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FIHL CREEEZER LRI HESREFEN T A b (RHIFEFR LR EIIE - THE U AHESBFNEaHE) 2 ZE L.
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. A, OEE T A REX S Y NI = ZNETHIRT A AF -2 RETREES S VAT ALIRER
BN A SRR OFMIERE T, BRI — 7y MEOREBEELER T 2R R G ATH D, 5%, HAE
THHEBN RN RORBEPHRE SN,

F—7— 8 22N RAEBEEHIS O AT, AYEE, REX Ay T -2, <7 QERES, Zonation 7 )V T
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Abstract: Systematic conservation planning (SCP) provides a decision-support framework for biodiversity conservation for multi-
stakeholder deliberation. The core concept for designing protected area (PA) networks is the CAR principle, which comprises
Comprehensiveness, Adequacy, and Representativeness. This is the basis of conservation planning, involving the identification
of potential biodiversity patterns within a PA network as sampled areas. Priority areas for implementing conservation targets

are identified in a spatially explicit manner, based on site-selection algorithms using biodiversity features and socioeconomic
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cost layers. Site-selection algorithms have roots in the concept of complementarity, which is related to ecological/evolutionary
distinctiveness and the spatial turnover of biodiversity features among sites. Complementarity is a conceptual attribute of site-
selection algorithms used to explore the minimum-set problem. Irreplaceability constitutes an index of conservation priority, and it
is informative to associate the irreplaceability score with threat/vulnerability levels among sites when using a reactive conservation
approach. Spatial prioritization of the Zonation algorithm is a promising tool for defining conservation targets recursively, and
enables us to prioritize ranking for minimizing biodiversity loss under socioeconomic constraints. The concept of persistence
is an important one for the future development of SCP, which currently assumes static biodiversity patterns. Incorporating
macroecological patterns and underlying processes into the CAR principle is critical for maintaining biogeographical potential in
conservation planning.

Keywords: spatial prioritization, biogeography, protected areas network, macroecology, Zonation algorithms

HAROAEREZEIZL RO LN TV 5,

AT MU EETM O R EIE. WSRO R A R A
AR, EMZ RGO REBORCATEIRIEIE, ¥ AT A DB RO EOTHE T2 mICH b, BIZIE, E
{LPREFIH (SCP: systematic conservation planning) Ol BRORFEX R E Cld LA EIRE %2 2T 5 720,
ATHMEIND L) Il o7. TOFFITIZ, AW LHFrEERZ 0L TRFEEI 2179 A4 & O TH
FRMALEREFIZB T, EWOZR G, Rt ik EREZEEIE D, LEPoT TEZII, Enk)%
BT 2B ERE SN, EWESHEICET 2 HE T RERZEETL202?] LW MEEZEZ 2546, #
— YRR o722 &, ZNEHNT T 253 BREEICHE ) FIEMREZREL. 2o, TOREN2
FHFEPE SN DD, v AT 2MEREFEIE, A MERAMITZLEIKDSNS (Naidoo et al. 2006 ;
W REVET — 7 12N 2 THARE T — 7 2 AR Moilanen and Arponen 2011). fiEK D HRIREDFHF 1L AR
M 2P A Tz, BMBRELITET AR E LTI ELREOZHNZ 5720, ¥ AT AMUREETHE Tk
BELTWD, MED ML — N4 7R L. FIERREICRRA 2
L2L. HROAEREEZOMTIE, ¥ A7 abRart  EREZRET 2. Lo T Y27 MMEREFTEO 7 7
Wixdh F RS TB 53 (Kukkala and Moilanen O — F IR F % b L, BEEmRIIc Eow -4
2013). B L 72078 b 4 72 v (Makino et al. 2013 5 FEAYREEIELT LIRS 5. Bl 21X COP10 D#HE HIZ
Nakajima et al. 2014) o $£RD HARDEREFIIZETIE, K4 RERT H720120F, ZEBCEZR L NVOREESK L,
DT A4 =)V FWFRED, FEEOMMEAR., FESLAERRR His L NV O fRaENg 2 — B L TETT HUEDPH 5,
WCESZ LT THAEIZT -7 2 E L. ZOMHTRRIC Bk & 22 A — VW CEEE O RER O £ S R 2D
WEONWTRER L IRIBET 5O —KI T, FEBN RS FERN ) B L. REX OF R BIROREX O HELE

