ERNFTRINTE.

BRERBPARBOBWBEKLEZLERMERNFELICSWDEASL D N2 ZThE
TIERFNEOPESL LD VIEFRLEICELL2bD L L THBINTE T D (Horvath
5 2008; Kriska & 2009; Horvath & 2010; Blah6 & 2012; Egri & 2012a; Egri &
2012b; Blaho & 2013; Egri & 2013; Horvath & 2017; Horvath © 2019). Caro &
(2019) X, 77 RFol N TRMFR~HKA TN Z &IZH>WT, —EHEHE
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ML CTW 2 L ARGOMERIHET20RIR DLV b0, TTRK
MAFRICESWWTHERICEML L) LT H2EMICEWNWTIE, FHOLDITHRA
HEAZBELZTLERLRVICHLEL LT, REHA A RGO & B E
TEFEFEHTET VRV EZHMEL TS, FAHEIC, FR~ELL THEMT
HEICE < Wi B RO BEERAIE S 2T A LT, HEREOAOMBENMDS
DEREZEZIED2LETLI2HBET LN TS (How & Zanker 2014). W7 41
L, ARAOMBRICBME AR ELICKKRDBLED A =X LT

WT, SHRERDMENLETH D .

4.5 #&

Wi B B IXHEEICB W THRARREN2BLZz BT HFRTH D, KA
JETCIE, BEMEEIMM IO~y HKOMBER ALK L, £ 0% E B E%
RERMELEE. TORKRE, v~ U ~HOMBEREZR T Z L2 X o THEICHE
T W B REA R L, TS TY AT S Wi B A 84T Bh (5] 5 0% I
DLl RMREOKRNL, FEOKREXREZ Y~ U THKOMBERICT 52 LT,
BATHICAT DO TV D A 28 2 %M B hstRIcRbDH 2 Gk L 7R
DARRMEN TR ST, o, KIEFERAEZEAL2VWED, 7=~ U=
N7 27, NHOBBEISICIEREMEO O L S Th 58 h A HRHEME O %

FIZCEBT 2 AEER RS,
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BSE BENMBEEHEMIORT 4 —a2 T 4 va vy RAaT#HEED
R :3DEBGMBIT LEBRFEE LS 7 e —F  LHEAEICX2E5
T Ia—F

5.1 #& 5
FEOERZTXLX—OBAEHD VIEIEEE2HEET L0, AT 40—
YT 4 v a R MIE AR FIETH S (Edmonson B 1989). R T 4 — =
VT 4 Y a kA kk g (Rathbun & 2017) R M JE (Coffey H 2017) &\ o
FHEROEEESZ T, FEOT XX —HMICBEE L TW25 (Thorup & 2012).
WH AR BT, Zo@E B EZITHIEREBICH D &, 4 ikH
s O & H{k (Osoro & Weight 1992; Uchida & 2002), % 1% J& %] © &L 1 (Stevenson
5 2003) ®ZMEOMK T (Richards & 1986) M &, BEHEENK TT 5 2
LA—RBICELERTNS. LT, WHASSEEEEICE O TRT 1 — =
YT 4 arDE=ZY IR BN E M T OIS ETHD.
RTF 4 —arF 4 avAa7y7 (BCS) ¥, Mz -filisnsids
Ta ba il o THMiMEEEORT 4 —a T 4varzflETLHOT
HOHN, TOHERTFMEORBRL o b a VO BIRICKFET D 2 L NIERHS
T % (Kristensen & 2006). £ D7, WGEMHLITH W T, @ EIIC BCS ¥
EETHIICE, METHEEIRBREZBEAL BCSHMEL2E > »», MEFHE A
BRI EZ TR IER 5% (Roche B 2009). Z O X REHMNL, 7
AV ORBAFERHEMBESFOEEBS TN 23% DR T L2 BCS BAHS
TELT, AHASEHRMBEFORMBEHICBOVTBCSAHEVFEHEIL T AW
DNEN TH D (USDA 1998).

AR, BEHEERIIEa 2 MR ESR, BESRKE M ELTERLZ L2
5, MEEHTY 7V —var~0HRHE I TWD (Fischer 5 2015).
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FiZ, 3D AT Z2MWVWTHAELEIDBEBRNORT 4 —a 7 4 ¥ a VITHH
TORMELME L, PO BCSHEICH A SN TE TW5. #l xiX, Kuzuhara
5 (2015) X Spoliansky & (2016) X, O E m @ 3D ® % % H T BCS %
HEFTL2EEET VEMERL, BHRTHBELZR TCVND. & 5ICKIETIHE

WHREE A WELFO BCSHEET AW EINLTE TS, B EE A
WbTF—42%, TOTFT—2MoBEFREEZEETICTHET VOBEICHEMT
X, WHAERAEVW ENOERARSHFICBVWTAHKRY —LELTHEHAEINT
& TW5 (McQueen H 1995; Kotsiantis 2007). Alvarez & (2018) 3 & ZiA &
=—a2—7 /%y U =2, Song b (2019) 1T kT, £/ Liu 5 (2020) 1%
Least Squares Boosting £ % T, 3D &Mz L v JLF o BCS HEE T v
EERL, ThAOLOET VO EMEIL 15BEETH-TEILERELTEY,
3D B L fEAT EHEME R A VW ET LI L o T, HFED BCSHENAETH
HZERNRBEINDS., L2L, AFCBNTEHIOLIRETABRER ST
WD OE IR RIS, WHFEBEREES BV CTIEREO T T L0 WEFA722 0.
Lo T, 3D EBEGMETE R O#EHRTEzHOTERLEET VICE > TR
LB O BCSHEENARENICOWVWTHAET 2 LITEETH 5.

