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Effects of deer habitat use on herbaceous communities

Roku Gopa* and Atsushi TAKAYANAGI*™
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To examine relationships between the intensity of deer habitat use and the biomass and species composition of herba-
ceous communities, three experimental sites were set on Juncus effusub dominated stands at the Ashiu Experimental Forest of
Kyoto University on May 22th, 2007. In each site, six plots of different treatments, including control plot, were set. Plastic net fence
surrounding each plot was opened in zero to 30-31 days per month to yield deer’ s habitat use gradient. Fecal pellet groups
newly added to the plots were counted when any plot was opened or closed. Accumulated numbers of fecal pellet groups
were regarded as the indices of the intensity of habitat use. At the end of September of the same year, we measured plant
biomass of each treatment plot. Increasing habitat use of deer didn’ t affect total herbaceous biomass and species richness,
but pushed up diversity index of herbaceous communities. In each plant species, decreasing habitat use intensity causes a

decrease in dominance of Juncus effususb and an increase in dominance of Persicaria nipponensis and other minor species.
In the site where deer heavily used, there was no clear change in herbaceous stand until habitat use intensity decreased to
one-third of that in control. It suggested that relationships between the intensity of deer habitat use and the biomass and

species composition of herbaceous communities were nonlinear. Therefore, it would be important to consider them when

we planed ecological management. .
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1. FL®IC

BWEGAHERIC 2T CEML VA, £B%R
R L TEREBEL RIZT (eg Coteetal 2004). L
ML, YABIZXAIRAER, BHAERRIIBVTARD
EWEBEO—MHTIHHDT, BEMEzELZ LI
FoTV I 2REHBLTLE) JL3ARROER
EWIHBEP LT TERL, EEREOHEMERZRE
LABHEPEETHE. Z0OLDINE, YHEOERE

EOFELIZ X o THEWEZEOBEREN D X 5 IIC8{L
TAEPRMDZ EHNATHRTHD (Hester et al, 2000),
COERTEEEEX A\THICREL-EBIEHTH
BT EPBFBEN TS (Hester, 2000 ; Hobbs, 1996 ;
Wisdom et al., 2006). L2*L, DX LEREER
L7280idA 7% { (Tremblay et al., 2006), ZE & D5
RO 5HI L2 7%v> (Hobbs et al., 1996 ; Horsley et al.,
2003 ; Persson et al., 2005 ; Tilghman, 1989 ; Tremblay
et al, 2006). EFFREWHOFRICB VW TELREDHS

KR F BRI ZH L T OTVR, © 9 FHi
o GRS R I IR 2 1
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BHOREZBRLTVBICZOEDLLT VI OBEBOR
ZEEARRHEIZER T B TH2HDH% L (Rooney and
Waller, 2003), T OHABEEOHIMERD, KAFHM
WeEEIR-THBY, EAED~OZEOREMIFL
(RELTVES, '
HELTHABHER, WHE %5 HIBORICER
ETBVAFHOBILL-TELD 2D, ZOHBIIET
RRBCEDOVWTEZ 2T NESL 5% (Tremblay et
al. 2006; Wisdom et al. 2006). BAIZBWT, HAICHKE
ERIZERVWEENTE=R Y VH (Cervus nippon ;
BT, ¥7) OoEBEEREBNICSE km' £ EhT
WhhS, EEMICETEEINTVE2bIITIREL, BES
BREAEIZ L > THEIT S (HEIEZD 2003). AR
FERRTIE, 1990 SEALIEY H1C & AR DTRITRA S
hTwad, Lal, 12 BICREECL 2EEHFEOHE
BB b TwATT, EfirE L -EBEEIS
PoTwiv, BEFSETHEL-ZERCTELIE
EMERICBWTIE, Y 05BEESERICIEET S
ZEIZHEETH D, Hester (2000) < Hobbs (1996) #%
B2 L) ICAERRELRELLERSBI hbhi:
ELTH, YHDOEBEELENMEEOBFRICIESCE
BROBHICE, T LRESTERY. LarL, £R
BEIZZEHLORLTY, YHIOLHMEREDH-H ORI
MHE EHEYHEORSEHHATENL, Thitd itk
RREHLERTELLEAS. £, EBEFEEZOLO
TR EREEREZ R I ORBESHSB I 2bh
NTWaHLHH5 GREIED, 2001 ; WEHIEZD, 2002).
KIFFEIL, SOOI BEZHIT/oT, BEFERICE
WC, YAORBAEEORMERLERBEE TERL,
FROERZEHO DI LEL BRI 5.