BOROIRED S —EOWMED D 5. MIREOLB LIS BT 24%HDH S (Fuller et al. 2010) o

T

BOROTEHEL, FEBIEH SN2 REBORZIETHIZT 5 Gtk HETY A7 sLRERIE O 78 ¢ R § % 72
BNbd b, FIZIXEBEEREENGO DI v X=a v DIiE, ERMS L SiilAar TR S5 2 L05, §
A2y —=FvaFrvidsHAPHREOBE,NS. HAYE  —ICEEZBETH L, Lo T, KamTid, HADEY

THRET 2 LEMENE V232 7 FTO M % KBA (Key  ZEEOREMIZEL AT 2 - LT, EWEIRER
Biodiversity Area) & L CED, ZOPEM LA OLRGEX SO L2 O L. ¥ A T 2 LIREFHH O B AR
DHNZH DH T xR L. HARDREBOR D FER I EE RS, LR o T (WS R0 2GR % H
% 7~IE L7z (http:/kba.conservation.or.jp/importance.html, W7 R EEE IO 5HTE) I2DOWTEZ B - TR
2017 4F 7 HHEE) o — 7. HARTHIME S L7245 10 BIZEY bo F7o, KinCWHF T H2EELREAICHT L HiEE —
LRRELRFR O ES#E (COP10) Tid, 20204 F TICAH B LL7z (Box 1o

W7 REX & R ORI & BRIV LD 17% £ T

VT B &) G HEEAYER S S, A SRR AICH

X0 70 PRl KRB VS )T 72 2 BRI 2D FETE Y 72 1L D) AL A 205,
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M 2 B D PR AT FE D JIE

HEREERIZ BT, ARFE X o0 22 S 18 1 LAY 22 e
BETH A (Primack 1993). = D58 B & 09 F % (X,
MacArthur and Wilson (1967) 12 X % &AW Fis: o
WTH Do Mo ORI DD BEOEMEHYE FER) 13,
KEED S DFED ARIZR L, BIZBIT 2HOMBITED/NT
YA (F ) TEBH L 720 & 512, Simberloff and
Wilson (1969, 1970). Simberloff (1976) DEF#1FERIZH
WC, BOMBEMNLEYR (KaiE, MEhE, REEIZ
LB, KE2rO@EHNED) ICHRLHES
BHORER 70t AN FEILE SN2, ZOH, B vl
HSEME, B#EX Ay T =2 (B4 OR#EX L=y
FOZEEMTE) o7 F Y=l b [$IED 7 HN TR
DORKERFHEXEHBETNED? H DLV, HHEONS
LREX L BFETNED? | Whwb SLOSS F T
& % (Diamond 1975, 1976 ; Simberloff and Abele 1976) o
C O BARICRER L R H o 725, 1980 4R LURE il
AR r — VOREEREEORREICKE CHBLZ
(Soulé 1986)s 2 F V. BREEATESFM 2 EME R ED
HROATEFET ) S, BEEEERT 2 BRI
RIS N S Z & Ty AR i R o R EHE A
HER L7z,

BILHIICHE 2 5 &, il 2 OFEEAEEORED D £ <
R, E0RIKTH L EWLAREOB RIS
HZ TR D. LA L. 1990 R4 LI, AW ki oo
ERZ DL D IESEI NS L H 12742 ) (Takacs
1996 ; Bengtsson et al. 1997) . AamHY 2 IR AFHHI ST OF
FSNAH L HIT% B (Tumeretal 2007), F 72, PR&FT
B OFEATHE (feasibility) OBMD S, REOHESEHFN
BHLERONRIZ R o720 [IRENTAFDOT T, £
BT REEYEHRE Y AT 5 REX O fd il E & &
EDLXH L O] L) T OMEE" OBY;
T&H 5 (Weitzman 1998), T & v, EE RN
2B A I 2 R IX B RN O R g 1k SRR 2 A
HEMRERED P L — P+ 7BRICB T B R E s
LT, VAT MMUBREFITH oA THER SR, L)
FEBW L LTCRETAH I LI A (Margules and
Sarkar 2007 ; Moilanen et al. 2009a ; Ladle and Whittaker
2011)