Fio, WHAEBMMFOAEBRY TS ICFERTE, »oEBINIC BCS & #
ETDHDFEPHEINDIZLEFIFAREFECL-THETHD., ZO KSR H R
Sk e LT, ¥ (1984) BEF O BCSHEEE E L TRMANLE, 7 ¥ o B
EME DMK O TRELZWIE (W) o2z2Hvws FiE (BEEE) B
L THETFOND. MEHEMHMEORNEHEOZETFERONNEREE KB L
TW2b0LEZOLND. KRFHEIE, BEOWAEMHMWEZUNEST 2720 Th
D, FER R E G AELE LT LR, MBEFHENHS Y
D BCS 2HETHZENARETH D, LMo T, 3D BHEGMIT & %E
(2 &% BCS THIFENAERBICE R T HATICRE W T, WHEED X O

57



GRFLEOAAEICOVWTHET L2 EARTHI EZE2HND.
ZZTARBR OB I, 3D BEMH O L7 AR o KE 3D
BHRNPOEBEBE LV AR BCS HEEFIEEZMET L Z
L, BXUM S5 7 BCS #EE L LT, MMEEESRNMEFEMEM SO BCS #E

WISH AR »ZRIES D2 2 & & L.

5.2 BB XU FE
AT, EMREERARBRLIWERSEEZEBHEITE SV TER L 7= (K

RE 5 30-36).

5213DA AT 7T =226 HM L7 3D RFEEL W BCS # &1L
5.2.1.1 BCS 7 — ¥ @ Wi 15

AT, BERICHBHLEZEZARNO4RGOFAENTHEINL TV D A
EMMBIHARES 398 & L. R T, &84 EANRE SRS R
EO T RFEEHEESE (REMABGEEHS 2017) /€W, MFEFEELZB OB
AT L24 (ZNETNOREBEEHERBREL T 154 L 34) TR D BCS
HIEEIT o7, AEHEICKL D BCSHEZ, vroxH, 56, e, BEA, B
HMBELORBRED 6 A (K 5.1) Ic>WT, FHMOBHEHEKELZHZE XL
U2 LV R BEHEEE (REMPREEHS 2017) @I TV D HH

WS> T 1 (FEFICTHEETWHWD) 6 9 (FEFITK-TWND) O 9ERTHIEL

o BHFEO BCS 1T 6 MLy (DEE 1 LE2NELA) T TKD
. R FoRE (BEHLIWVWIETZERBIOCRLD 2 WITEI) B XL BCS D

I R 5.1 ST
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Withers Back Hooks Tailhead

DA A .- Pins

Figure 5.1 Body parts where body conditions are scored to assess the body condition

score (BCS) of Japanese Black cows.
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Table 5.1 Status of experimental cows (lactation and pregnancy) and the distribution

of manual body condition score (BCS) obtained from the experimental cows

Pregnant  Non-pregnant Manual BCS
(Dry) (heads) (heads)
(heads) Lactating Dry 2 3 4 5 6 7

Cows used for the

approach using 3D 12 20 7 - - 5 24 9 1
image (n = 39)!

Cows used for the

approach using heart

. 52 24 42 2 11 16 47 31 11
girth measurements

(n=118)2

I Data explained in section “5.2.1.1. BCS estimation using 3D features extracted
from 3D camera data”.
? Data explained in section “5.2.2.1. BCS estimation using the difference between
heart girth (HG) and tightened heart girth (THG)”

60



5.2.1.23D W A 7 & M iz 3D 4 o 15

AWFgE ik, BRF O E O 3D W% % 3D 7 A 7 (Hapimo:3D; A&/
T, R EHOWTER&A& L. HW 3D b A7 OfEEE > ¥k Light Coding 5
KT, WEBMBGY A XL 640 x 480 7 &L, KFJmEB L OEBE G WO R
AlILTEhZh 58°L 45°Th o7z, HHF ORI O 3D Wit lL, %ik3 5 3D
BoOMTEZTO>BOBRMET I, R FOMA, TEBIXOCLEwICT —

TEEYD, ImUANL3IDI AT TREST D2 LICIVIELE.

5.2.1.3 3D B & @ N L.

B L7 3D migomTicix, 79V —Y 7 KU =7 ® CloudCompare (ver.
2.11.3, GPL software, 2020, http://www.cloudcompare.org/) % H \7=. BT D2
P XD BCSHIETIX, Fhko 6 (W, &8, WE, EA, BB
FORMRE) O EBMRENSHEST 22, 3DEBGLAETIIMA, BEB L

CH#EED 3 s BHE L TCHAFORBEZE Y L, 3D B EZHME L
7. 3D FEEE O MM I, #RA 1THICSOE 1 &0 3D EBGE H V. BCS #

CHW2 3D R ELMt T 2720, HM4EK S0 3D WBEIZ>NT, 3D mHf
FCHEEA, EERBIOALEmRD 3R EHEALETHARAEO 3D XFm e ®RRL (K
52a), B ARV = IV EDRo (K 5.2b). £/, A, TEHEBX