2. MEETE

2. 1. BEHIE & HEHRR

REFFEIL, FEFOLEIICHNET 2 HEKRET 4 —
W FRHERSE Y v 5 - SRR R A AR (B - 1D
TBIZhbih/, BEMERIIRERS TIEHAER
ERFHEBORBEFORITHICME L, HAITES 600
mftExEE LTITF T (Quercus serrata Thunb. ex.
Muuray), @ 5 ¥ 0 # ¥ (Quercus salicina Blume) 72
EOHEBRIED S 7 (Fagus crenata Blume), 3 X

+ 7 (Quercus crispula Blume) & E & L7-WEFHR

FhALNDE ([RARMOERE| 57V —71972).
WA 2 5 H BN O LRI BT 5 AR

Bo5 b, Adil S BRMERICHT LA 5 FHER

HETHEMRE L (H-1). AEMROESIL 640 -
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H—1 EFEMEHKROMNBLRBEINALIOOEEYA T (K
N3, N4) LfE 7oy b+ (N3A)

Fig. 1. Location of Ashiu Experimental Forest of Kyoto university

and three experimental sites (K, N3, N4) and A substitute plot

(N3-A’ ) set in the forest.

660 m T, FOHRPITBELSTWNATB Y, ZOFMIEHA
JHERWIC L ) FHLFEFREL TS, FEHET
ORI, B R RERICIE M/ F (Aesculus
turbinata) ° YV 7 7V 3 (Pterocarya rhoifplia) 7% £
HRELES  ERE LERAEERRSFEEZL T 5.
F 7, —HEICEAKRT A &) BT, 4 7 (Juncus
effusus L. var. decipens Buchen) %237 7 ¥ ¥ (Symplocos
chinensis (Lour.) Druce var. leucocarpa (Nakai) Ohwi f.
pilosa (Nakai) Ohwi) 7 & OEKRE D S 2 5 WA IHEAE
T4, 8, FHBERETIE, #EORENSIETEEM
WCRELBAM>TnA,

MEDS 07 - 1.0 km EEN/-RIBEFTOBMIICL S
&, AR OFEFIYRRIZ 11.5C, EFHRERED
2821mm TH 5H (LHEITH, 1989). F /=, 12 BFiEHh
54 BUIDIIMTTHRECHS SIS,

REHELTE, 90EROEDYTAEPLTID
BRECIITRHEEODEENFNROND LTk o,
2000 WV W OFEBICELLEEEZITTNAALXHY
(Chephalotaxus harringtonia var. nana) BEVENTR L (18
H - &8, 2008), T HEZEOHFEEIBRI LWL
WHREEIN TS (HFIED, 2008). AL TH B/
WA SHHMEER I, T TOREROBERETOTEER
ZEHR L A-CRIE s, REL B LA 2007 FEREET
W, A7 BESE LB EL o Tz b, 2000 F
5 2007 FICMT T L2 BB h A KEEICL S
VHOEBRERE,S, REHBIOYHOEREE
E2-108E km® LHEESNTVS (B, REFR).

