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FHL29FE 7T H5 H2 6 6 HIZHT T, ikt
VAR L o HERN TR IR Ao T, B S RISl o 7222

SDTRAGA A TIEE T, SIREEKT DAL - MR S

6] U35 | 2R B = /& ke L CREH 722 & T, Julb
i h TR 2 K & 2 o 72 (RRT 2017a). 1
REET - e B X ORIEHEWIC2 T, KM
AIERER IR AR Y, (L - P T O} B,
moWwToLais L OIINGEAE U7z (k- =28
2017 ZHIAY - MEH 2017). Z oK [FFR29 45 7
ANNAEER S ] TR T s (BT 2017b). 2
DHELZT, WHERT AR TIIRER Z /R L, 3
WHRHAEZE/mT L L L b1, BRRS CPR29FT7H
JUMAEER SR A AR 2017) 5 & VA& MI#HGE & OB
ERET A4 2018) ZHLY w7,

HHIL
HIAETTN Z i 2 JLRNIKROES 20 (RE,
CHN, BARENZE) E T THE > Twiz, gl

X 2w AR, FEMRAEEAE L THBI 2oL,

BEEEUCKEEMNITEAELEZHE L 2BEDOFH
(Fang et al. 2002) &b H 1), HAMIZILEKIZTE 2w
LOO, LM THFARICHEORPIILEHE L2 ED

POREHEHOFEMR & L CTRAERNZID - 7277,

2019 4E 8 A 27 Haef), 2019 411 A 16 H#
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WO FEFIR & S HOEMEHE 2 E 3 512h720,
AR HEEFEORENLEIEN, TOEEL LD
BRI T — 7 12T AR WIRIZ 572, 22T,
KIFFE I, FERNIHNOPRKAEMT— 7 B X UH#
HIFHRY AT 4 (GIS) 7—4 #flio T, RN TO
FREOGMET IV ARSE L, #EMELD GIS 77— 4 %
ETWVIHMET S Z & T, G OFEAER 7 B3 =
w7z,

/-
BEHET -4

JUIHR 527K i FE B C 1993 4F LA (S48 i D JUIN ik
KEFA T — & X—=2 GEAR UMK KEFEERT

http://www.agr.kyushu-u.ac.jp/lab/jikkensho/access.html,
201749 H 7THHE) »5, FBRIKRAOMMI &

72 HLREHUIEEN 361 T, 2000 LIRS LD
OWREE O FiEE EORMEHEE, =)
YL AL R Y, FOREEIRLRL OO, »
TG KR T LM (FHEOTE - ANTE) %L
FRSNTZDBDOTHAL. NAT, KT —F X=X TlIEFHR
W WKGENIZOWT, 4 H O BHRFAES O
BHREPSTF—F ML LI (O 7 — 3y M
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4%, http//www.hitanejp/~city/sizenok/ftka/kall.htm,
http://www.hita.ne.jp/~city/sizenok/ftnan/nan9.htm, 2017
F£11 H 8 HME). choo7—41E, %42 GIS T
— Y LOMEEBRH T B0, 3IKAY Va2 AT— )
ICHER SN/, ARIC284 XAy v 2y, FEN
W 3kA T2ty (2767) O 1EH %2 72 (Fig la).
RAFE, FRINACRIZE BT 2 ERMRAK R IZK
EARETHLT L =F oz /234 EET
(Table 1), % - B#EMAIE R (2013) (21E - 72

HI Ay ¥ 2803 o728 €Y 3 Aphyocypris
chinensis (1 X v ¥ 2), 5 '7/3% &0 3 Hemigrammo-
cypris rasborella (6), =T A Hemibarbus barbus (4), &
SIIE—Ho7T =453 > 7 RVHELTM) FLH5
NCT\W5b 5732/ KY) Rhinogobius flumineus 122> T
WXFAT L e o 72, H AL B & BIR S N723
B2 e OB EME 2 B L9 < T 57280, WRAMHIC
DWTHIEIEA (2010) 2ZF i)z £7-5E0Y L
oM (LUF, JidfafE) &UE AR % FIH 3 %

a -

Fig. 1.