OB O 3 RE2@D8BEYEZERLZ (K 5.2c). RO 3D £mmB L OHE
B U7 mBEF Il 2 v, R o 3D Rm M, K, S FE~FEH O 3D & M
FBREELESGBOBMBEB X ORE O 3D Rk & AT E O MOV EREE HH
L7-. JLEB @ 3D % i f 1X “Measure surface tool” # W CH M L7, AE O 3D
FHEOKEMIT, RO 3D £ % Ceiling, M FHE % Ground & L TEN H D
D22 Z2 L o 3D K DKEFE L L, “2.5D Volume tool” Z MW THE L 72.
“2.5D Volume tool” Z AW/ A @ 3D KE O KO R TIX, KL L b
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RE D 3D RHORHELEH~OEBREHELAEHINDZD, T2 E5EBEHMEE
L7z (K52d). Ao 3D Fm & S8 Fmol oL EREE, “Cloud-to-Cloud

Distance tool” Z AW THH L7~ (X 5.2¢).
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Tth'ls

.
Thurls

Thurls

Thurls

Figure 5.2 (a) Examples of three-dimensional (3D) image processing to extract 3D
body features; that is, the localizations of three landmarks (hooks, thurls, and pins);
(b) 3D surface of the rump region used to calculate its area; (c) 3D surface of the
rump region and a plane passing through the three landmarks, wherein the yellow
dotted square line shows the sides of the plane; (d) a base surface showing that the
3D surface of the rump area is projected on the plane; and (e) image diagram showing
the distance between the 3D surface of the rump region and the plane, wherein the

yellow dotted line shows the plane.

63



5.2.1.4 F&M o H

AHFIE T, Lk o 4D 3D FFMEIC XD BCSOHEEZHMEEICLIT
o7, HwEEICE, 7V —Y 7 b =7 WEKA3.8.1 (Frank & 2016) @ /S
r— Y @ Auto-WEKA (Thornton & 2013; Kotthoff & 2016) % H\>72. Auto-
WEKA (Thornton & 2013; Kotthoff & 2016) (X, WEKA IZEHE XL TW 5 4 HH
BIXOEIFET LI XLDHH 39 FICHO>WT, AT Uix#ibiEz v T
NANR=NRIT A= FDF a—=r T kET7TNVI) X LAOEREZHEH TITV,
F, ETNVONALHEREOFTMIC 10 A— VL REXERILEEZANBKELLEY —LTH

%4 (Kotthoff & 2016).

52.1.5 IR Nn=nETE T VoG
Auto-WEKA (Thornton » 2013; Kotthoff » 2016) 12 X W \mEMIZEIR I
T2ETNVOMERIEMIZ, ETLICE > THEINTZH BCSZ 7 AIZHODWVWTIKRD

BEEHWTIT- 2.

TP+ TN

rall accur e —— 1
Overall accuracy TP+ FP + FN + TN (1)

Precision = 2
TP + FP (2)

Sensitivity = 3
Y= N (3)

Precision x Sensitivit

F-measure = 2 x Y (4)

Precision + Sensitivity

2T, TPIEEMRM, TNIETERMYE, FPIXHBIERS X O FNIZBRERETH D .
Overall accuracy (IEf#F#H) T EL PR LB (TP & TNDOf) oW 7
BRI T HE A TH DH. Precision (HHHE) (T TP © TP & FP OMIZ X T 2
HEOZ LT, AEFTTOBEIVERLOWMETENIZERLUGEREZRT 2O
W CdH D, Sensitivity JRE) [T TP DO TP & FNOFICH T HE A0 & T, &
nNEFETFHMETARGBREZRET L2 DN TCEDI20E2RTHETH D

(Patterson & Gibson 2017). F-measure /%, M AR L EEOFMEH THY, =

U
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DENERMO 1 THHIEWAREREOCMENKEME ERD. HIZHEARE K
FEOMMNEITNIE F-measure fE X 0 & 72 5. F-measure 1%, W Z2E cH 6=
ETNLVDORBELZRITAENLEEL L CHWDLARL TS (Patterson & Gibson

2017).

5.2.2.1 Mg PH &% A v 72 BCS #E &

Mg PH7E %= AW/ BCSHEEOMEIZIX, BMENO 5 BH 2 EBIERICHE L,
IO ORBRGOFEENTERHE I TWD 118 80 0 B F Fnfl #5452 el 4 &
LTHWE. £ 4 o BCS X 5.2.1.1 ERERICHE L. R FoRE (4
R D WITZERBILOKRALD 2 W0ITiIL) BLOV BCS Doz k£ 5.1 1T .
KR FEORPEIL, KRB EHO T 7 AF v 7 8-A Yy —%2HWTHEL, H
EALEIZE PRGN OE AR IRB G E Uic. & IXMPE & R AL E
THlEL, 2O, fovdshtm< L cng, RN ATy —THiOLND
DT L CTHEMN 2478 & o~ S 37, 50 fif Mo B o 1 A3 2 {k L 7 Wl & i il
OMEME L. MWPHEEHBEONEMLT, KFEOLERS TOELELE
BL, MEBEANMBICHAHATELLIICT D lemBALE Lz, £HEAF 0

M DHZEAE (X, WE LMW & MW oZE» BRI L.

