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The State and Problems of Lemur Conservation in the Berenty Reserve,

Southern Madagascar

IcHino Shinichiro™

Lemurs are primates endemic to Madagascar, and most of them are in danger of extinc-
tion, mainly due to deforestation. Berenty Private Reserve is a gallery forest along the
Mandrare river, southern Madagascar, which is dominated by tamarind (Tamarindus
indica) trees and characterized by a high density of lemur populations. Lemurs of
Berenty have been protected from hunting and environmental changes since 1936.
In the last two decades, since the reserve was opened to tourists, several phenomena
occurred in the Berenty: increase of ring-tailed lemur (Lemur catta) and human-intro-
duced red-fronted brown lemur (Eulemur rufus) populations, large tamarind death,
and alopecia syndrome among ring-tailed lemurs. These phenomena are potential risks
that might cause instability of lemur populations in Berenty, but it is still difficult to de-
termine the primary causes. In this paper, I summarize state of conservation of lemurs

in Berenty Reserve and discuss the potentiality of the small-sized protected forest.

1. & L ®

1.1 VX HAHNDOEYR OB %

BT AN, 77V HIREOKRETEIHH 400km fEn7e 1> RELE (i 11 B 57
SPIn6 25 B 36 43, WRE 43 B 12 2005 50 B 17 4)) IThE T S, HADH 1.6 o miftz
HOERRETHS.

2 B AT MEIFIC S FE R VER TR N TS, £ ZIAERT 2RO
80%, FJH, WM, JeHUEHD 90%LL L, WHALED 80% L. LIXEARTH D [IIE 1999].
Fio, WSS EHMIMOL 1L, BRGEROBRDRL, TORTEERICHMEL

*IRARR AR A BLAEIIZER], - Graduate School of Science, Kyoto University
2006 4 7 A 31 H=ZAF, 2006 45 11 A 7 H3ZH
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TWB NS E#MAEDLD [T KL —% 1999; 7.0 - 5 1999].

< EH AR NOWAIMERBIL CTAHD &, 77U HRKETITIEICAHSND DS <
BRIML TG, BAFERLS &, <X HAIVITIEREH, JokH, flH, BRRHICE
T HLENRFE 101 FERER L TS IZT X2 [Goodman et al. 2003].

ZNHOHHEHOPTH BERHIZSHRICHEMEL TWD. & M ERWe=E T AT VOEER
FiZ, TRTFREHOXFY XA THIZEL, FY XA Lemur: L A—)) | L&
INTW3B, BlAEOX Y X PAVEIZ~EH ATV L ZOLLGEIIZOARER L T3, #ix
FHIFHEOFEARLRHAEMOILKITE 722w, BUEX Y RPNV OREBIZHENL TBY, &H O
Tl 68 FRIZDHFHEINTWD [Mittermeier et al. 2006].

¥/, BUEARMHREN TS XY R PL, TRTIEHADAEARET, TRHNRE
T2 5 IR TR~ X H A VEARICTH D, FEEHICET 8 (RS 37y 7 -7
7 U IHIRIC AL TWD A, FYRPEARERLS &, TRNTMIORTEICERRILL T
5. FRITH LT, FYRPFVBITIETELANOHES L L, HEbLHRTH L. hoT
DT T 7 VAR E R Y, <X H A VITIFERFITAER L TWiRy, BERMOB A
Mol Z & THRESEMMEA OELZ L Fle e EX BN TS, TDXHIT, FY RPN
ISR~ & T AT N DI OFFA DO V& D TH 2.

< B H AT N DLW CTH D HITIX, BLUFO 3 SaBFohTtnd, (1) fhok
Be (77U W KBEoA > NHLKRE) A Sl RORMOAERZNSIMNL, hE DML
BLFl, Q) hoKENSHENZBITRALRAEMIZE 5T, EHWRERE D=y F (%
TBIIHLAL) 2B NTEY, LRIGEINBIRTE 25608 H o7, 3) KREIWNAERSHILT S
BT O KBED SEEN DT, OB THHHEINRNWTE .

BT ATINDT 70 IKREEPLBEEL DX, YaSforh - %l (1 1% 6,000 J74ERT)
ThdeHEsnTBy [IE 1999], ZD%b 1> NI RERSCHRERREMmARE 21X 8,000 )7
MH 1% 2,000 FERTE TORB > TN EEZ LN TWS [Krause et al. 1997]. NfEN <
BT AT NATEN#E U T RN LR ETH D L EZ LN TR Y, AR WEZ & 2R3l
DOFEHLEA 2,000 FEHTO S D TH 2 [MacPhee and Burney 19911,

1.2 P EH A A NOEPIHRIO R

< BT AT VTR OIS EMEITE AT D LRKHT, Z I3 EEm o4 8o % <
PR T B ERIESE NI TH 5. <X T AB NV TIE, HEO 90%LL LR TIZHIKL 72
EEZLNTEY, HEDFMOBEIEITL TS [Mittermeier et al. 2006]. <X T AT
Mix, HROEMERMED TRy h ARy b LTS, HRANICAH TR BLEOR W
ENKEL INBZHIBOOEDTH D [Mittermeier et al. 2006].