The third meshes used for freshwater fish species distribution model development (a) and rivers with prediction

of potential fish fauna in the Chikugo-gawa river system(b). (1. Houshuyama River, 2. Oohi R., 3. Akatani R, 4. Ooya-
ma R, 5. Otoishi R, 6. Shiragitani R., 7. Kita R., 8 Myouken R., 9. Katsura R., 10. Shintate R., 11. Ninaibaru R., 12. Sada
R, 13. Ibome R, 14. Kuro R,, 15. Hutamata R., 16. Koishiwara R., 17. Yamami R, 18. Notori R, 19. Amouzu R, 20. Jinya
R, 21. Kusaba R., 22. Chikugo R, 23. Syouzu R, 24. Naragadani R., 25. Sakaitani R.)
FLRNKRMNIZ BN TETFTVREEEICHEH L7223k A v ¥ 2 (a) B X OFEAFEMZHEE L2 (). 1. F3RiL
JIL, 2. KRB, 3 ARa I, 40 KW, 5. AL 6. FIARBN, 7.4el, 8 Wb &L, 9. N1, 10, #raz)il, 11 ff)s
JI, 12,4800, 13 5B, 14 BJ1, 15 =3I, 16 /aEJ, 17 W&, 18 B &), 19. HAKJI, 20. M2,
21 FN, 22, 5k, 23. 8K, 24. =R » )11, 25. )1
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s (LUT, JBEEMEARE) (2K L7z (Table 1).
GIST—4%
PRAREFDOGAIL, GIS 2S5 N 2Bl 3D
W, HAHEE, FllTETHL RA - 2011). L
MNOPRAKMEEIZDOWTIE, GIS A—2ax—, [F# -5l
fhsy o rua— P4 —E R (E %@, http//nlftp.
mlit.gojp/ksj/, 2017 49 H 30 HEE) »5&E 5172
TEfi#R % vy, A A RK B OEER 72 55 A & Tl L 72

Table 1.
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B D S TS (Onikura 2015 : WA 2015). AHF
2CThH, AP —EALLAFLALIKRAY V2 (|
lkmx1km) OF—% ZfiH L 7. fE#FEE 3K
Ay TarT—4 (PFR23EE) 2561, AEOHER
i % JeA s B A HEME 2 AP A, T OA BE R 7KIR
RS AR E VS (ELE) & PR
g (SLO) Zi L7z, H#AM 3Kk A v v 2 CF
26 4EFE) 250, MWIDH D WIZIEE BRI o miED

e

List of freshwater fish species analyzed in this study.

JEATRS R & L 72K B3 A B

Japanese name & number of Category of RDB

Species No. Scientific name meshes with presence (MOE 2015)
1. River
1-1 Lethenteron sp. N. AFY Y A HHE, 15 VU
1-2 Anguilla japonica =k rourF 17 EN
1-3 Opsariichthys platypus FA AT, 182
1-4 Candidia temminckii Ly, 177
1-5 Phoxinus oxycephalus jouyi & HNY, 7T
1-6 Tribolodon hakonensis 77 A, 45
1-7 Sarcocheilichthys variegatus variegatus 717 14, 24 NT
1-8 Pungtungia herzi LA¥FY 7, 106
1-9 Pseudogobio esocinus esocinus =7, 139
1-10 Squalidus gracilis gracilis 4 MET I, 93
1-11 Cobitis matsubarae Y~ oY ay, 47 VU
1-12 Tachysurus aurantiacus TVT T FEINT, 42 VU
1-13 Liobagrus reinii 7, 13 VU
1-14 Plecoglossus altivelis altivelis T, 19
1-15 Oncorhynchus masou masou YA (Y= A), 8
1-16 Cottus pollux YA, 11 NT
1-17 Coreoperca kawamebari FTY=73, 56 EN
2. Floodplain
2-1 Cyprinus carpio a4, 57
2-2 Carassius sp. F7F, 147
2-3 Tanakia limbata 777K T, 55 NT
2-4 Tanakia lanceolata Y&, 38 NT
2-5 Acheilognathus tabira nakamurae Ry ET, 11 CR
2-6 Rhodeus ocellatus kurumeus ZwRYINT ST 82 CR
2-7 Rhodeus smithii smithii ANy ST, 41 EN
2-8 Acheilognathus rhombeus e Z, 25
2-9 Candidia sieboldii X< 5y, 31
2-10 Pseudorasbora parva EY I, 68
2-11 Biwia zezera ¥¥7, 25 VU
2-12 Abbottina rivularis vF 7%, 51 EN
2-13 Misgurnus anguillicaudatus FTaw, 20
2-14 Cobitis kaibarai TUVTHTHAYY~<KTaw, 32 EN
2-15 Silurus asotus F< X, 50
2-16 Odontobutis obscura N> a, 156
2-17 Oryzias latipes IFIAYT, 65 VU
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AEWICEED 5 ITHENICEE TS LR HEL,
A A OK H T R RICE; #% bk T 4§ FOR: 45 i A #
URB) &, #WAKBOBM L LI /KEHE (AREA) %
WLz F/2, wil CPRI19FE) 2»61d, Ko
SRV OIEL ) 25 3 WA v ¥ aNOMI DO
MR (LINE) %ihiliL7z. $£7:, AREA % LINE TH¥
ZET, 3RAy Y aNOMNOFIW ZlEE 4 A — ¥
L72Z% (WID) &8 L7 GIST — % WHIZiX
Quantum GIS 2.18.11 (https://www.qgis.org/ja/site/for
users/download.html) % il L 7z.
AT