5.2.2.2. % &R AT

M7 2 M vwizc BCS #EET VOMERICER VAT 4 v 7 EEm i &2 M
W7o, b E S HE L BCS 2t m A%, MEEZHPH LKL L, SAS (SAS
Inst. Inc., Cary, NC, USA) @ HPLOGISTIC 7B Y V¥ L LV BEr VAT 4 v

7 Bl 3 #r 24T o T2
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53 MEBIUOER

53 13D KM ELHMKFEE 7 LT Y X A& Wiz BCS#HEE T L
BEifrEIC L > THEINT BCS L 4FEOK 3D FFHEEL OMFKEEZM 5.3 1275

T.BCSH TDY T AZBRWT, 3DREOEKFE L 3D £ & &Vl O O

BIRREEA N T 5 & BCS bm< 2 2micd > —F, 3D Rififg & 514 m 5

N3 5 & BCS IR RDMHEMITH - 7=
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Figure 5.3 Relationships between manual body condition score (BCS) classes and
3D surface areas of the rump area [3D surface area] (a), volumes of the space between
the 3D surface of the rump area as the ceiling and plane passing thorough the
landmarks as the ground [3D volume] (b), base surface areas projected on the plane
passing thorough the landmarks [base surface] (c¢), and average distances between
the 3D surface of the rump area and the plane [average distance] (d). Box plots

indicate median lines and 25 and 75'" percentiles.
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WEKAZIE 39D 7 VT Y XLANFEESNATHWILIN, THLHDI L, 4D
3D R E D BCS # T T 2 E T /L& LT Auto-WEKA IZ XYV &R I 1
727 v = U XAt AdaBoost.M1 T - /2. AdaBoost.M1 T ® & F /b ® 43 i fl &
(BRE1TH) BLOETVOMEBEHFMOBELE 52T . 10K — /L FZE
RAEZEZ R THONTEARKET VO EMEIL 90% TH Y, % BCS @4 R O
BH, KE PR KV F-measure D MEFHIXZ N Z 1 88%, 90% % LV 88% TH
o 72 . Alvarez b (2018) 1%, 3D fef# & & #.4 ® BCS (BCS @& 7 0.25 LLN)
EEBHPIAHP =2 — TNV Ry NI =T HFRHWTHEEITY, TOMKE, Efff L
WA, EE R KO F-measure DI EFEH T Z LN 78%, 77%, 18% F L O
77% TH o= @i L TWwad. [FAEIC Song 5 (2019) 2% 3D i & %2 H v TH
D BCS # ki fFIEIC KD W AATo MR TIEL, EMELEEGE, REB X
O F-measure O ME H T ZN LN 72%, 73%, 2% BLT 72% ThHho72. &
HIZ, Liu b (2020) 2317 o 7= [A £k © WF 98 T 11X, Least squares boosting £ %
THHFDBCSAE DB LIZBEDO EMEIXT6% CTh o 7. KRFRICE T 5 EME,
WA E, KEPR LV F-measure DX, AL ETHETOREMEL b
Mmoot ZTOHERE L TIE, Auto-WEKA (Thornton & 2013; Kotthoff &5 2016)
WZH o T AN =T XA = 2N RELSNTE T VO F T AdaBoost.M1 73 %
Wahtez e, FERAMETCHWET =2ty hOT —ZEMPETHREID B
DI, MO BCSDOMIIMY BN oloZl ERBEXLNDL. KR THERLI
T —X%® vy hTIEL, BCS ONMICHB VT, BCS B 5 OF — X HENZL W —JFT
BCS MR TOT —28BnDviehoic (£51). 77 AMOT — XN REH Td

LT =4ty FEHOWTHEBRFEZITOBRICE, BT —2HENPL T T RIC

B

FERL, 72K’V VI T ANELLS pHEINNIISLS D ESbRTY
% (Lépez B 2013). 20, RHHW T — X 2 HWHEICIEX, T ET2E
Wo7 7ue—FingEshTcnwd., —HFE3 T —2EMTcT—20 )% 7Y >
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Tk T T —FTHY, MEET7TAIT) X LOEBETT YT ALY
ARANBEMOT LT ZLDOERICEDLT v —F ThH S (Haixiang b
2017). HiZFOT7T Fun—FTiE, BRFEEZHCHEESIHOMNEICENT, &
I TADT —HZEBmMOLNE ) I E RN L -5 (Song © 2019)
RT = HEND NI TR EDYETCT BN ENNT TAODT — T UK
LATIUH TV T LTHRIZTADT — 2B a— b E % (Sakai b
2019) A E IR TS, Lo T, K#FEO BCS THlE 7 v ofEHHE % W
EsEL220ICE, 4%, RRAEHRBEBRZHENIE2 2B IO HATY % &
WT DLV 7 T7AMOT =2 HOREHEERETHIENLETH D L
Ezobhd. £, #EOT 7 —F L L Tk, AdaBoost (7T > ¥ 7 L7 L
FYXLD1D) X, AEYEHETFT—22zWOBELH>T o TAT AT X AL L
Thb =W T LI XATHY (Lib 2019), Hrik7rHhrr7rrard
UV AXALOBRBOREBFELELTOROEHI N TS T VI Y X ATHDH (Haixiang
5 2017). KWFEICK T DIEMRE, WAEE, KEEB XLV F-measure O fE T AT
e & i LT oo d, Ziid Auto-WEKA (Thornton ©» 2013; Kotthoff &
2016) I Ko THEZRT7TNVTY XL L LT AdaBoost M1 N ER I 72 2 & N HE
KoOOEDEEZ L. Z4L & FKIZ Auto-WEKA(Thornton ©»  2013; Kotthoff
5 2016)IC Ko TlHR#EARNANR=NRIZA—FHERBRINTZZELEHEEEL T
HEEZHID. Luo (2016) 1Tk 2&, 7TV XL ENALN—=RT A —Z(H
BRIT, BOND2ETNVOREICKREREEZ KIEFT . Thornton & (2013)
X, 2107 =%ty FIZOWT, WEKA THEEINLTWVWD 39D T LT Y X
LEMWTETNVOIEMBOFEHENRLFTNTLLE A, 46% BT LT Y X 4
BIREANAALAR=NIA—FZOFREICLoTHlI TR SN EHEL TS,
FTORED, BMMEEAZITOBICIE, 7LV XLORRENANAL R—NF A —X
o & E T HZENRIFEFICEEETH D, KT, 3DFEELL R
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EMEEBEM 4D BCS 2 PR T 5T AL E/EKR LEZDN, OB Auto-WEKA
(Thornton & 2013; Kotthoff 5 2016) I XD, "A XN—=NRFT XA —ZEDOHRER
FORERT LI ZALADOBEBRI ITONATWE., ZOZ ENAKRWIEDET LD