2. 2. EERERE
R TH B/ LD 5 FHMERICHTTOA 7
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FWBEETHERBEEICI»FITA P (K N3, N4) %
200745 B 22 HICRRE L (- 1). &% 4 PiZ6x
6mPMHERXE 6 A-F7av b) REBEL, #hb
OB OMG %+ v VEOBEMTCHEH-7-. MOty
MIFYALTEEL LI R->TBY, 2y baERT
BIElEoT, EMOBCERETAZLNTES.
ZF4 PO TTY M (A-F) BT, FHE
MOBMNEROATEHEZ S0 08 (MHEEKA), 2
H (MHEKXB), 45 (MUHEXC), 8H (MHEXD), 16
H (MHERXE), 3031 B (BHERF) &EB25HBUIHK
EFL, YHAPALLDFETE AHEREREICELT
LEHcliz (E-1. &8, 70y b FidfJom
B¢ THRO Y HORELRET H7-DICRENR %
BLTHHATELHNBEXTHS.

2. 3. VHOFPBEE

ZERATTOy MIib s Y HOERBEREL 2. 10
MU EOBERNPE T o THEEL TV AEAIC I HA L
L, g RLAER N EEFTe—2 L1
RAEE, FNBEROBKREREBAEENICBI R, £
OBETHRL TV ATRTOMERX T, Hifms
NERETTHAY Y ML 70y FPRTHY Vb
ENTRTOERBZHARL T ABRX OB THRL
fE%E, TORBBHETPICEOTT Yy POFKMERIfF
ME NS L, Fo0dmsn-#0onsx
TEDENIERLS REXFICELTE, LUHEXB
—ENFNTRCHEL T2 HHORED 2 HEOMICH
MENHEREAAEL, 2OF5% 1 HL 02N
SNAHEIE L7, ZofEIC, BEKXB-E2HEE
NTWBAHREZPTHZ L TEOHBETOSMESREE
L7z, @RAEHE PN E o KIZH 2 s
NEAB TG Lb0F VAL AR HEEDRE
L7 (FE-1D.

#F-1 NEROBMBHEREMALERK
Table 1. The number of fence-opened-days and total fecal pellet
groups in treatment areas

Treatmment  The number of fenee. The nuraber of totad fecal pellet groups

ared opened-days (1 month) 4 N3 N
A & 4 8 €
B 2 42 6.4 138
C 4 T 127 23.1
D % 83 2407 324
E 16 9.8 3 A58

Juvy P N3IORERXEIZHEHLTE, 8HEEADYA
TR S EIMICMOBIRIC L o T, YAIDPREALRS
EOFER SN, oo, ZOHMIZOWTIE, M
RS Twa e LT, MALLZEREZ S Y~ b
L, MABEEOREIIMAL.
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2. 4. UHILLBIEREENOEE

20079 H 23~ 26 HIZHTT, &7gy MIBWT
05 x05m DI FI— 24T U FAZEREL, 20
FICATTLEREY OB EEFEYRZ RS S Y B
oz NMYPoioth r FVEEBREICRLIFY, BIL
WAL, 0CTCA3 TSk HHEERELH
FELA T FS—-MIBRFEL-EYORBEESEOMERK
TEOFHE, £ F5— MO LEREY O
aFg— T OEBRER %I L7 Shannon - Wien-
wer DERRERHH - (RIZBATE) R, NEXHE
D7 % KruskalWallis ®iCHiE L7z, LT, ##E
ML AFIEEE (VREX), HEMCER SHRER
BEP-oTHEELL, FNHLORIIDWT/ ¥ 85 X
MU 7 YR (Lowess DIEBIBEIR) 25\
WIZ, BHFAVCRELEZ-UDIAFS—ID9H b,
HELZaFI— FOBDBSHEWE RS EEL R
FNENOFEIIOVWTEI N T - MNIRAFLAETOM
WROEBREEOAICHDLEES (BLHE) 2HM
L, YWl 2 8NBXOFIFHEE S OBFREREL ..
T, ZHERERERRE, B2l R EE
B (LX), MEicELEER-TREEEL, £
NEDEIZDOWT I ¥85 A M) v 7 EURE (Lowess
OIEMBEIG) £FIWV7- BT, EVEICIER 2.5.1 (R
Development Core Team 2007) % F\v 7z,