KO - AE (1-0) 2MVER, GIST—4 %l
2SR L LT, BEIEEICESC ZHu Y AT 4 v s

BURGHT AT > 72, A, BREOIEEPfEE 0.200 & L,

WIEAE S L QWA A HEINICHIR L TOir 45 &9
27Uy g AwE L. T IR HEANIR A 6 <
WM EZEL (& 21, BREIEH 2013 ; Onikura
2015 ; Koyama et al. 2016), T Hi Al H % i < 54
(ELE, SLO, AREA, LINE, WID) (22w Tld, =3
YN A TN L7-. "WIROINEHRI, —RIEAIE D
ODTREPHDOEGEIH LN TE S, 200D, &
S, THRELY SUEER e GO BB ITV, #
RENTERORF 5 2R L, Filor— 124726 7%
WA TERHZ BRI L T, AFGEIRE DR L7

REEE S NTZET IOV, BHAME & FE o B ARE
% AR5 728, Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC)
Ai#E % 5 %, Area under the curve (AUC) & & L 72
AUC EZHEAARIOE T VORERIEICHHATE (/2
k21X, Sato et al. 2010 : Koyama et al. 2016), < DfEAS
0.7%H2 5 LMIERIEE, 009%B2 2 LHmWIEEL
FIWr 2 b (Akobeng 2007), AWIFETIZZ DHAT0.7
BHMEE LC, BIERETIVSREE SN O, K
HE A TOSAMOT RS HEE L7z, £72, ROC 5#T
TIE, MrZE#osy b+ 7 (COV) bHINTE 2.
ZO—FEN R FRII20H D, mEOH B EKT S
AUC=1.0 (ROC i/ L) 1ZHebimvrEhy, Hb
WIZHIBITE TV WZ & 2 BT 5 AUC=0.5 Ofh
5 b\ A (Younden index) 2YV#H 415 (Akobeng
2007). ARWFFETIE, BT VIR S N/ KM OFTE
B9 72 A OTTREME (0 ~ 1 2283 2 @i (29
BAE - ATEMOBEOJEICZ D, ROC AR Z M L,
IO G E FERT 5 AUC=1.0 12, b TV A% COV
EL7 B, 25 OMMTIZIE, EXCEL #tat 2015
(SSRI, #x() ZfHH L7

BIERXKKAREOHETE

XL, PR 29 48 7 A LML ER SR ToOmEI K E
Mo AT & HIER & L7z (Fig la). 60 GIS &
—AR=TU PSP 2941 H 1 HE ST A
FL, IEHISEELZDED 3IRA Y > 2® ELE, SLO,
RICE, FOR, URB, AREA, LINE, WID % #ili Hi L T
I NT-ETVIINEL, Ay ¥ a2 T DM
O REMEEFHR L. 20, UTOSEMET, WHon
Rtk 37 v 71287z (DUF, HBIRT Y vk
Frd).

MR T V¥ v UAE W (High) @ COV MLk
KTV ¥ VAHEDOHE (Medium) : 1/2X COV~COV
RT 27 VMR TE (Low) @ 1/2 X COV Aiif
BT, PR 2148 3 H 27 OB S ofig A v ¥ 27—
Fx GISHK ==V L) AFL, HRMESEELR)E
I — & A L, S HEAGIEISER L7 (525
W, Fig. 1b). 7=72L, #ZNEEESRT 2010
AL, BOPONTNNEA Y ¥ 27— 7 WTRHERI &
LTHbiiTnizizo, HE 7 AINREKINRLOVTIHE,
g, WX O R ey, B A ER L 72
ZLT, ZmE 0% EELZNVE)IRAY V2 %k
BIRL, 215D A v ¥ 2 OBTENAEMZ M- T, i
N ENZRFEOHIRT v v VEEH L7