¥ AT 2R ART I O K & T

VAT MLPR AR O SRR L R & FIHIZLCT 6 ©
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ey

Td» 5 (Margules and Pressey 2000 ; Pressey and Bottrill
2008) 1) PRAFIECHRIZT 2 EWEHIED T 17—
b (B 2Rl GRIIREISR) . Mo eE
RERRRAE 2 SO W T MR T — & 2 LS 5. 2)
P CEsEMZREEE (=7 v M) 2T 5. 3)
BROREX A v b7 — 755, REBEE EORE7:
LTWw200EHEES %, 4) REBREZERT 272012
VHEZ, REXORERE (REXOHFHCHIE) %
22RO 5. 5) PR e L TRES
72T, FEBEM T A RAERTH 2 ETT 5. 6) R
Xty b7 =728 5 EWE LD KK 7 MR % 12
T D72012, BRIPINE=%) v 7 L@IniyEi L gt
T, REXOEEANI AL EBZ D, SHICRIETIE
Dk 6 oOFMIIELE, RAEFTEOETIRRMEICEL
T FICHSBENHHPCE RO S, 5. DT
FIED FER &N T D (Knight et al. 2006 ; Pressey and
Bottrill 2008) 1) fREOX RIIR, FHHEHE, B, FEik
TiEE GO TREFTHOESZRKY . coaHEHES
%o 2) PRAFIENIZBLRT 2 FIEHRE 2 ET S0 3)
DR XRROE 7 EORAETINICBE T 21k, &9, BURm 7%
P & ME 5 5o 4) FIEBIARE O RUTR4A HEE 2 MET
L. PREstE o g |12 BRT 2 & H0 7T — 7 2 IUE
b

W RRET T — b

Kex e RO G ATBMPER SN TE L LEE
Z SRR 5 Ai 88 — VT 2R B ORI RLIE
F7ZA+4TH S (Rocchini et al. 2011 ; Ladle and Hortal
2013) & o T, EWEIREOREETE T 25, 4
A GRS LR Y e R O . R LB
B (G ERr R MAER L) OB oAM= 8IEICT 5
(Lawler et al. 2003 ; Di Minin and Moilanen 2014), Z® X
I AR, EMES T E S — 1 (surrogate | 1K
BAREE) L eSS (Caro and O’Doherty 1999) o

HE S REVED AR I & A 0TE. ReEELEso
FRER. ZOMBICEDSVWIREX A Y M7 — 7 DE
ICEERHEZ 3723 (Lewandowski et al. 2010) & Z T
HEEITREZ LG, ruryr—F ((RBIRIE) L3508
FIXEBINIZEFRSNLETHS (Andelman and Fagan
2000 : Rondinini and Boitani 2006) o ] 2 (&, #EE 534
DREL KR S — > GEE MY R FHEENY) % L.
SR OB Y — BT YA, FEosEE
ML ORBIE L L CERT 2 AN LS
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LY EZr et =2i -t
YHICBITLET T LI

ST 2DWEMTHL, BlR

o

(B4

HThs, Lo T,

I Z R 28, &5 05 R

HEIZ X > THEWS RN Y — R b iz0, 0y — Ml
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EZix i
VZERER DR 2 e P EE T, MR AT

NS OBEOGHERIC BT LML, B

T

TEM M E ML & AR, RBIICRMS 5 SRGE L TOM 1T .