REHAINTRETTREL OHWHHEIEL TS, TV FIEEORZIEIBH-T
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Megaladapis edwardsi 72 072 < &b 16 FROKB D ZYP AV [Godfrey er al. 1997] K
WMOEBHTHD AN =2 (Aepyornis maximus 72 E) 7 & [TLE -1 19991 23, 5%
PRI L 72 2 &R HE N TS, T D OIS RBITIE X 2R, DI Edtid
A6 K< T 1,000 FHTETORE sTc & HABRINTNS, HIEDOKRHIRS NIHDO < & H A%
NMZBEBZELU TR & —E L TR Y, HIEL BTN TREDEYTH D Z &b, FHeE
BH DB Z 5 RIF Y XY VK, KREURSEHOMIE & B L TV D & 5 BB —#i T
H5b.

1.3 V& H AHNDHBRMRHEBGE

S ET AN, MR THRICERRIEYEZ DD 18 O TATLHEMEREE] o0 LD
L TIHRAEEI O FTEL R EE 2> TWad [Mittermeier et al. 2006]. <X H AT WMIZBIT
2 EME RO R AT I RN BB RRE OO D TH DT, ~XHAKNVBIFIL, %<0
B A E BRI 72 F AR A LR L €, ZOMBEICZIRY A TS,

< BT AT NTR D HIRMRFEX, 1987 4RI A ) 74 V=T DX ¥ ¥V > (Catherine)
BTSN ERBICBNT, RAMMREILSE (WWF), =a2—3—78mPa (FEAE
MIRAEEER), Ta—I RFEREY 4 —, Yo Fr ndBPRE, Vv —Y—F4EEW S
AN, SAX=VHME, 1 =—VK¥ERE, <& T AR VOB O BTG 7 A
B D OFEBSHBONRERFTH LEVE D o Z S AKAL Uiz [Wright 1997]. Z 0%
HITIE, ~EHAINBIO 3 DOE OKFEHHEE, @EEES, WHIFESE) OFEEN
SINL, HEHEERICOVWTHIELEVRS k.

Z D%, 1988 (EITIT~ X H RAINTRIT D 1S EBREGEFIH (EAP) A3HE X, 1990
AEPDFRHCENL AR ER#EX 2R L TEBESNTHD DX 1999]. E#EHm <X, 7
A HEBEBEFET (USAID) R RF—e22b, BEFEZSE (ONE) I2k-T 3 DOBREEH
(KEEPEM, TRADEM, SAVEM) 72588 BN T3, BUE<~ X T A B MIiTid 50 LLEORH#H
WAL, ERREXSENARIIARE IS (ANGAP) KXo THEHEIN TV,

< X HAHNOBEERIL, EMLREORERZ T TIER L, BEDRE LS X S RBHRE
ELHALTEDONTWDIONEMTH D, < EHAINFMRAOREFEDOVOEDOTHY,
IR S & e UIZRAFTI OZITHED RN EE X BN TS, 207, &N
IR BT IR R ORI, RFMUHZEDRETrY =7 LT, ERSM
BIfR4A: (community-based conservation) ASHAFIH & 72> TS [Wright 1997]. HTH =
Y — U RAFHIRIREFEZE L U CRRCEER STV 5.

14 YR FUHOHEA

REHADNOBEEDOHR TS, Y X FNVFHOMRBIIFFHCEEFAIN TS, 1998 4
KR EHATNOER, Tr&2FF 1T ThRfESNRZE 17 BEBREREPRT, KEEEX
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L el, RBEKE, ERHEE, BIRBGESCHCKHEEORMEAHET2EENTrY = s h &
LTI bz [PH 1998]. ZOZ L%, <& H AW NVBIFRE Y F YAV OMFE0Mm 4
FEHEHLTND I EERLTNS.

Y RYPNHD X 5 ILFEMPBEL, athomeBoRe %% % 5854, Biflichb 58
MZeWrZemshiicie s, £, —fic, 2O X5 BHIE, HECHD D1 < 2OHERK
TN, ZOMERET DI LITE>T, HMEEP—EDOENEMLRIEZHMEFFTE 20
REMEASE, TEIEICD, Y RPAEIE, <X HAD N OHMAERERICIIT B 5o &<
BB E & U THREL T 5 [#l%1X, Birkinshaw and Colquhoun 1998].