S

PHEETIVESHBETH

HZHEOETNVOMBREE AFEE BHANEB IO
ROC 43R % Table 2 12" 5. S TETIVOHENE
WHERR S, 209 5 32FTAUCHHAY0.7 w8z 7-.
yHaoy (1-5) LEVI, ¥¥F, VF7F (2-10~
2-12) IZOWTIFAUCHAZS 0.9 %2 TEH, T4
(2-1) LF~ X (2-15) A 0.7 % Flalo 7z, BHBIR
X, A4 (1-3), »Iay (1-4), ¥r7F (2-2),
Fra (2-16) O &) BRFET— 5 BAH 100 82 AT
o7z (Table 2).

FZHOET VGRS NAHHEERIZOWT, 7,
SR EFHIBEME S S ELE & SLO & (Table 3), 1
FN2BFEE I3HISEINS N, WINDHBINL 2h o7
DIFAFYY A (1-1), 72 (1-14) & F>a (2-16)
D3 o7z LE R AEIEETOr — A TELE &
SLO # D& E LCRIRL 72—k, i)l ixiE
B, WRERES LIS A o7z BRI E oS
— % T % RICE, FOR, URB # X UF AREA 1% 8 ~12



Table 2. Statistical summary on model accuracy of each species by binomial logistic regression analysis and re-
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ceiver operating characteristic curve analysis.

CHO VAT 4 v 7 WRaiB L OTROC M L A BT VISR ICHE T A FEMEOEY (A IER 1O

T Zi).

Species No.

v

(Misclassification, %)

AUC
(Cut off point)

1-1 0.239* (5.28) 0.796* (0.085)
1-2 0.290* (5.99) 0.810* (0.067)
1-3 0.513* (23.94) 0.794* (0.634)
1-4 0.561* (23.24) 0.817* (0.536)
1-5 0.678* (15.14) 0.907* (0.248)
1-6 0.417* (15.14) 0.787* (0.158)
1-7 0.394* (8.45) 0.846* (0.078)
1-8 0.411* (32.75) 0.739* (0.404)
1-9 0.457* (31.69) 0.761* (0.473)
1-10 0.431* (28.87) 0.763* (0.346)
1-11 0.338* (15.85) 0.762* (0.150)
1-12 0.424* (11.97) 0.769* (0.186)
1-13 0.343* (4.23) 0.842* (0.041)
1-14 0.262* (6.34) 0.746* (0.076)
1-15 0.367* (2.82) 0.894* (0.040)
1-16 0.318™ (3.87) 0.888* (0.061)
1-17 0.294* (20.42) 0.708* (0.222)

Species No. " AUC

(Misclassification, %)  (Cut off point)
2-1 0.204* (20.07) 0.679* (0.260)
2-2 0.569* (23.24) 0.823* (0.536)
2-3 0.462 (17.96) 0.821* (0.186)
2-4 0.469* (13.38) 0.867* (0.188)
2-5 0.228* (3.87) 0.779* (0.046)
2-6 0.614* (17.61) 0.882 (0.420)
2-7 0.536* (13.03) 0.889* (0.165)
2-8 0.425* (8.80) 0.866* (0.129)
2-9 0.359* (10.92) 0.822* (0.181)
2-10 0.783" (7.04) 0.945* (0.366)
2-11 0.517* (8.80) 0.920* (0.170)
2-12 0.739* (8.80) 0.945* (0.366)
2-13 0.252* (7.04) 0.772* (0.080)
2-14 0.445* (9.15) 0.858* (0.155)
2-15 0.281* (17.25) 0.692* (0.212)
2-16 0.409* (30.99) 0.735" (0.549)
2-17 0.580* (19.72) 0.876* (0.302)

Species names are indicated in “Species No.” of Table 1. Significant level (p<<0.01**)

FEIGERIRES N, INSOPTIIHENS  OfIZH#IRS

172 RICE 4,

LR Tl IELS,
L7-fafEN % > 72 (Table 4).