NBEIEHH LA L, MEMM/ NS — 38T
TH 7D (Jenkins et al. 2013) /\*ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ@E%ﬂﬁ@%
W7a A (5EL M. EILREL oYy —7 1 v )
MR ST 5 (Buckley and Jetz 2007 ; Economo et al.
2014 ; Kubota et al. 2017), L724%> T, a7 — M54
HEDEIRR Z D 5A 7 — & DEVEDS, B
GHEDINA T AN 2 B W R’ d % o
HEMERED BRI DN A 7 A% R T 2 Fihe L

TEGHEBEO G T 70 —F 2% %5 (Rondinini and
Boitani 2006 : Franco et al. 2009 : Smith-Patten and Patten
2015) o 53 FREDTE & ML RRIEDORBRIRIE S 5 2 & T\
WIS VR R = v 7 AEREREERE, EIRMYfiE 2 54T
W) At 2 EHTE, lfc%%&l&@/\&~ veJut
A, BIOZNCERT 249 — €A & R4 FTENIC R &
BEHIEDVETHS (K1),

R4

PRI I O FESE  (spatial conservation
(2B % 2EARBES © CAR O J5H|

M SRR IR A2\ R0 70 DRl

prioritization)

X D E L IE % JE 5T 5
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72, 1) WSRO Z=E 5 O, 2) AW
Tﬁli@ﬁﬁ A & BEAE O PR FE X T & o 35 4 14 o Gl
3) KR4 RO R SRR 2 F R L 7o R e HIs o
FE, 2 EOMBEIC—H L TR HOLEDR D 5, B
%1‘%‘]‘@@1 ABSEHIN A R L. REX OB & MG 5
% 72 ® 12 E E 7% CAR @ J& HIl (comprehensiveness.
adequacy. representatlveness) Vb, THUE. VAT A
LREFTHOEAM S TH S (K2), &TOHIHD HK
RET H I EIEIHARENIIATETH S, LoT,
Iz PRSI Z R 2T 556, REIX (protected
areas) x i€ L. EWEHREOY v 7V GHIDER) %
WeET DI LIl b, CARDFEANL, BHEFTH EY
SRMED Ny — v O 2k, HIEEANTHB T 5
720D ETH %,

Foa M (adequacy) (. AEHER - FAAMKEE - HEEOE
HFH MR EEEOMRICET IMETH L, TLEMKED
MaiE, heEBEoRER BEENEL 28t T 5720
DB D, HAHREBIEDOITLTRARIH ZHET 2
B, REX Ay b — 7 TS NBEN R EWS
Bt 5 — 2 STk ICHERE S N D LD D D 6
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( Representativeness 1
(e iE) SN
. N\NBRT7ERAVE
Comprehensiveness N
(afEtE)
Adequacy L
CE vy (EEfE) RLDTHEE
5/"
BaoRIg-aRN . 4
DEE | FZILAYX L
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Complementarity (8% 14 It
omplementarity ( ) B i
Target-based optimization
(BREERT SREBDOER)

_ Ireplaceabilty (&R FFE
- N\

Zonation priority ranking
(ZonationI= &5 R £ B FEIBEL{T ()

- J

J

2. VAT AALGRERTE O ZEARE S

WG (comprehensiveness) (. FSEM: (adequacy) %
WELMETH L (H2) fRERA Y T —712BWT,
JRIAr — Vv OREWERRENY — v 2 it T A 2 L DE
VRTINS 2 FAE e L L CRR SNz, Bz,
Tk % 7 W FARE O TEALRL - R L RN - FRAEMN S
Ktk - BEE B OHIE, oA BHPHEELEESG T oL
AOHiIL EL. — T, BREOMEIE. 2<%
COMFERET D L) Bl HEOBEE L
THHH SN T& 7 (Kukkala and Moilanen 2013) o

M (representativeness) 13, RIfIZb 75 e HIZ
RERT D L TRLELESNIMET, AMEREOD S
WA (FEA %R W) % & ¢ (Margules and Pressey
2000) o WHEMEDOBEE L FELL TV 5725, i & 3Bk
XplehTs ), BIROREX Ay b7 —27 2iHIiT %
72O DOIREN RS L L THW STV (K2) 61 21X,
Fy v THHTE, oV s — MIEREOT Y Y Shk
M (THbbET— VLNV OEMERNE) 2 RFEED
fefE ez L., BUKROREX A v T — 2, EORJE,
<SR L T 200 % 53 % (Rodrigues
etal. 2004a, b) (Box 2 ZH)o 2%V, REBEDERL
2l % 720 OIREET, PRAEHH O R FERMED & % Ik
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REFEHI O SEFR T A MY H8E