PERERF M SR N BT R L LN Tamh o Z LB LL LRSI,
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Table 5.2 Confusion matrix with the number of samples classified according to the
body condition score (BCS) classes of Japanese Black cows, and the overall accuracy,
precision, sensitivity, and F-measure by a selected machine learning algorithm! with
all four three-dimensional (3D) body features (i.e., 3D surface area, 3D volume, base
surface area projected on a plane passing thorough the three landmarks, and average

distance between 3D surface of rump area and the plane).?

Confusion matrix Evaluation metrics
Model-classified Overall
BCS accuracy Precision Sensitivity F-measure
4 5 6 7 Total (%) (%) (%) (%)

4 4 0 0 5 90 100 80 89
Manual 5 0 24 0 0 24 89 100 94
BCS 6 0 2 7 0 9 88 78 82
class 7 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0

883 903 883

I Via selection of an algorithm with hyperparameter optimization by Auto-WEKA,
the AdaBoost.M1 algorithm was selected as the best model.

2 Also see Figure5.2

3 Averages weighted with the number of examples in the respective manual BCS class
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INETIDHBEEZHVWE BCS THET VDOMERZIT > 2 EATHIRDIT &
o ERHFEERIG L LTV (Salau b 2017; Hansen ©» 2018; Alvarez H 2018;
Song © 2019; Martins & 2020). BL{E TIiX 3D BE BN 2 i L7234 D BCS
HeE 2T ANHFAELTED (Silva B 2021), D 25D 2,k BCS T
R EOBRENITTHON TWD (e.g., DeLaval BCS (Mullins & 2019) ; BodyMat
F systems (O’Leary & 2020)). L22L 75, 3DE BT — %26 L7z 3D
e EsH W, AASRMEMES O BCSHEET Va2#RE LAIZZh £ TIC
RE o0, KPR ORRIT, BT ETHRE S NIAL S O BCS HEE T L
DR EHARN ST &G, 3D K E & EE T EICX o TR A %5k
O BCSHENARETH DL Z ENRBINTZ. ZO7D, WK, 3D 4 fiF
Fron o 3D R EOHMEI L OCR AR BCSEZABTHET 2 X7

LDOPHENBELRD EEZLNLD.

5.3.2 JeATHFE & @ BCS # E MR O g

AW TIEBCSHEET VDOERICEWT,BCSE VT TV I NVT =L L
THo =M, BAITHED £ TIEBCS HHEBARL L THY, — B LREME
B EIT>TWD., LR T, BITHAEOMR L BCS pHEMEREIC >V TH
W EITH T, RFETIHIEFER E L TH -7 BCS Mg A R L Bl L TH
BEREL, sMOMDKHERELZHNERL LT, 2T v 7 U4 XE (HPEK

R AL T P<0.15) IS XD HEBEIR O 21T -7, HonzBEAIL, BCS =
0.169 x DIS +3.123 (R?=10.63) ToH o7~ (DISIX, A#H O 3D Xmm &, BEAH,
HEBLOALEMAZ B AHETEHEOMOFHER). RBEAERF OIS
WT, ZoOfth 3F O 3D FrfEITMIAAER L L TEBIRE AR - 7. Bercovich
5 (2013) X 2D B A2 HWTBCS Pl T 2EIEXZ/ER L, £D R2T 0.77
Tholb@E L TWD. £/, 3D BB A2 H W T BCS #EXEER L -
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Kuzuhara & (2015) ¥ X O Spoliansky & (2016) ® R2{FZ N Z i 0.74 B L O
0.75 Td o 7=. Martins H (2020) (£, KO HEH & M EEH O 3D @GO Z
FhE AW TBCSH#HEXNEZERLTEHBY, O RIEZENLEN 0.61 35 1T 0.63
Tholct@BELTWVD. S HITHRITMAETIE, 55072 REFER ORI
TTZ O TRE & W AE B OBk FR 2E (MAE) & W T W % . Spoliansky ©
(2016), Hansen & (2018) ¥ X O Song » (2019) ® MAE (% 1 £ 1 0.26,
021 L0155 LHRESNTEY, RWFFED 030 L0 b DT NITEL -T2,
Song © (2019) X, BCSWFiMiz= T v v 28 RT 4 —a T 43 D
JTACHETHLDOTH LD, BCSHEIMFAERMET RETH D EIERMLT
Wb, 22T, JEFEKE L TH -7~ BCS #HERBAEKE L, 4D 3D F¥ &
EUBIAEBKELT, AT v T UL XiE (B E Ko R T P<0.05) & H W
CBRHEue VAT 4 v VARSI EIT o TORE, Lk oS &R B
DIS OAMNHBHAEH L L CEIR S 4L, B 472 Nagelkerke R?(Nagelkerke 1991)
2073 Thote. LENS, R THWEZ 48 O 3D f#& % MW/ BCS O