70y b N3OMHERX A, REHEEBEL T A
FATE VI ICEESNTWA, 9RTHIZY A
PRALTVWEOZHEEL, HFEL THLBYOREN
XN FO7:0, Ty b N3 OWRHX A DR
BRI, FWEOCTAP»S 9B ETH 20 m ENRLEHTT
FEEANC & 0 & h OB P L - EABE CREOF
HECHRBR L7 — % ZRH L.

3. #&R

3. 1. YHOFEE

35FOF A4 b (N3, N4, K) OFZNBEEX OMA Sz
ERBOHEESEHE (LHRHEE) 2% - 1ITRL.
A L7238 808, COMERIZBWTH K<N3<N4 @
JEICE L ol 37OV A MdERTHERERET
500m AR OBFFICHEET 5, AL BHBOKRES
B4 FETRER o A MK TR, Y AAFIETRE
THEIHZTH, DHFAEEEENEIEE 26R
Mol 4 b N3ITR, YA@RIETRZBHISCT
MAL7-ERHOAFHEDEML Two/ds, 4 b N4
BWTIE TR EEE AR F TRICE o7
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3. 2. VAHILLBEREEANDEE

T4 FPTEOKMBRICBIIAEARBYOEBREER
OFHEE, DERXBETEEREN 2P -7z (Kruskal
Wallis's rank test: 4 b K: H=6.07,P=0.30. %4 } N3:
H=563,P=034 %14 M N& H=1.72, P=0.89. K- 2).
£AFT— rOBREZVBXOFHBEEOBHRE R -
3R L. BEEUIFIEEEOEWIZ X o THEREY
W dois (K H=6.06,P=030.N3: H=7.24, P=0.20.
N4: H="7.72, P=0.17). Shannon - Wienwer D% &g
BH CHABAEEOMAIMERECREL-72 (K H
= 1872, P<0.01. N3: H=13.69, P=0.02. Nd: H=17.29, P
<0.01l. K- 4). ¥4 MK N3 ZBWTIEFBEEIIME
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BB EEHREREDEMLZ. —F, ¥4 FN4T
RHAAEEIME L 2o TH T IS RERED N
T, FEEENWOLDTICRSH20r08ML, FH
HENOICRD LWL,

Z A4 PORBEE LM SEIL 4 P KTidA 7,
B4 + ¥ (Hypericum pseudopetiolatum R. Keller), /
3 /) 7 A< (Stellaria alsine var. undulata), A A% (Mis-
canthus sinensis Anderss.), VKA I L (Viola verecunda)
THholz. N3 & NLIZFE UAEN L5 %2 5o, £h b
WA 7Y, X 7 (Persicaria nipponensis (Makino) H.
Gross), I X W H N (Microstegium nudum (Trin)) A.
Camus), &=V 37 BV INL T T (Galium trifidum subsp.

[ Others
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Fig. 2. Biomass of herbaceous plants and its species composition in each plot.
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Fig. 3. Relationships between the habitat use intensity of deer and species richness in herbaceous communities. Lines indicate

nonparametric lowess regression curves.
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Fig. 4. Relationships between deer habitat use and Shannon' H * of herbaceous community. Lines indicate nonparametric lowess regression curves.
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Fig. 5. Relationships between deer habitat use and dominant ratio of top five herbaceous species.