CAR D FEHANZFED W TIREX O E = G5 256,
EREFE I 2 MRS E R b, LoTo Y AT A
LAREFTENIE, PREX A Y b7 — 27 O FEE T w5
72O O I A L LT3R L T &7 (Watson et al.
2009) o #FME (efficiency) OWEEIL. PRED 72O IZFI
e 7 HHLERE 0 2 AU B4R L 7o SRR 3 2 R il
FINCHIR T %0 Ak, RMITREFOME T, ReE
SR DN AT 21T B, fRE LB AR EE L
TERTE D, L7 o T, B0 % REX IR % £
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P RO ET BIREIC L2 REBEEIEORE, REX LY P -7 2BET A5E,

Ba

R T REMIES, FAREREEH T RE MR FEET L2 2 EDPEETHL, TON
I, B ZO% S EEBREITEOMEEMAGHLET7 T U0 —F 2R LT (Brooks et al. 2006 ;

Pressey and Bottrill 2008) . &R O H L. TOHE 5>

(priority area) DIFEIL. EMEMMELE 2T T O L A%
BT HREX Ay NI =7 2%EIT 52 EDRHNTH
bo L72D o T, B 5§ 5546, BT
HIHORE L ORI ULEE T HA AL LEDS D b,
FIUCEET D EAN K (threat) & BE5STE (vulnerability)
Thb,

MO, EMESHFENEROER RO L v 1)
A MEMBRETERSINL, LT, BHRLNVIE, &
o=y M TOREFITH O VEZEZFHET 5D
ISR B, RA IR O R R IR 12 B B R
WEEE 52 5, BRUL. RO & ISR L
TWB DS, MEFIHITAEMEHMEOIEE) A 7128 - TE
TSN, Blz X, A&7 v M7 v M &R
A TR OMETIEOIRIE L L CH SN D (Brooks et
al. 2006) o

REEX A Y b7 — 7 2B T 286, FSRRIEN 22l
e DG VAPREETH L, T2, HREBCRIZEMY
LB THEATENELED DY) —EOITEFTE. F 213,
BRICRER A M T REMIILE 22, FaReR
AT REMIBIEIEZ . R EDIFAFRAT Y 2 — v
MWEECTHDL R - F 2012)0 Lz-> T, LD BREA

272

FIZOWTIIARLOF %2 2,

MOBNREFELMIB L FFET L LENDH L. TD720,
BT REE &L BB A GbE s T 7
0 — F 5 & % (Brooks et al. 2006 ; Pressey and Bottrill
2008) (F03). A#ilhIZHEESIEC R B, HEdh 2 AABA T 6E
Ereh), FHFOT—5 % 7T 7 Lic7ay M5,
77 7 OGNS T 1y b Sz s s 1k B
WAKEL, RELELBA-TRRE AR EINL, 20O
&9 ET#E R E b &S, REBLEIL. TaT oA
7 (AR R EEEI) )T 747 (R
PRI e R B HIR) %y 4 TIZKBIE S (Brooks
etal. 2006). AWV, ZOVIFTIOHEIITHY F&
NAHWITE R 2D CEE £5%" (informed
opportunisms) 7% PREELHIL L B E NS (Pressey
and Bottrill 2008) ([X3) o BESEHIRDFEEIZB S % 5w D
BERIE, REXAREFEMEO#E (Loucks et al.
2008) . AFH LDFEL &7 L (Joppa and Pfaff 2009) %
HHICHRBESINTELBEDNH L, 2F ). "REBFM
AR A LD 7 WEE F3E” (uninformed opportunisms) 2%
MBEE LTR#BEINTDE02 5 ThH D (Knight and
Cowling 2007) o

B B (threat) LHEHHPE (vulnerability) OBf& &
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RN LTy SR e SRFEN RS (Fli)
LR B I ORI A AL S H S (Arponen et
al. 2005). Blz(E, e Lo BIE, ARBRY 1 T
Lo TERZZODP—KEIT, 512, FEHEZAEHME
4 #7: %5 (Margules and Usher 1981)o L72%%> T, W
ZIHEOBRE. &5 Vid, HOGHEEEADT (species
weighting) L. 15O MIMAARTLZ LT, FEM
A=y POREFELELY L) BEYICFMTE 57259,