FE T B ER
Ay v 2 NOFA)IE
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M3 (2-5~2-7) LT UTHr AV R aw (2-14),
IFIAFH (2-17) TILORIBROMIIBNEWRT V¥
YINVTHolz—J, ¥¥TF (2-11) LvF7F%F (2-12)

Td % LINE 1 24 F |2 WID 13 5 fHIZ#IR X 7z (Table
5). %< OMIZEINE N/ LINE TlE, BEEETIZE
DOFINE MBI ORING H o720 DD, EERMIZIEDE
ELCGERT 2 MHEN L 0o 72,
BEOHBEFRT > vIVEHE S h 3 HEAIE
HIATH, WIERIZ B A S & UL R AR
HWBRT VX% Table 6 & 712F &7z, I
FEIZDWTIE (Table 6), #7742 (1-4) A&/ T
BWRF U X VEIRL, AT (1-5) EAFY s
(1-8) ASZNITHi 7z I, VBT > 2 v Lol
BB hro-0l%, hovnhH4 (1-7) THho/lz. #ik
e T, AFvyx (1-1), =k F+F (1-2),
Yv by~ FTay (1-11), 74% (1-13), +v=5
32 (1-17) THWRF Yy VoimlEh 15 8z,
TV T ENT (1-12) TRZEOEN 1L TH -7z,
BRI DWW TIE (Table 7), FYaw (2-13),
Fra (2-16) #FWVW72eTT, BRT Y ¥ X Vo
NEAFEE TFRY, PR O CERWRT Y2 v )b
OFINEAT15 L ETH - 7. MRk, 2+

TIXZ0HIE5 % FHE - 7.
EANOHEE HIRTER

FWIHBLR T > 2 v V2R iR A BT 5
EHGEL T, Ko g LB EE A e &, w)ll
PEAfECIE (Table 6), 4 17 #iAS RJII (River No. 8),
frlE I (1), AEEJI (12), /AN (16) (ZHEEL,
FAR (6), I (9), R (3) 2SZFNITH 72,
TNEEEE S D o701k, SR (5), izl
(10), =3I (15), MR (20) &J|E) (25) T#
ORUE 10 % T A - 72,

L AAE IS D Cld (Table 7), 415 O I EL
PHEE S N2k HZN (22) AT, EHII (12),
I (15) Tl4fE, I (9) TI3fHE o7 &
72, HEEMBE R A 2 I8 % <, ZBRILI (D),
AN (B) IXIEE A AR L 1 RS B L 21T BE
PEAR S 7z

FNE, B RMEZ & bE 72Tk (Fig 2a),
N (12) Tz 31FE, A1 (9), AR (16),
gite)ll (22) T29ME, R Q) &AE)I (11) T
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Table 3. Coefficient of explanatory variable selected by binominal logistic regres-
sion model (ELE & SLO).
BN SN-FAAE (B S FE) oflk g idE1 oF722R).

Coefficient of each explanatory variable

Species No. 5 5
Intercept ELE ELE SLO SLO
1-1 -8.672
1-2 -5.707 1.007* -0.0813*
1-3 0.321  -0.00621*
1-4 -1.281 0.0348*  -0.0000528**
1-5 0.131 0.00457*
1-6 -5.040 0.0218*  -0.0000292*
1-7 -2.737 -1.326*
1-8 -2.428 0.0218*  -0.0000381**
1-9 -0.821 0.0296™  -0.0000476*
1-10 -1.211  -0.00673* 0.404* -0.0465*
1-11 -2.916 0.0322*  -0.0000524** -0.285*
1-12 -2.623  -0.00530*
1-13 -9.000 1.148* -0.0485*
1-14 -4.663
1-15 -6.138 0.00545 0.172
1-16 -8.400 1.483* -0.0934*
1-17 -2.450  -0.00799*
2-1 -0.946  -0.00491*
2-2 0.036  -0.00628* -0.237*
2-3 -2.345 -0.0114*
2-4 -1.075 -2.726*
2-5 -2.800 -1.788
2-6 -2.545 -0.0157*
2-7 -3.100 -0.0422* -0.9355*
2-8 -3.633 -0.0430*
2-9 -0.478 -0.0521*
2-10 -2.570 -0.0781*
2-11 -1.654 -6.883*
2-12 -0.063 -0.1589*
2-13 -4.543 -0.151
2-14 -2.760 -0.0258*
2-15 -2.082  -0.00413*
2-16 3.843
2-17 -0.102 -0.0653*

Species names are indicated in “Species No.” of Table 1. Significant level (p<<0.05%
p<0.01*)
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Table 4. Coefficient of explanatory variable selected by binominal logistic regres-
sion model (RICE, FOR, URB & AREA).
BN S NFLE (DR ok (JRIEER1 oF72sR)