HeEPERE (X AT ZE L RS CHER ST,

5.3.3 g PH 2= % H v 72 BCS #E ik

FWM o BCS LA ZEDOEG AR 5412737 . R OEIT BCS & 16 B A %, M
A2 HEREE LERBEe Y 2T oy 7 RBINICEL > THDLAE
Nagelkerke R2/% 0.81 ThH o 7o, REEH EEE (REMAFBEH S 2017) T
X, "7 4 —ar7 4 varyrnEBRBEHEIND O BCS 2 4 (RFXH) 7
56 (KVRK) EEDLNTWD. KHFTIEL, WIHEN 472056 6cm TH >
73O H JOBHICB W TEMMD BCS N 400 6 L HEIN TV, £z,
REr VAT 4y J7EIFHONOEERLS, WEEN 405 6 cm Tholtfh
I, BCS &% (BCSH 4mnb6) LHESNLOIMRZEHLELLZA, £0
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EIX97.1% TH YV, EHFCEWWETHo7Z. ZThHLDMERNL, HMRITIET

boMMEZ MW BCS HEEITAMFRIEMEFICISHA TR TH 22 LR

SN, ZHICEY, BCSHEORBRNPEYL, H2WVWIETEVWEESLE TH > TH A

T 5AMFRIMEMETO BCSEZHET DI ERWMETHDI EEILLNT.
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Figure 5.4 Relationship between manual body condition score (BCS) classes and the
differences between heart girth (HG) and tightened heart girth (THG) for Japanese
Black cows. Box plots indicate the median lines and the 25' and 75" percentiles.
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Outliers in the manual BCS values are plotted individually as
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534 5% OB

AT, WA BREM ORI O 3D £m» oM L7z 3D FFEEE Hwv
T, B EICLY BCSEH#HET 2ET Vv aElR L. SiES (2016) 1%, M
TOEFERE LR O 3D REICHBRERDH L Z La "L TWD R, WHA
WA o BCS HIEED £ < T, FHROBEEZT TR, & FE0MES %
G- HTH b A LT BCS ¥l E L TW5 (Richards » 1986). £ 7-, Song &
(2019) (I BCSHEDEEZ M LI WE D72, AT 4 —2 7 4 ¥ a VI
DHDLEMORFEELZRBUSN LS bHH L, BT O50ENDH L LEML T
Wb, O, FFRMIC Mz TR 2268 L7z 3D Fr & %
BN 2Z&I0K2 BCS #EKEOM LIZOWTHRHTLILEND D &E X
bild. 61T, 3D BEBGMHTIC LS BCS #E F L4 W H 4 %64 o A4 pE 8L
GA~EHALT 2720, RPFEOHBH VAT AMUEICAKBMV ML ERD D L H
Zbhbd.

AW THWIET —21E,BCS 7 7 AMDOT —Z BN AR TH -7 (FK5.1).
KF—=Z+% v T, BCSH5DZ T ADTFT — KM%, Wbz BCS ()
DEHRWME) OV TADT —FHEBDhrolc. KFRETHWET — %€y
PO X oz, MU RMBEERENER SN BCS AE@EHESNTLEY R,
BCSO AN ABE TCohHoleT — 2y FEHWTWDEITHAEDL AT bh
% 7% (Spoliansky » 2016; Alvarez & 2018; Hansen & 2018; Liu & 2020), BCS
WEETNVOEHEELM ET 5720, BCSOpfiEzy—fbLicr—4%kEy b%

MWD 0LERNDDHLEZEZDNIT.

5.4 f5
ABFGETIX, WA A4 O R O 3D K E > S L7z 3D K E &
FEHEMROCBCSHEET VEERLL. REREBEEE T LI ) X AL LT
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AdaBoost.M1 23 &R I, KE T/ O IEME, A F, KEB L O F-measure IE
ZNZI 90%, 88%, 90% B L8N Thole. ZNHLDOFERMNL, 3D HE
2r Dl L 72 3D R R & B A B v C A A A SR E 4R o BCS HEE A AT O
CLEWEARETHL BRI EINT. AR T, AHFREMES O BCS
WMETFHLEELTCHBEEZH VD FEIC W THLEY L, BiaY 27 1 v 7 A
JH o TR L LT T L O Nagelkerke R2 1% 0.81 Th o 7=. Z OB 2= %2 Hw
LEF, mE oMM EFBEZRET DO TH D, Kl il 2 0
LWk, MEENGHICHMFRIEM SO BCS 2 HET 5 2 & 23 AhE