TREBEISCHIROFFE & AT B 2 BE&

VAT AU ERTE T, EMSm T - 2 FMHLT
AHMERA R (ReEHEE) 2ERL. HEgENaIA s (£
Co¥g, LK) 2ZEL, 4 FPERR7 LT X
A CHREELMINE R EST 5. SOSHT VT X LI,
CAR OFHI &M 2 M5 LT LTEZ (M2),

T AT AMUBRAERTIENZ BT D PR A s o B e 1R
T O SR N 5 — » ORI (complementarity)
12HDWVTWw 3 (Vane-Wright et al. 1991), T b B,
X Ay NI =7 OREEOFEEOBI, S, e D
PREXIE, TNENELLEWMEHEEORME (B 212,
FEA R WA TE) ZMTmIcHiiT ~N& T, H#ERX A
N7 =2 & L CRBROEMEREE HN—T b M
. BRI BRSO B EF SR L RS I 3 2
ETHbD, HAMBON v ~SHMEE. KO T LT
7 SR L ST O X — & ZEREICER L. T — v L
NVDOEMEIRE R ET Lh o T T~z
REHBEICHRE LA, SHFOMMHK (TVv7 74
Betk) REFIE OO ANEDLY (N—5 S8 5%
Bah, HEeELoBERELMIEEE SN S (Smith and
Theberge 1986) o

— 7T M A OBETRe Ik o E I RS R A
DI %723 L TR AL i % 4
B9 57 7u—F 4 H 5 (Ferrier and Wintle 2009) o B 2 1,
Ay F ARy b (Reid 1998) % KBA (Key Biodiversity
Area) (Knightetal. 2007) TH b, ZOHE, el EE
CHFEINIEBEOBEH IS v b (REX) OEMESH
PR (MM L) PEMTL2ZEbH Y, REX
2y b7 =27 & L TCIRIERZICR S (Moilanen et al.
2009b) o ZALIIHF LC. AR OBE &I ZTEEE S Y —
YEREZB L. BN R AEME XY — 2 &R IR
WTEDLDT, WED Y AT LLEREFHE O BB A2
o TWwWh,