Coefficient of each explanatory variable
RICE FOR URB AREA AREA’

1-1 0.0107

1-2 0.0380
1-3 -0.0103

1-4 -0.0127 -0.0354

1-5 -0.0256™ -0.0274 -0.120™
1-6 0.0249* 0.198*  -0.00320"
1-7

1-8 -0.00945 -0.0281"

1-9 -0.00913 -0.0537

1-10

1-11 0.0259
1-12 -0.0182

1-13 0.0586™

1-14 0.0224* 0.218"  -0.00366"
1-15

1-16

1-17 0.0251*

2-1

2-2 0.0218™ 0.0230

2-3

2-4 -0.0146

2-5

2-6 0.0292 0.0251"

2-7 0.1152* -0.0305
2-8 -0.0436
2-9

2-10 0.0520™ 0.0943* 0.0314

2-11 0.0219 0.0726*
2-12 0.0232" 0.1589* 0.0360*
2-13 -0.0379*

2-14

2-15

2-16 -0.0487*  -0.0452*  -0.0363" -0.0611*
2-17 -0.0509*

Species names are indicated in “Species No.” of Table 1. Significant level (p<<0.05,
p<0.01*)

Species No.
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Table 5. Coefficient of explanatory variable selected by binominal lo-
gistic regression model (LINE & WID).
RS N-HIAZE GG o/ (HEREER1 oF 5

LB,
Coefficient of each explanatory variable
Species No. 5 5
LINE LINE WID WID
1-1 4.203" -0.372
1-2 0.535*
1-3 0.725* 0.0136* -0.0000433*
1-4 0.768*
1-5
1-6
1-7 0.637*
1-8 1.469* -0.196*
1-9 0.543*
1-10 0.476*
1-11
1-12 0.840*
1-13
1-14
1-15
1-16 0.560
1-17 0.595"
2-1
2-2
2-3 0.817"
2-4 0.549*
2-5 0.334
2-6 0.00592*
2-7 2.072* -0.202
2-8 2.314* -0.316*
2-9 -0.00297
2-10 -0.515* 0.00641
2-11 -0.358 -0.00500
2-12 -0.363
2-13 2.358" -0.3372
2-14 0.820*
2-15 0.465*
2-16 1.068* -0.109
2-17 0.686*

Species names are indicated in “Species No.” of Table 1. Significant level
(p<0.05*, p<0.01*)
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Table 6. Potential distribution (H: high probability, M: medium probability, L: low probability) of each river fish species
in each river flowing into the Asakura City and Toho Village.

FET, W Z RN A2 & oW IES A MBLA T > ¥ v v (HHIEELOF S,

%R oF

GRBH).

Species River No. N. of rivers
No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 H M L
1-1 HHHMULHTLHHMHUHMMIMHEUHEUHEHEUHEHHUHEMHTLTILL 16 4 5
1-2 HHHHMHIHHHHHIHMUHEILHHEHEHIHMUEHEHEUHEHHE 21 3 1
1-3 M HHMMHHUHHUHHHMMUBHEUHEHUHHUHHHUHHUHMM I8 7 0
1-4 H HHHUHHUHEHEHEHUHEHHEUHEMHEHUHEHEUHUHEHHEHUHHUHEHEUHHH 25 0 0
1-5 HHHHUHHHHHUHEHHIHEHHIHEHMUEEHEEHEUHILUHHUHEHEHE 221 1
1-6 H HHHUHHUHHUHHILHIHUHHHTILHMHEIHEHTLMMMMUHM 17 5 3
1-7 L L L L L L L HHHHHTILIULMHMHTILILILMHUHUHTILTILL 10 0 15
1-8 H HHHUHHUHEMHEHEHUHEHHEHUHEHEUHEMHEHEHUHEHEHUHHEUHEHEHMM 2 2 0
1-9 HHHMMHUHHHUHHUHEHHUHEHHAHHHHEHMMHEUHEHHHM 21 4 0
1-10 L M HL L HHHUHHHUHTLMUHUHUHHMMUBHEUHEUHEUHHMMIL 6 4
-11 H H H HHHUHHUHMUHEHEIHEUHEHMUHEHEUHEHEMMUHEUHHUH 21 4 0
-2 L MM L L HM HHMHH L L HHHMM®MHHHEHMTILL 11 7 7
1-13 H HHHUHHUHIHUHMUHEIHMHEIHMMUMHEHEUHEHTLHUHHUHM 21 3 1
-4 H H HHHHMHUHTILHHHHILHMHHMUHEHMHEH 19 4 2
-15 H H H HHHUHHUHILUHHHUHEHTILIHILUHHTLMMMMHTL 17 3 5
-6 H H H HMHUHHMILHHMHUHILIHHEIHEHETLHMUHEIHEM 18 4 3
1-17 M HHUHMUHHMUHHHMMHUHMUHUHUHUHHUHHHHUHMUHE 19 6 0