b EEADNI.
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S
oh

OPAETIE, MEAKERONELERMBRUSEOHEL Vo Lt E K
MO MPEBBEPHEREI ATV D (BARKESE 2020). HKikix, &V E T
Kax MEREHENLLE WS TERENRAY v b2 HD (TH 2016) —J7, 5
ER VOB FEMRIEELHEER TETHLI LD (EUDH 2020), HFFHWe
X822V A7 BNHFEMETH (FH 2012). 70, FFBEBETHWS D HH
T, KHASCHEBRERS 2 OV IZ LK E ZIHICDREY, MBEEE Vo ZBBE
FUEDPRERLRDTED, TRNENLORESRMEICK > THREICHES VA7 OBAE(|E
KR EpoTL 5. E6IC, KEHMOBOVICHMENH D DM, o0& ERSK
WHDHDOMN, HBHVWIEFAEZERHLONE VS TEEBRWIZE T, LELY R
IR AL FDOHTMMENRRR > T DEFERZLND. LB > T, MAFKK
EATOBRICIE, SHBBMHOBRRERFCEDOELBBERNLEAEL 2D,

ZZTARMRETIE, REAR, AERORBIC LT HEEL X OB E
BT OB XX — R R E ISR T D A o N
TOZEMMAHANNZ = IZEBRBL, ThAOOHEEZIT-o 2. £, Wi B &R
A3 2 BB ORI ICBER T 2 WM B R RICER L, ikl iR
PR OB R AT o 7. S VA O R IE R X OVREER IR RE A AR L,
FNETIT > TV BBE RO - EBICDRIT 5 7012 B E Tl % A4
O BCS # T Z B L 7.

B2ETIE, ZhFETICHREINEZEREOXMMBEZMNT, TOUHTLE
lexx V¥ —H&&E (EE) e N2 ERLE. AHEXL, 6 MOAKTY
DIXBMENPOHER SN TWEDIZOE DL T, IRERE R2IT 0.85 L EHWHET
HV, ZHNIT EELOFHIZIVAKREORELEAMNICHE TERLILITLD
EEZb N, Fi, A#EEXITAKEFLREDO EE REMTHOIIT, GHBY

78



WEWTHZ#E R T EEOHERNARETH D LHEIAT. 61T, AH#fERX
FRAWT, EEOKKASD EEx#H#HE L L A, KB4 D EE XK 900~950
kJ/kg? 75 B EHEE SN, K BRHM O X S CHIESEN B LWk T, &
FAVWRO2HEREDZ XL XF—ZHEL TWVWDL I ERRBINT.

3BT, BBFoOTHEEMS L, ZERAOFMH Y — & EE & O B%
WAL, SAHBRESOmBEITHMICHETEM® G NIELS, FHREI
KHHRICH_NTRMOFRBESNTho7 2 b, BB ZBRMICEMHD 50
FAEEAMIC A oML, KEIFHEAMICE EDS &) ZRMAHA AN — %
RYZEN TSN, e, ZHAFMAANY - OFHELITONTIE, F
HizZz@B L CHAFAMHBREBROBmMBIZEITRA ORISR, & X O F AR
EHOVHRETIFHLIRLIICONTRERD, FIEICE W TIE, & F MR E
WMoOVHMEL EE EOMICEOHBEEERARD LN, UIKICZEW TE, &
BRLOPTFHMBREROEE L EE L OMIIAOHBBKRICH o722, BKITE
WTIZEDOHBEBERAZE O LN, ZALORENLBEFIZ, MIEIZBNT
X, BMABHANO LMD D W EERERMAE FICHHAL, 2200 ERE R DI
HDOHF~FHERZILT 2 E W) ZHBEFEANZ — 2R L, FH 2 & THK
BILOBKICRD &, BT ECERMEZFH L, £ 200 EER P F
AT THHERZIETL2EVWIME L FTHFOERBOFHPANZ = 2R LT
EHEE I T,

BAETIE, BB mBRa g LT, BEMBERMEMFICIS U~
HRopRaofEfkeL, ToRmMER SR EMIELL. U EROD
AR AT &, MEAEZEL T RWVWEAICH T, FERICHE LR E
MEAERL, 72, VIARMERZ ST 2TE8LKH 208D L. AR
B Cld, MRz T oA KRET vy W —2HWEr, ZOoKET v —
DRNPEBEMEEOPFER~DOMNEFEICKELZRETTATREENEZE LN, L2L
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AL, MERMDERBESIOCBMITHRK L bICHBEKZHEL TRV E
BOOKET v I —TRAORMBEKRELHELEERKOMICAERAETRD LR N
Sl e, WIMERNFEICHET I2ITENICKET v —BEOEZEITR
MmofolHigshic., LEER-oT, REMEEMMEFORELZ Y~ Y v HOM
BARIC T 222k, PRICHET 2RME B ¥k X ORkim B & ok 8 %
B CTE 282l B hxtRegmezsa@ERnrankz. —JF, KFRT
ITolKMEZ v —ICXDMBEROBHEIT, BE<TH I HBMBETEDL TLE
W, i BB ORBABBEMT S 6 HE2 S 10 HEE TREMREHER TE R
WRICHENE D . Ao EO7=0IciE, Zo%i BEAR2AEAL TWDH
M, MERZERT 208 KbHEELVWEEZONRD. L, K& MK

Floky=Alz 2 BRMBCEBM T 22 EPHERINLTVWD (B¥E - B EE

b

B A EEMEMMN 2017) 2O, X =F OB ICE D T ER
T2 EbABEBTHD. TOHAICIE, b 2HEM, MEKRLTHERT
L52LDTEDLFHEORBNILETH S .