Lines indicate nonparametric lowess regression curves.

columbianum), Y RAIVTHol:. HIREE L6
DEFMEEEIZY A P K T3 926-99.9% ¥4 F N3 T
12 56.7-99.0%, 4 b N4 Tit 82.3-98.1% THo7z0
ENOLOBRITEDELEEL, YHONHAEEOMRE
K-512R/LA §XTOHA MIBWTA 73, R
BAEENEVIEIE, BEENE ko7 oMk, FH
BMEMICIZLCESESE R A, £FAHEHEICH
bOTELERGTVEILLZVENS -7 VIDF
HHEEME R BI2o0, KT, o 4 BB SER
Wil N3TI, ¥/ 32708 5EEMNEML, N4
T, Y2327, URRAIV, RYNBYNRLTT

OB EEMNEML):, IXv TSI Y OBELEEIIEPE
THMLZD, YAORBBEED;0ICRD LRI L.

NAIZBWTIE, FIAEENAUTICREH7201275
ERMOBESEIZHENS o7

4, EBE

THOHBEENBELEZ I LIZL T, BEREEDON
AF T ARTEHUPEELZTLI Lidhh o/t (K
-2, M- 3), FRASEENBDT 5 L ERERBIZEM
L7 (B~ 4). —#I, YA BHENKRETE
5 R DL MDA TS (Gill and Beardall, 2001 ;
Horsley et al., 2003). ABFFEIZBIT S V7 OFBHEEE

EEBRERBOBRIIENI-BL TV g, ¥
T OFHBEDBERICL - T, BEANTELLTWA
FHOBHFEEIMMET Lzoxt L, HiComEy oBfE
BB o/l &b, TRTOHFA MIBWTA
FHIMEE LT, HREREME 25 L 20E
BiExEAL, ¥4 PKTEYI7A FFYUPLYFEAI L
REBEBOEDN, Y4 PNIRNATRY /AT YR E
DEEEMEML: (R-5). Y/ A27HE, ¥
L BRRMBEEI/NSL b LARICHEMLE (K- 5)
ZENLEIFEOETHLAZERbNRE. Y XL
—EETHY, BELTWEEEEDL 7 I ) bR
BRECELBA 7T IOV KREL B, YHDORAERL
OETWEDA 7V OLBIIRET A Z AT REE 2D
BEEL LR IRLLEZONE. YHOFHABBEORK
BREVBEHERZENSEL2Y ) 2723 L0ETS
i, YHCLPREDEFENLREEZITITHE LR
bhb., —7, EEROBVREAETIZBWT, I,
HEEOEISHYBHOBESFTHIICRY, BE5ToLn
IBIEE L RE SN TS (Cooke and Farrell, 2001 ;
Horsley et al., 2003 ; Trembley et al., 2006 ; Roony and
Waller, 2003). 4 74344 bOwThIZBWTD
VI EAFIEEMEL 22 ONTELVWELED
BT2AELN (H-5), YHIZE o TREIHEORET
HHLEEZD. ¥HOREHEEORAD THOREYTEL A
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FYOLERBIZERLEZE ., TOZLIZLDA Y
DEEEPBILZEEZONE. FOkd, 4 7Y
DPLE OB LEEL WA A, $72, Schmidt
et al. 2004) ix/ w3 H (Capreolus capreolus) 7% Juncus
effusus DEFZ2HE - FEBHTHI L2 HEL TV 5.
AREHBIIBA T VHEAL S0z gL T
WA D H 5.

VHDOHAEE L FEFEOBESEOBF{EY A MET
Blpofz. A METRNBROBHERLELRY, /2
FUAMEXIIBNTL Y AORBAEEIRE(EL -
2. WM-50xBOAr—VIZEET A E, FHAEE
PRRTIZ o724 K (E-1) Tk, FIHEE
PMELS R BIZoNA FYOBSERES L, ¥74 MY
VRYRAIVOBEEEFEML . FEEESEAT
BT ol A PNSITIRTYHIORHEENERALT L &
RAVCEARMEY OB BEICEE D - 7. FIHEE &
RKTI140972572 N4 (B~ 1) TEFIUHEES 40 LT
(HEEOFBEEEDO IGO0 1RBE) 1145 F THEAN
WOBSECEBEIEAN W, FHEENENRLID D
WA U7z SITHEY OB EICH T 5 28R ALNRT
T/, 4 PNATE, YADOFEABEL R kbE%
BEREMPEASL (B-4), IYIHHIYOBELE
SRIBOEREZR LY. YA AFEIEL HniREE
TRY /A7 OB GEEPEHEELZ KT IERE
o TWATEERSH L. MAT. PHCLBFHEI0
THLBEEVIGENT S ADEEE TR, ERERK
RENENOHYHEOBE EEIECD D LA R L
PoHT YA P NAIIBEETE L, 20 L) RiEERD
N LREEPEE LD LT, EOF A MBWwT
SEHOBMIR N, -7 (M- 3).