BT, FYRPFAVBUIEH A NVICRBIT D RETEH 2R BT 2HMO0L>THY, #l
K EOARUEDE. %< 0BG, FYXFABIIMREX BT zay 7 —0OHELR->T
W5, TOXoIT, VRPN FHOMBITHSEFNMILA S S EEENENE VWL S,

2. A LD

2.1 /DB PREIX

HAAREX ZET D & XL, DEOKBIRRRHEX 2 RET &0, SEO/NIRR R
X ZHET L&D, WS E (SLOSS M) 1%, MRAeEmEEOM TS TEk
[Diamond 1975; Simberloff and Abele 1976, 1982]. BIfETIX, —ITITAFIR A RH#EX DIF
IMEETHDEARABRENTND LS THDIH, NIBLRIREX TH-Th, L<BFHEINE
REXZNLSOPRET DT LILE-> T, SRMICERERMBRESN, %  OIEEREZAHE
FCTX B EEMENRSD B [Simberloff and Gotelli 1984]. B D/NFAEAARHEX ZRET DT &
OHJFELTEZLNDDIE, BT 3 ATH5. (1) MWKEBMOBA, FHx, KELED
KRB KT IS U TRIRBTE S, 2) FMAKOBURT DL BN 2T & 2 TRkt
5, Q) LATEBWIEHNTES,

Flo, RBWRRHEX OFKED & OIS TH EBITE DI TIdign & v 5 BTN 22 R
BB, HAOWHALRE L <, KHBZRIRHEXZ DD DIFRE T ERNIGE R 7o ITR i Hh IS
ICHRE SN NICE AT D R RIS BB X &2k e v, BIFRFIAOHIREHR LY 35
TLizE o> T, R#EX LHIBEROBOHLE WS Frie2fEE LI E2 586055, KIC
RBEX OB REZE LT LTS, BEHAMTEMMPRNVEDIL, KA ED b T,
FERITIIRHEX e L THEEL WA D H D, 20 X 5 2l ik, /N2 REXIZB N
T, TEXBHRIRLRERZREZREL TOL EDOFEE#ERTILERD D,

X AT N DFHERIIWT AL ET L TR, 4% S HIHEITL TW L DIFATETH D
EEZLNTNDS, I EHINT/MUERREX ZNPITEHL TN NS T e X
HAINTIIHEBERFEL 2D THA .
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VIR T D < XA AT IVEEEE, BRI A DN DA, RO FHED L NE Z
HICOHRIGEL, NP HEEND & REA XK ICE X b 5. IR N > THAIRIC S
LTnWbk, LASHILLSTOWHEKRTH S, 20k, 75057 —va v OIERRLANOH
IMOFEETHRMBDPET LTS, PR T, ~&HAHVEIHRICE, # 4,510ha
UDBERR D > TR EHERI ST S [Sauther et al. 1999]. AL ORAHTEH 5 X
LT o RHER BT D~ Y L (Mandrare) I NREICAEET 51081, 1962 i
135 80km 1ITh e WIEIE LT [Jolly 1966] 25, BIFETIEWI AL L7 2 Dotk (Hb¥ Tl
Fi# 350ha) L THRWN,

22 RNV VT4 REX ORI

L VT 1 RH#IX (Berenty Reserve) 1%, 7T AAND RKw-F /LA (de Heaulme) —%
EEE TS, MK 250ha OFRGRIREX TH 5. JILMKD S ERA R I W2 5 B AREA:
DL — IR ENTBITH TR CTH D Pithecelobium dulce D3F SNtk » &2 5
[Budnitz and Dainis 1975; Jolly et al. 2002]. fREEXII & #tbh, T POV X > TR
DA IN TS, LAL, BRIEHRIZAWILIN TN D DI Tk, HomThHlo®
BFIZ L > TEBENDHK 150ha O E, FITEOU THREA R E —HBORB > TN D
[Jolly ez al. 2002].

RV VT4 RHEXIE, 1936 FIRVAFART T o T —va v 2BZL 770 AT VY -
Ko « ANV LARICE > TRERAL SN [Jolly 2004]. ZNLIKE, [RH#EX AN TOEYOFES
BARDOERITELEINTVS, BIE, Hoto NEEAPRHSB RO R EZERT2HANL L
TEAEN TS, REXNOBETNICENMENT2/MNERH Y, BRICIZFENTE > TR
HEX A OKRIBEB Z b TnD,

RV v 4 R#XIE, 1983 ERLBIREBICHKINTEY, X HAH VTR RO
OB L U TOREXREERB I 2o TE e, BUE, XL 2T o REXITITHCKGEES H
A HAEM 1 7N EOBSEE RN TS, BIEESEIT 1993 £, <X T ADNTHRD
HERNEERF L 2o TnD, HThTaYy—) XAF<E T AHNVBUFRHERED TN S
MR SE T, B ICBOL SN REX TREPHAAS N TS, B LI R %
W7 S B EHEXEHFEOER RO 5N TWD [Wright 1992]. XL 25 ¢ fFH#EXIZEDE
LA DR TV S B E TR OWTHRER M AT 2 A TH 2 L Abh
2.