N. of species

H 12 14 15 11 8 16 12 17 16 8 17 17 10 12 9 17 13 14 13 9 14 14 11 10 6
M 2 2 1 3 5 0 3 015 004 3 3 0 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 47
L 3113 4 1 2 0 04 OO 3 2 5 0 2 1 1 5 00 2 3 14

Species and river names are indicated in

2WFEELRY, FEEDOLIINIER 30m Ko ) 7
oz ol L (Fig 2b). T 72, B9 30 m oK
EREHOILL 2D ST, EAMESR R WA

(10), =3JI (15), M (20) 122\ Tk (Fig 2a),

BEEOEBWI) 7T 2L RV TH L HTIHEL 72
(Fig. 2b). e MBUER & S OBMRMEE BT L& 2
A, BE R AT B E o R/MEIZE B A OME
(Spearman’s »=-0.899, p<<0.01) 25FEHSN/z—TF, M
IS e (KM — f/ME) ORMICEERIE
DOAIRY (Spearman’s »=0.620, p<<0.01) H5F2&D H L7z,

TR A e L GEIRL - IConT, 1320
B ZFOFEMNOET— 5 OhRfis L, EEDir
AL XTI B E W& 2 A (Fig 3), IBE RN
D% DHRAIIE T OMEFH 72O L, )l
DM TIE 2P L3, SHEANNEL, 4FEAT T A
D O AT,

“Species No.” of Table 1 and “River No.” of Figure 1, respectively.

z ¥

WA, GIS DFET, FUEHK 2 W R0 S kk 4 7
BRELE SRS - BT X2 X912, TN 238
LR, WA TR A IS EERE LTETVEREL,
iV EEORE (/22 21X, Kano et al. 2010 ; Onikura
et al. 2012 ; Onikura 2015) X°, #PRMAFHOEM (2L 2
I£, Sato et al. 2010 ; Y & (2 #* 2013 ; Onikura et al.
2013) 72 EANOIRHERA DI HRE SN T D, Z
LT, 4m, fEHOFHRIZZ Ll o % EHEIA
LECTRZIERSLE )T, GIS & - 7 7
MO E &AM, Z OB TR TS0
LORERT CER294F 7 A LN LR 58 ™ 31 & F
2017) B L OFRERE (RA 2018a) ICEMI SN 4
B OWFRRAE, KEEDFEA L 72O R (3
A O H 2 3 A 72 00T, SR I T 5.
[E 238l JUN M AR R Cld, SRRIIAGR & E K
RIHW L 72K R T v v v v~y TOH % AT
BY GEILZ2 2019), 4%, LNV bInH LN



180

ISR T 23(1), 2020

Table 7. Potential distribution (H: high probability, M: medium probability, L: low probability) of each floodplain fish spe-
cies in each river flowing into the Asakura City and Toho Village.

BAT, R Z A A 2 e OLEEES AR MBI T v v b (AR OFS,

AR @

FHLEH).

Species River No. N. of rivers
No. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 H M L
2-2 M MMMILMIULHMHHHHILMHUHIHEMMMUBHEUHEUHETLTILMIl 9 5
2-3 L L L L L HMHHUHMHUHTILILHUHHMTILHUHUHEMTLL 12 3 10
2-4 L L L L L L L HHMMMHTILILHUHTILILLHMUHL L L 7 3 15
2-5 L L L L L L L HHMHUHT LIULUHUHTI LILLHUHHTL L L 9 1 15
2-6 L L L L L L L HHMHHT LI LMHHT LTLILHUHHTIL L L 9 1 15
2-7 L L L L L L L HHHHHTLILHMHTLILLHUHMHTLUL L 10 0 15
2-8 L L L L L L L HHHHHTLILHMHTLILILHUHMHTLL L 10 0 15
2-9 L L L L L L L MHMMHTLTULHHT LTLILHTLHL L L 6 3 16
2-10 L L L L L L L MHULUHHT LI LHMTLTLILMMTLHTL L L 5 3 17
2-11 L L L L L L L MHULULHIULIULHHMMTLILLMTULHTL L L 4 3 18
2-12 L L L L L L L L MULLMTLIULMTLTULULULL L HUL L L 1 3 21
2-13 M HHMULHMUHMHMUHHMMUBHEUHEIHETILMUHUHEUHEMTLL 13 8 4
2-14 L L L L L L L HMMUHHTILULHUHTILL L HHUHL L L g8 2 15
2-16 M HHHMUHUHUHUHUHMHUHMHUHMHUHMHUHMHUHMHUHMHHH 23 2 0
2-17 L L L L L L L HHHHHILILMHMHTILILILMHUHMHETLTILUL 10 0 15