MO EPFLH SN TwE 2 e L TH <,
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Bl ZAE, BFEOT VT X4 (8784 5 MARXAN) #
W7 REeEE o5 “HEES L=
IHR3 5 0lk, REEERE R —HTRICARY 52 5
b L, HLHIBOT Y~ LRk R REHEICLT
TRt % fFE 3 2 6. [/ O TR C 4 % it
I5] Lo i/MEERE (minimum set problem) T
ERXLEIND Z AL (Box 3B8MH). 2 O5H Tl
FneEhofof e L) bewvax s (B2 IXHE)
THERT DS EDHEE b, L72ht> T, FEEEEE
FEMIC R T 57200 2 F AN 2SI EE SR
e T/METEREO 5T TS B I I/ NE R O PREIX
v b= 21E AV EEEREOB S, TH L,
DM A7 KL T AL+ T2 a vy ThHH I &Ll
L TBL{RETH 5D (Cabeza and Moilanen 2003), & - T,
MR, PRI B 2 Wi GREN 2 EW S
HEofRa) RN (REXHFEOHK) 223720
DT NIT) ZLOHFHELI-Z 5XE725 9 (Wilson et al.
2009 ; Kukkala and Moilanen 2013) o
RAEHEORZRIGEZERICE L T, & 25 o ®E
PEEZRIBENZBEE LT, 2UPZ02S (1WE
ATH[HERE. irreplaceability) 7253 % (Pressey et al. 1993,
1994) IV Z D% S, 1) ReEHELERT 5 LT
DEEBIL=y POEBE. 2) 591 bARbNY
HOMEHBICIEGZ 2B BELRETERSINSL Z DS
WV, L7720 Ty N2 0% 31, ReEDi s
ETBHZTINVIY ALOLRTHERSNTEZ (KM3),
Ferrier et al. (2000) 1. & TCOfEZ L 5 72O 125
WREHLI=Y POMAEDEEEZ TWD, DF D,
LI R Rz E &2 EORFNIS LT LA
GEEINHL %D L) RGHTOMAGOEOHEIZIED N
Ty BHTORBATRELFHET 2. Lo T, 20
TR AL VITE, 20H A M ORBATTEERE X
7 < 7 %o Tsuji and Tsubaki (2004) 1%, ZHOFEE & A
PHEOGANZAEH L. RERWTREEDO 7 VT X4 %4
FLTWwd, L2L. IS RERTREEOREILEE
BRARE L, KRBT — % TREET 207 WEETH
bo Lo T, REBEARTTEEE & B P Ml o> A= BE 4 1) [
PECRHIi§ 53 A b H Do Le Saout et al. (2013) 1,
DOHAINE DI EHEA T T R ER L. SIS
i LTV BREOREAE AT T ORI L > TREAR{E
FErERL, COBA, HAEHMI= Y N ORIE)TE
OEBHTERICED 2EEREVITE, TGO
BRI E 2 5o FEBE TUCN X 2 04FE % v
THRABREEZOP TP ZORE2FML TS
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(Bertzky et al. 2013) . 7% 4. Le Saoutetal. (2013) (%, 2°
FRz0%S (REATRRE) 2 vy 70imicBnT
HEHLTwE (Box2 bZM), FIZIX, HREXIZZR T
WRWIGHT CRIAER) ZBMREXICLZEAIC. &
RRFEX PR EHEOZRICEDORERMT 500, D
F 0. RIRGEXOAEAT REREE 2 57 L 720

PN ZO%E (FREBEATRERE) 3. &#Ebair T
ONEHHETRIAEINL e H D, Bz X, I
FESNTWEY 7 MY I 7 MARXAN (£, SR/ E R
A BEX 72 F L (simulated annealing) TH#73 % (Box
3ZM), COWNAE. @EE A N—TLRNEETA MO
FRIZIEREICIIR E S 2T, ITOREIZR A % #iR#E
fit 5% # 1Z 1L 5 (Gaston et al. 2001 ; Fischer and Church
2005 ; Moilanen 2008), L 727%%5 T, MARXAN Tid,
N A D& L CEIRS N ZIRIEIC L T £
Fr R HIR D AT 232 O 70 S & fERIARE L TV %,
TIACRI %, DU ZDORSOEREIIRLEL LI
HEEITNE7Z59 (Carwardine et al. 2007) o

-
—

SJLoty

e RRORE

AT MR EINI FE O A BOR S ERATED R 1S
BT, ReEHEDORE (TBP: target-based planning) (%
AWK TS (Possingham et al. 2006), F 72, HIROLR
HEX Ay MU =7 OFEMERFHE L 72 E TS0
REHETERT S LT, BROREEROTERER
MEENERTE S, Bl IE, ¥y v 7o meEl
M O FFE Tk, WL RO RBRIRIE 2 eI R4 H A
L BUROBEX PSRN T LML S Y A
TERIFET B, 5V, i/NRLE % RFEIX O 22 i
Bz %o

Lo L. REELHIBOGHTICB T, REBEL L
BRiy Ao EBMIZERT 27 70— F 1203, MEAD i
i 2 1L T % (Soulé and Sanayan 1998 ; Moilanen and
Arponen 2011), #2113, 1) fREBEIZED W fRadt
WEFERMED T T < R 2V, 2) REEEIZ
HMROZEZPMEREIND (REBOE O FE )5 B R
FOEBERWRIDOFIRE L THR/RSNEHIC, RE
HEBMEIINA T ADD5), 3) REBRIEHEEL
LCRESINDEmPzH . 25 2L EH SN VI RE
W3 B, 4) REDLEMEDFRME N T VHRIZ B
T, REHEFEE L 2WITE S 2 (Ta7 774
TR R % %) 5) SHEEOBIA, SR
EHEILIVRTHMTHLULERD Y, Z0720D,
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MR R (RELs), #LAERFN T oL R) Rfta
BEMERT T5ICEEBTE RV, FThbL, FER.
Arponen et al. (2005) (&, REHED L X)L L REIC X
> THLN DGO FRWEE 7V T1) X4 (Box
4ZW) THM L. RAESTHORFENHK (REXIH
ETELTHmAO LR 12Xo T, BREly 1 bo
e — U R A LRI TW A,