TRAEX R T R RRRICRITAFERR ELTE L X, ZOX5R5MICHDRERTED
L ORMEPEC DD ZHAENTL, RREHES TS LR, REFHTAINVIIBITS, &
D BLERRIREHE DOV LD TH D LEbND., HHEREIL XY XY NFICET 2SR
RV — ) RAADERRD DL VT 4 RFHEIKITZE DO L S BRFHEE WD OITHHE L i

1
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Th 3.
AT, < HHADNEROL 27 1 RUKICB T B %Y FF VIO RARIE LR
REL, ENESELT, MNIBRREKICH T B HH0% Y R FAMORED D Y i ki
WA EEAMLT S,

3. AL BER & A Ik

31 RNV VT 1 REX OB

NL 27 o RA#EXIL, <X AT VEE (B 24 £ 50 20, W% 46 JE 20 52) 1AL D
(W 1), ~FHAINERIE, < FTADNVENTOEZBRIISICSH D, XL T 4 REXD
EREREKEIZFIZE > TRESLEH L TWVSA, 600mm FEE L2172, W ELwmROENN
BT, WIS <, ISR I,

HRHEH 250ha ©, Hi40X Tamarindus indica 73855 2 BEEEN M TH 5. JIBWTIE
B 25 m 12T D Tamarindus indica D RADBIEEL, BREBHAT TWDMR, Jil» o
BIZONT, BESFE, @RICGHEE L MR AOND L5122 b. &b)lIrbih, @i
L7z clE, 7474 =L 7# (Didiereaceae) =2~ %A 7 4%l (Euphorbiaceae) 7 & D
REW07» B 72 DRCIRA R & T2 > TN B,

RL > T o R#EXIZIE, BIE 6 HOX Y 2P LM ERLTWS [Jolly et al. 2006]."
ZD5h, BITHORERT XY 2N (Lemur catta) £ x=nu—37 5% (Propithecus
verreauxi) @ 2 i, BT (BOESEHTIEHE) OB THIEE S FrfaX
VRN (K) (Eulemur rufus) ® 1 ffi, ZL TCRITMHORRT 0T oA XF XY 2N
(Lepilemur leucopus), 7'V A FAI XY 32V (Microcebus murinus), T HNNA A BHRA
YRV (IK) (Microcebus griseorufus) O 3 FETH 5.

YR YPNLNOHAIEL LTI, ~FEHADNE A avEY (Pteropus rufus), T2 L v
7 (Tenrec ecaudatus), /~V 7> L v 7 (Setifer setosus), & ANV 5> L v 7 (Echinops
telfairi), > H T > L v 7 J&DOFE Microgale sp.), 75 &7 ¥+~ A (Eliurus
myoxinus), 7 <FR3 (Rattus rattus), 2V ¥ avxa (Viverricula indica) RERL TN
% [Jolly et al. 2006].

3.2 AR & AR A B
AT, FYRIFALOHTTH, TAXFY RPN (Lemur catta) % FRGHANL L LT

1) ALhO2E440E, Y 2P NVEORATT Mittermeier et al.[2006] 12, % 2P VLIS OEHFEDL AT Jolly
et al.[2006] 12, WEIWIFEDOLAIX Simmen et al.[2006] 12> 7o, MIADKLIZ, F 2 X PFAVHEOLEIIFHE
[1999] 1z, XY X FABUMNOHILIDLEIT T v b=y -<=—F 2 [1999] IZht-Te. 1L, FMABRND
D DITDOWTUTRA IS KOG ED, AHiDkAIC (R) 2O TR L.
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FToRFTFIT
(E#)

777777 oA %vRHF 05

1 TFFYRFNOHAIRE XV VT 1 P#EX O
Mittermeier et al.[1994] ® Fig. 6. 26 % tAZE.

GH1 9FFV3¥N

T &Y X PNE, KE2-3kg OFET, ¥ 1S EHEREOHNTAEFR LTS (BH 1), 8
EDORL 7 4 R#EX DT F %Y 2PN OMEEIE 500-700 HEEZ 5N TWD [Jolly
et al. 2002].

ARETIE, XL 2T RH#EXPNICHE SN 14.2ha O FFAMBICERT 20 4%y 39

1|
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N XA EE T, FRABICERT U AR Y 1P, 1989 4E2B/NUERIC
Lo THAESBB S, DU, FEEINCES ERAERBZ b Tns UM 2004;
Koyama et al. 2001, 2002].

Jolly et al.[2002] 1%, XL T4 REXOUZTFY RPN ORENE, JILUAKOREIL, Ik
HoRNn, BEEY —roftho 3 BEICAELTHS. 20 5L, GERORRIE AR
B D IRNHUIOBEN T, BRE Y — L ORFNZR D SOV O RN TH 5. Tl
ICERT D REAUINBAMOREN L B Y — » ORELITHEHEN TN S,

R VT o RFHEXITI T 2 BUHhERARIE, 1998 4E025 2006 £ E TORIC 6 1, Ff 2 4251
bl BImote, ERAMIRICAER T2 UAFY 294K 100 BEEEEHEMNL, Lk
ZIAE LT, £, 2001 FIQZEFEHIBNOOLo>ORN (TIB #) OFfTEE (3.1ha)
THAEREEZB I Ro T,

|

4. NV VT4 REX O L 2 DR

4.1 Tamarindus indica DR

AR, RV v T 1 R TIIREAEREALL, FRARBSEHRIEL TW D L 5 IS &7 #E 0
HoTWB b 2000]. 2O KX 2R, 858 Tamarindus indica ORI TH 5 L5
Z.