SETIE, BEMEEMEMEFOXBN 2R BCSHEE L LT, 3D BT —
g LM EICI2MEELLWHEAEIC L2 EED 2 FEEZRAB L. BE
FofE S ME 4 O LS © 3D Wi{RMEAT 2 S L7z 3D KM E LM EEIC LY
BEMMBIHME S O BCSHEET VAFR L. RBEREREE T LI Y XA
& LT AdaBoost.M1 MAER I 4L, KETFT LV OEME, @HE, KEL IO F-
measure [ E T 90%, 88%, 90% B L N 88% CThH o7, LM - T, 3D M
G o f i U7z 3D R E s b B AR S B &2 v TR B RN R B ME R o BCS HEE
WA THDHZEN RSz, L2rLAaRsL, KETHEALZT — & %Ki
39 L7, F£i, £BCS Y TAMOT — X HENARE MW Th o779, BCS #
EETNVOFBEER LIZIE, %7 —FHOBEINE L V0%& BCS 27 7 A DT —
AEOE =R METHDLEEZONTE. 51T, 3D BHEMHTIZ X5 BCS H#
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EFEZzREMERMBEMFOELEBIG~FHAT DD, KFEOABEH T AT
LMEICA ROV ERNH D, £, W ORI &KW O 5O D M
7% Mz BCS #E F1& Tlix, BRI CTHF b 7zE 7 /L ® Nagelkerke R2 (3
081 LW TH-7-. AL, BFOMHLEHMWHZUNET20HTHDY,
FERI 22 AR O fir 2 0 22 & L 2r Wi o, 6l 38 3 2 AU S 4L T DO A G i AR
DBCSEZMMBICHET D LBRAIRBLER-T. THDLDOMZERENDL, KREAXR
B, J#E, DM, REMBESIOERFEREL W BT Y 27 0K
ER LN TE, £, METFICERLTWD YU X 7KK E & @ RBCE
HERML, XBICBTDLENAIREE -T2

A, SV TIE, v 3EmEEE Lo Rk U EEE L,
FTOMET —FNA L H—Fy NEDODZ T N —=XNTHEH S, & %%
BELEUVVOEHELITHH G LZHELE N PCRAY— M7+ UL ERTE,
o, WHEOMBW» L RBECKRFAAROAIEHELZMABERFTICEMT 5V A
7 & (e.g., U-motion; 7 ¥ I X (#k), H &; Farmnote Color; (#kK) 7 7 — A/
— b, dkWEE) PHAEATTHERENAEEBRSZICEL L TETWD. £72, K
BICHE W THBHBAIC GPS AR E2EFL, B EREDO 2T A%
DHFZER T TEY (BHDL 2020), ZRMEASHBKEZERT L2 XAT 2%
filREnbmoTWD (eg.,, 9 LAHAD; (#K) GISupply, dLifFiE). Z D K 5 ek
WER Y AT ATk, MEHZRIT PCROAY—bb 7L EEDY 7T LH
A LONMBEHEBRPERTEL2EICRoT0EIN, F2EBLOHEIETHL
oo EE RATBBE o RITREI A TR W, K AT A TIHE, GPS %
M THBEFPOMERH#RZIG L TWDL Z &6, BETO EE RITEE OF
WMIZOWTHEEE~RET D LENAREEEZEZOND . o, BT ITH
R ZHRET2HBMICAIATEZHRET 22T, HA4ETRLEBKEFICHL
TR ORBELHR T 22N TE, X =HOBME L ITHEEZFE
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i S LB OWTHIM T 22 &R ERD. S B, RKET DI AT % 3D
HAZELFTDHZET, HESETRLEFIECILY, B4 o BCS % A « R
LR ERD. EWVWRER, THUDLEMABRAALLE AT ARHBEIND Z
Lk, MBEHIT, KW OR 2O EE, {TEIE, MK ORERS X O BCS %
BOHICHERTE, MOEEGE &OFE, KB A oR A8 E R & W&~ O
Xt H, Mk 1Y 722 B A okE e R e K OVKE B e o B PR & R B o e FE Y AT
REICD EHficehnDd.

LEnb, AP TR LZ EE HEEXOERB L2 v k4t o
EE OH# &, MBMAFOBBEHATOEBAFIH Y — v OEER, FEROXKEE v
¥ U SRR ORBEAR Z T & D BT o Wi B Ak R I o B % B L OV iR o
BCS # X BMICHET 2 FLEORBIL, BESMEICH DY @Y 72 A ik BOE

HIZAMT2b0EEF 2 b,
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K X OREIZEEL T, RRBULREESELHBS2Z2HBY £ LB RER
FlhREFMERICH AR 2HERXEEGR Y MG Z AR, Ka/R A
BlcEERIEHFOBERLET. £/, AMRLCODVWTREFKZHY S %
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STEMEHRICITEEENLES L LI, EUREBILEIVEBELZW
TelldxEdLic. £, tEBEHRERERGABRLGSENETE LHE-—-K, K
RS ECR, REBZCRICEDZEHED BV E LZWEEZETE L. T
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