N. of species

High o 2 2 1 0 3 111 13 6 11 14 1 1 14 12 4 1 1 12 10 15 1 1

Medium 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 3 2 6 2 1 1 2 1 2 0 2 2 2 1 0 2 0 1

Low 12 12 12 12 14 11 12 1 0 3 2 01312 0 1 11 12 12 1 4 0 12 14 13

Species and river names are indicated in “Species No.” of Table 1 and “River No.” of Figure 1, respectively.

WADHE L5REINFETE 5.

72720, X0EEA RBIETIOX ) RiEES T TV
EEHA LTV L7202, Ml _EELH L. Ok
O, IBELEHE L THHTE BEWSAT T — 5 DL 7%
STh5H. WE, KLOEZBFAZ &TOAEY IR
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BODDOTE L OBBEMPELIT o 12 FERED B o 7272
WIZ, BETFUHPEETE /. WA - ¥ (2011) &, K
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YIEHATO BT -l IRoTLE-> T AR
DT = N=2LzRE LTV 5.

WA - § (2011) 1, Allan & Castillo (2007) @3]l
AREROREHEEETIH L 2255, GIS 1HHRIZEDI W
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DAL DOEMIFED V2T IVICIE, TR O MR
() =FRNnESy ML) PFHICEETL TV,
FO0, FHIEETH> T, FEEIZEIAEE V) 7
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BT 5 5MOHE - BlEANTNEMEO B2 5 & v
IEZFTTHD, FEBIZ, Onikura (2015) &, T0F
AHCHEDNT, HAHoEBE R (Fill, FEE
BICTE) TH0H, FA (FENIFE, FEINIATE) T5
D% BT LA EITo TV D,

LA L%, SRoOFEINKROEE, KREBE
EROHERETH L. KEFIMBEMHTEIITHONT
W, O A TEAEYIREEIZE TR Z 21
N ERH Y, £ os, Tk FEHOMEICFE
DL HEBRELZIT) TENRNTE RV, 22522, 40
ORI (PUTHEE o 2affE) %, &l
TITbNAEIH, ETHIZY > TOHEE L, Tl
SN O 2 A By QR KBS AL, IR R 722
EOTREOMERE) 2 RERE D Al FAELTBL
CEPKUITH L. FRSETEMZ 543 5 1 REMEA E
FEREEAE IOV T, ZNOPERESET L2 0d LN
HWZ EEREEE LT, WM EZIT > Tz 72 & 72w,

Al OF3EC, YoKBIEOEAEN RN L i)l
N, FENL, ANEENL, Sl @RI, s 2
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Fig. 2. Number of potential fish species estimated by species distribution models in each riv-
er (River names are shown in “River No.” of Figure 1) and elevation data (average and
range) of the third meshes (approximately 1 km X 1 km) in catchment area of each river.
WIS N2 7OV CTHERE S N2 Z00) 1 OB e R 20 M fi g (I, R 5 )
BLOZEINOFA v 2 (9 1kmx1km) OEEHE L ZOFIHME.

E) iE, EE30m RO XH % - Tw/z (Fig. 2b).
F 72, LEE SO M E S ICE ORI 5
N7-Z &, MO T 2INE MM E vz L X,
LEEOBESMAE S TEHWHBER T v Yy VR RT
Zk (Fig.3) 7SR EN. TR OMEFIL, HIES
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J, AEENL, ANEEN, BAREN, &, mallzE)
IZDOWTUE, RIS U TRE - BANSE 2 54E0H
BbbIbEEEL TTo T2 E& 20,
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Fig. 3. Response curves of several fish species (Species names are shown in
“Species No.” of Table 1) on potential distribution models for elevation.
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