INITERD [2005] 12k DL, 1982 4EH 5 1991 4EITH T T 30.4ha OFABICAERTL T
T ERE S0ecm L EDKAKIZ, 475 KES7H, ZD 55 289 K (60.8%) 1% Tamarindus
indica Zolz. ZD 289 KD S5 H, 285 ADHEF A 2000 4EL 2005 EICHER Lz (1),

2005 FORFRT, 285 A 76 A (26.7%) DEESHLTL TnwWic, HCKEDIEE AL
bty (BHE 2) LTWe, 2000 4E2» 5 5 ERT, #Hi2iz 12 KOKRKPBHELELTERY,
RAROHICTIBEDETLTVD ENE D,

14.2ha O EFEHIRICAEF T D EER S0cm LL_ED Tamarindus indica DX, 1989
ED 12.7 K ha 75 2000 4D 11.2 K ha IZfEF L TWe UMIIES 20051, 2 0HBEK
TiE, T LIRER, &5 IcEERR S0em 183#E L e fiiAgz Enl-> iR Th 5.

1 A (30.4ha) WEHT S MRS SOcm Bl EDO KA 2 MDA FE TR

e Tamarindus indica Acacia rovumae
# A AR FE AR AR AR FE AR AL
1982 - 91 285 74
2000 221 64 — —
2005 209 76 46 28
(73.3%) (26.7%) (62.2%) (37.8%)
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¥ 2 Wbt L= Tamarindus indica

4.2 WHIZ X B Acacia rovumae DL

R VT 4 RERDOHEHRDOS 5 V0D e LT, BEIZKD Acacia rovumae OHE
5. Acacia rovumae 1%, NV 2T 4 RHEXIEET L RARBEDOOE DT, Tamarindus
indica DYITHES LA TN DMINEZ» 2005].

NL 27 4 RHEXTE 1999 4 10 AIREBBREL, FHRBRELZZ T, Z O,
Acacia rovumae 1385 b R Z I8 fH w52 Tl O & D72 5 7 [Rasamimanana et al. 2000].

1982 4EAH 1991 4EITH T 30.4ha OFRAERITIE, MmEZE S0cm Ll Lo Acacia
rovumae 13 74 AAEF L TWIe UNLIED 20051, 0 74 KOABE % 2005 IR L T2,

2005 AFETIT 74 A 28 A0ECLTHEY, HEMEOEIE (37.8%) 1%, Tamarindus
indica DFCARFEOEE (26.7%) % Llofc (& 1). JECME 28 A 55, 13 AFMRIT
POHEINTRET, 11 RTFEO@RB T NIREE o 72, SEbRE 2 RZITT, &Y 2K
WTIRREDSHER T E Zehh o Te. Acacia rovumae 13, Tamarindus indica 12T, R W &R
binsd., 2ok, ®wEREDORBOIAEIL, Acacia rovumae OIEHEEIRICHELH 2 5
ok,
4.3 RO AR

BUE, XL o7 1 REXITITE K OBARMPBEE L T2, 2001 4T T1B BEA2S C2A
DOITENE 24 L 7228 [Ichino 2006; Ichino and Koyama 2006], Z®f7#)l% (3.1ha) TH
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%2 TI1B BEDOFTENK (3.1ha) PRSEE LTO 2 MEEREE 5cm Pl EORBIADO RS & A%

No. BlHh 4, B 4 4 A F
1 tsatsake Violaceae Rinorea greveana 530 N
2 tsirikatsifaka Ulmaceae Celtis phillippensis 176 N
3 kantsakantsa Mimosoideae Leucaena leucocephala 148 I
4 keleon Capparaceae Crataeva excelsa 138 N
5 filofilo Salvadoraceae Azima tetracantha 94 N
6 bemavo Ulmaceae Celtis bifida 77 N
7 mimy Meliaceae Azadirachta indica 61 I
8 kily Caesalpinioideae Tamarindus indica 53 N
9 somontsohy Bignoniaceae Fernandoa madagascariensis 46 I
10 kilinbazaha Mimosoideae Pithecellobium dulce 38 I
11 benono Mimosoideae Acacia rovumae 29 N
12 voanderaka Meliaceae Melia azedarach 28 I
13 valonbazaha Boraginaceae Cordia sinensis 26 I
14 halomboro Mimosoideae Albizia polyphylla 23 N
15 valomalagasy Boraginaceae Cordia caffra 20 N
16 volely Sapindaceae Neotina isoneura 18 N
17 bonara Caesalpinioideae Senna siamea 14 I
18 adabo Moraceae Ficus sycomorus 10 N
19 kininy Myrtaceae Eucalyptus sp. 8 I
20 valiandro Meliaceae Quivisianthe papinae 6 N
21 flamboyant Caesalpinioideae Delonix regia 4 I
22 dagoa Loganiaceae Strychnos madagascariensis 3 N
23 teka Apocynaceae Hazunta modesta 3 N
24 hazonbalala Rubiaceae Tricalysia sp. 3 N