VHEOEBEEEZRNET LI LI L - THEY~OF
BHRED L) BT EHIE20T, w20 D%
BREINTWE, VHTEOEBEEL, BWoOZMELD
MRDTEMAIC 2 2 (Hersley et al,, 2003), EAHEHY
DA F 3 A EDBRITEMRT, EARRL A FRERD
BELOBEBIEZRERICE S (Hobbs etal, 1996),
KRAEWEWR 79374 FONAL F< AL DOBFRIEEE
A2 5 (Tremblay et al., 2006) 7% &, BiTRHE®
BV X o THA GREBERIHRESI TS, —7,
PHEOEBEE L REAEYOEEORITHBRIZEOBERT
& WIIBHEDL H B (Hester, 2000). Persson et al.
(2005) &, A ¥ Y FET OIFHRITB T L — A (Alces
alces) DREEZ 23— a3y L2ERT, Knig
BEETIEI—a v 87T H <Y (Pinus sylvestris) DEE
BIZHE D HEN VY, WELIHE (thresholds)
WELRLE BERELI-0 v RTHITVYOREER
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PRIZLOBRIC LI LEMELTHD. HFHRIHELR
BRNFTIFEETE L2000, Y HEOEREELHEY
OBEEOBRICE, VHIEOLEBREICLZBEMNE
(thresholds effects) % L (Augustine et al, 1998),
FNHEHEREERIZE > TER S Evwbit (Hester,
2000), WA LEBEH -2 MEFZEET LI L
SHROBELFLEL LN TS (Putman et al, 1996 ;
Wisdom et al., 2006). ABFFETIE, BERREID L H»
EIDNERETHLDOEFVIZEETHEHDTVAR N
B, VA OHBEESFICE WS T, CORAEE
THLBEERL COEREYOLHRERESE~NDE
BIIHNT, FIFAEELZ 2R VERSETHSMDTE
OHMBEFENLZ 2R L (B-5). FEEENK
ENWEIh, D2FNKRELREENPP-oTVEETS
T, YHREAFABEEZEMSETH T CITIRER
MUOSEHRERPBEEEIEELZT e bEZIOR
. TOL) IR LBEHREREETE, ABROE
BEBEY, RYELOOPRWI LIZH R LTHEMED B
) (Scheffer etal., 2001), ¥ #iZ X AHEYBE~ DL
FEBRNICIBBTAZILIIEDOTEETHS.

HHE

AR FRERBENREFMREYFETERZ O ZAIC
BEEZRLRPEZEECEV. SIWCEIRFHELE
FA. Fl, 74—V FRARCEHI LW 2wz, [
MER OS2 I BK, —@mEFK, FEEHK X
ZEZMOVBEERRICDBHOEZ R LW

51 ARk

1) ®iEE - BRAM - SHIETE - NIBEZER (1989) E/NM#E
EHoOZEBRNEROFNT (1) —FFENERREROE
AT O FERAT & Hriis—, BB RS EHIRE | 61. 2545

2) Augustine, D.J. and Frelich L.E. (1998) Effects of white-tailed
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Appendix 1 The date of open and close the fences in each
treatment area and of counts of fecal pellet groups
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