25 mananteza Buddlejaceae Androya decaryi 3 N
26 mendroravy Mimosoideae Albizia aurisparsa 3 N
27 andina ? ? 2 N
28 tsilovy ? ? 2 N
29 talakafotsy Tiliaceae Grewia saligna 2 N
30 basivoka Caesalpinioideae Caesalpinia bonduc 1 N
31 hazomena Portulacaceae Talinella dauphinensis 1 N
32 kasiake ? ? 1 N
33 nato Oleaceae Noronbhia seyrigii 1 N
34 sakoa Anacardiaceae Sclerocarya birrea 1 I
35 sasavy Salvadoraceae Salvadora angustifolia 1 N
36 solety Capparaceae Maerua filiformis 1 N
37 taly Combretaceae Terminalia mantaly 1 N
38 tsimatavy ? ? 1 N
39 soarave ? ? 1 N
40 kotro ? ? 1 N

unidentified 3

& i 1,582

N: 7ERAEY, 1 HAKE

2001 4F 6 A OFHIZ L DA EOM R, MMFEOFEIZNL > 7« R#X ORI ) 2 N UM KIER)

EHEITBIRo Tk,
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TR o TeREATATIE, WEERE Scm BLEOBIAD 1,582 AAEFLTRY, 205H 374 K
(23.6%) IXEARME 7= (& 2). 10 HOBARMBEE SN, 0% ITE %
FOFBlZ R T2k SN BEAEYOUARRABRIE > Te, £, KEOHE L
LT, EleimEoRE%E <HW TR S Leucaena leucocephala ® X 5 75K S & - Tz,
BARY OO NEANZE L LT, BEIZ, BREHLLADVWTHIESES LW
SHMT, 77F a3 7Rl (Capparaceae) DD B ki (Capparis sepiaria) 7 K7
Bl (Vitaceae) DD BMEHEY) (Cissus quadriangularis) O—HBBRESNTZ E83H5 [N
2000]. THHORPNZT NTHRRES DT TIERL, /Ml [2000] 1%, FHkoOwZEZD
bOEV D, ZIUTL o THERBHEMANIZA Y R2F < R IRIMDOEAL ZERH L T\ 5.

5. NV YT 4 REXOFY 2 FOU IR ORDE

51 Y 3 POLOMEEORIM

RL VT 4 REXTIE, 10 ELL R U4 Y XLV OMEEAEML Tnd, =
IR AT 2 U AR Y XYL OMEED, 1989 ELIKE, LT iEmnicd 2 (X
2). fEEE OB IE IR X 2RO TH D25, I FRARIE S AE T 5 BER Y —
VTHHETH D [Jolly et al. 2002].

TR DI L D722, 1989 FEh D 1999 FEToMIiC, FHAHicERTsv A4S
VRPN ORENOEIL 3 #ENLS 7 BEA~LEML, 1 #EH7 Y OfFBmaIINL, Rt
WA X/ Uiz [Koyama etal. 2002]. Fiz, HENLLH DA ZOIBWH LR S Bl Ih
5 & 517 -7 [Koyama et al. 2002; Ichino and Koyama 2006]. ZAud, FiidAcihikiz R
THUEXYRPNOMEBEBEM L2 ik - T, RN, FENBEoOm S TEEEZD S
BWEBEES>TNDZ LERELTND,

B k%

89 90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 00 01 02 03 04 05

&

B2 NVvyTF 4 REXO FHAREK (14.2ha) 1ZERT 3 74 £ 3 YLD REIE
EEEGIAED 9 H 1 HFESR TOMEMEL 89 - 99 41 Koyama et al.[2002], 00, 01, 04 4EiXfisy Gk
FERERED, 03, 05 FITHE CRIEERERD »OIEK. 02 Fi1XERZ L.
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Fie, XL rT 4 REXTIE, EFE, TIHIEEASF v AL a2 (BEulemur rufus) O
MFEBE LML TnDE, THEXASFr A udy 2P, <X H AT AVFREEHRICERT S
VRPN T, R T RERICTITEAER L THRY, Xy hELTHEINRTWEZD
OBRRIFHL, B L, IMxTEMRZ LT, XLy T A REROTHIEX S Fr L Xk
YRYPIE, X HABNVREHERRE T8 F v A oY 3PN (R) (Eulemur
collaris) LHFEILZRB I Lizd DT, BEDMRLIETTL TS [HHIED 2006].

THEZAF ¥ A vy X P LOEARLCZEOMAEEIEIMBRL T 1 (RH#EX O HAERE
RICKRERPEELEZ TWD Z LITMBEN R, FRHT, THEAASFrfudyxPFr vt
X 2N OEMEIIELLE RS2 [Simmen et al. 2003] ZEIFEHIREEZEAS., THE
A F v A axy 2P VOMBEIEING, 73y RPN OBLEN e W& RO R % KiIFIZ I
D E/TO D[RR E.

52 FY 3 YNORERE

NL VT o RHEXTIE, 1990 FRP B T A FY XYL FLIC, 2EBHRE LISy X5
ABHEND K 52/ - Tz [Crawford et al. 2006]. H#iT 2000 4E4>5 2003 4EITHIFTEL
WIREBEIR 2R 3R 3% < b e (B 3).

T 2% F YN ORBIEDFAEIL 2001 4, 2004 4, 2005 4£D 3 RIBI2ol, TAFY
FHENVDOEEOREE 6 DOHT IV —IZHHL, REOEN 2 BREOMEEREBMAL L
Iz.

WEBA OB, 2001 4E1TiE 19 B (kD 21.6%) K -o7chd, 2004 4E12i 6 ¥ (k0
5.8%), 2005 iz 3 81 (&0 2.7%) KA Lic (& 3). Zo X5 KB i L

HBH3 RELETFRY RN
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B = BT AT N, N2 T 4 RHERIZB T 5 %7 2 Y VEHORARIRN & 2 OFE

#3 HAMAREOTERI OB EMEAE (2001 4, 2004 4E, 2005 4F)

2001 4£ 9 A 2004 4E 9 A 2005 4 12 A

e [ G T ey 1l SR BB AL Bl G TR X (il
C1 18 11 21 0 21 0
C2A 9 2 12 2 13 1
C2B 6 1 0 0 0
CcX 11 0 9 0 9 0
T1A 13 0 16 1 15 1
T1B 13 5 11 2 12 1
T2 18 0 20 0 16 0
YF — — 14 1 16 0
C1B — — — — 4 0
HifliA 2 — — — — 5 0

& i 88 19 104 6 111 3

e, ZOFRMTIELRLS Do TR, BARYO 1 7 Leucaena leucocephala OEREN
JEBAE DR T & 2 WRetE B3R S LT3 [Crawford et al. 2006].
5.3 DREXAFIH OXHE & T ORIR

TRAEXEEL, YR PMAREHIZBEL T, ZThETicdiltd 2 DOEBERRTER
ERIIRoTc, B 1T, BOERICE o THENICBIRON TE XY R A~OGHZ 4
MNTERIE L 72, NI T o228 kL, N u — U ToRENIED b Tk
23, 1999 L TIAMMIHE 2L L., ZTOZ L2RTHER (BE 4) 23%EL, HfF
DOEIEIZONTH A NICHRIAESED X oL, &, N Ha—fl00 ZTHEPS XY 32 H

G
' They become apgressive wilp each other e vits

They become aggressive with you 17 s s fehad iy
Wil vt fdog ) |
Fati mumhlsmtnmumrummcumdlgestm g
problems 4

| They become unabielo feed themselves andare dependen

O kyouoryor dersad

o B i L MGt AR A

GTH4 Y3 FNFANOKRMEEILOFER
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NS E S XD X O BN GBS HoTehd, I IMTIBBBOSTBOIT BN, K
BHEIBHILPTERNESITLE.

ZD X 5T, REXANTORBIZAMMNICEIESINA, BIETH BN RREEAR A < 72 <
BB TRARV., WERICHEZ T 2BAFIIALND L, REOKKALITDH, N
Ha—=Rh 7 27V THhroXFYRPAREW Bl LIZLIELIESHS. LirL, ZOE
REMIT IR o T T LIZREN RN K 5 2.

B2 FYRTFALORBIEOKRE TH 2 W HEESERE S B AR Leucaena
leucocephala 1%, 2004 Fh 5 2005 FITHAFTERBB I b, v du—fle %k
HWIZIEZ ORI > TVDE R, <2 P x LIIBWIZKEIZAE L TWk Leucaena
leucocephala IR PR ENT2, ZOEER UL FY RPNV ED K 5 IegBir 5. % 2 )
IXERRHED, S%OE=2) V7 OREEPYFTE 5,

6. & =3

6.1 HmMDLRAIRDL

FFERL T 4 REX T, HHROELSERETH D Taomarindus indica 3% <HEILT, FHbk
PRAE L TE TS LS AR ZEE-CREREHEEDR D > TS [Jolly et al. 20025 /I
i 2000]. ARWFEOKER TS, Tamarindus indica DRADKHIEPHETL TND T LAREN
Iz,

Tamarindus indica ORFEPETL TODHEREZFE T 2 OIXREET, HEOTERPKE &
LThIFohTng. HIZE, BiAOHES, Y RFEVEORIMNCEZREDOLE, NIhrdo
BRSO, KFEFRICI T D MR OLE, WEROWMD, M FAKMOKT, Lok
ROPE, BB OEEILR Y, BARDLNVOERONGHNSD D, Lird, TR
MR TIZ R WO T, EEOBERBFERHITGEEZ 52 TH DA REERH Y, BEROFE
FEHICHEETH S,

Tamarindus indica ORI, THFY RPFNARTICKRE REELZGZ L E26N015.
Tamarindus indica ODFRFEIE, DXV X PFNICL > THDEELAYWER TH D [Sauther
19981 ®C, Tamarindus indica ORFCIZT A %Y X PN OEYEIROWM T OenRn . £z,
Tamarindus indica O RKKRIFKREZTCHE YV ARE LTHETH D728, ZMNRER S W
T2 L EREKT D,

—J5, Tamarindus indica LL_EIZHE AR OEIE D3> > T2 Acacia rovumae DIGE, VA%
Y RPN ADBIIRETES 5. Acacia rovumae X, Tamarindus indica 135720, T3
BAEMETERL, KREBTPHEVRE LGERSND Z 2T LEAER.

PRAEXNIC NBINTRER SN AREYIX, vASFY XL EZIEI LD LT5FY 1P LEHD
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FRATEOEEITHE L5 2 TnWD K57 [Soma 2006; THEF 2004]. HHZ—ER OB AT
FERAENH R TNDRD, RO 3 SOMEED LT HEEERDS. (1) T4FY
FHNDPERE LT AR ORRIZE TN DB XY RPN Oz U THMNICHAR
S, WARMDBRHEMANICBATS, Q) 9FFY RPNV E->THhEVRES R 2
TEAERRE DR FEITE TN DFEFDFRARNIT 0T S e <R Y, TERREYSHER C© & 72
%25, Q) vAXY R FLOMEEBEMTDZ LIk T, FEOHME~DEEDR
JERMRTERNEEREL 2D,

BURF U CEARE DD A %Y RPN 2 U CRMICEG N R 8 2 5 2 o EEEGERLIT £ 72
RND, WO OREPEC D WREEZIEMCE . TTTHMLEARKRIY 5 2ME
1, MBI RBFMROE=F ) L I Lo THERL T NETH S.

6.2 FY XY NUAMEREDO L AIRD

FAAMBANITAER T2 7 A% Y 2P OMELIL, 1989 F425 1999 4£F TO 10 4R T
SR 2. 7% DEIS TN L 7z [Koyama et al. 2001]. Z1L T, 1999 4ELLKE b BEINER 12 5
% (X 2). Tamarindus indica DWW, THEXAF ¥ A vy xFELOEMNZRE, U4FY
RPNV ORI RERBEWER B L THL T, Y, vy 3P rofind, #mr
BT TNWDDES S h,

BEL L, AREHIMMICHFLGT HERPBINCHFGTHIERNLY bR NTNDIDOEA
5. BUOEEICK DG, AGORRE, HEARY ORI L W TRz e BiIR O N 272 B2
IR 5 LT al Rtk d 5. £z, BOGHEIZ X o TR Y X PN OEEN R H Off
BIEMET LIRS HD. N o7 R#IXIZE, 74AF YR PLORMEZEL LT, BE
HO<=ZEH AR NF 27 X5 (Polyboroides radiatus) B3, Ele, <~XH AN/ R
(Buteo brachypterus) 37 > RUEHBLIZOLBEINLTHS (HE 6.

WO, vASY XAV OMEHERICR BEEL S X RPoTc X5, Eilho=
RPN TIE, WO IEMEARTEEEIZKE <P L7 [Sugiyama and Ohsawa 1982]. Z
T LT, XL T4 REX DT 3 2P OMREEIA S IR DM LT b
(X 2). ZofERIZ, KEGOBRESLEARY ORI EMOER DK v ik  AEBEE I 5
LTWSZ Lamgd s,

BLERE <I, A BRRICEE 25 A e ERENZRET 5 DIXNETH 55, LUFD 2 »
DOFEIZ XD MEEFHREDTHA 5. H 1 15, BHHESTEREHE vA Y2y
NMEABHEOE =2V >V aflidT 52 LItk > T, BIREL HE v EEPEELEX Tk
WERZPRL T ZERTE S, 5 2 1, MEEBIOvEsL 5 x 54080, a3
HDOAD=ALEMMHATHZ LITE ST, HOIBREDOTFRAENLTDZ LAHHERES 5.
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6.3 /PRIB R BGEIXIC B 5 Y X FABIORA

FoX YUV EBUT, KOMEREHRZREL T FHIE, TESMER (Adaptive
management) FEE WS DBA 20011, BHEREHSWEET, AR L~V ORI FIEE R
VDNV T 4 RHEXTIE, TOXS RERFRTFFCHNITHDIESS.

NL 27 4 RFEX D K 5 I/ NAB R IR FED IR GIN DIE 7R &I K o TIRMATE S B R) 72 9%
EEZITDERERE . ZO X5 BRBRABEEEAIT, BEmBIIZAAININAZT 25T
HDBEH 5. IR RHERITBNT, XY RPNV HEZRET DT, RERAE
ZOEDDORERRL, E=X ) U TIZFED SN ERFEIC L > T, H®ROF Y 2PN
Zfgar - HEL T Z Ekd oD,

e, XLy T A RERDO LS, ARV OFMRFHRICESSE=XY » FHRER
T T S NI A I D WAL U 72 BRI BT B Y X PV ORI B IEHT B Z &R
PrrCc&E 27595,

I

AWMEDOS LT BB EEZLEBT ICHc, LT 4 REXDOE—F—THD Jean de
Heaulme FICIZFAET 7 & REXANOBIAME TOENEZIFT L TR W, £, F U \FHHH
MR &< 2 H A NVBOFIZIE, FEFT 2N 0ie, IMNTER AR A EBEE, SRR ERT Y
T - T 7V ISR ESE Rl OIS BB, EAERRK, HEBEAKIIIAESRRSEWEnE. Z
iRl L Tl eR L.

AWFZED S LTz o T BRI, BAFedmiha WFEMREE - /MUER No.09041158), Bk
Fetimha (FEREE © /MRS No.16252004), REEKFEHENEME EFHEE 74—V KU —
7Bk Ok EZ T .
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