AT sMEIRA RN A, EEDLE 2 8 L IREER &
WET L7200 FTHLUL, HREHEEERL TH
Mraedr) 2LdRBTHY, Dho LX) Z#Hicx LT
i d 7% SNTwb  (Carwardine et al. 2009) . L L. £
SR T OB T EBIN % B E 2 8T ERE
S RE B X, oK) A v wm/MET B BB
WIS AETERBEBED RE 2 E st T, REFITHOLRER
BB AT RETHH o B2, Tear et al. (2005)
RO BEREICET A 5 2OFMERIFTw5, 1)
HiEZHETH L Z L. 2) WETRELZHETHS 2 L.3)
BHEI AT & FATWREME 2 0T A 2 & 4) BRI
HZ &, 5) HENIELTLZLLMETLI L,

INHDOBIEIZBWT, 289 % Zonation I1Z & % R4
SISO NS 1T (spatial prioritization) (ZHETH 5
(Moilanen 2007 ; Lehtoméki and Moilanen 2013) o

Z2 A 72 RS IS D NELZ A L)

Zonation |&, PREEILHIKZFEET 720Dk ~A T
WI)ZALEFEELIAITNI) AL THDL, D4
Wrcid, HSRBEN I X N E2EE L. EWESHERLD
ODPRVEBRLI= Y b BRIV W EHE L
EHRHAL TS, THICKY ., IRRHEMES L O REe
Flzs o m KL #E (Box4) % 5 HT T & % (Moilanen
2007) o

i bl & A REELE O R E TIE. e A i
T EHI= Y POMAEDEDIINAF) il (0/1) &
LTHOENEZ e LV, 2D, & TOEHL=
v M OBENEA Z IS EETE L WIHESH o720 —
J7. Zonation 7))V T 1) A AL, PREEOEEE XA
e LT 2 EASTE, R A RET 5 L
TOHEHEAZ (K4)s 2F ). Zonation 12X % 1)
RGN T A T, WY R B A FHEMITHRES
T& 5%, %B. Zonation IITREHEXR—ZAD5GHTA+ T+
3 VHNELTWDLOT, REERED 5T 2 3647 L
TITH ZEBTHETH S,

F 72, Zonation &, REEBLERLHEABEXZOM SR
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REEEEORmVII, (a) BHARFWIZ P EZEL2WIEE,

(b) 1IHEREEN T R N 2 FE L2 EORe

B, MAREFEI T X MK o TRABIEHIROZER/ Y — 3R E CRZ D #HE R S0 Ay T ahBEic

o TwWhe BB, TOFHTIE.

1 x1km A v 320 Human Influence Index (HII) 2SFESHEFF T A b L EFK S,

S XD HERFEIEEANE R IO TS Ay v 2 FEREEREIME REDL 5N b, =B, HILIZY A b
O NIR EZEHFE 7 & O NBIEENIE D 2 e HE % A IHRE L ST\ % (Sanderson et al. 2003) o

MEr. HARE, WL TWwaa b BIRE LV, Core
Area Zonation (CAZ) &, FEOAisEHOESE GFiI2H
A DI O s Ai s ) AR/ MET 5 L) Il =
v N EBRIGICHELS T VT XL THD (Box 55H),
Additive Benefit Function (ABF) (. Hif&472 1) Offo
HIZBIR L 72 efiE (Box 4) DK ER/IMET 2 &
INWCEB L=y NEBRIZHELSTVITY) ALTH D
(Box 55M), T 74bb, CAZIZA ZEAEEFHEOBELS
T A ORIE 2 BAEEY A4 X)) 2% 5 _EKREL
RO Z &, ABF (3 —THAEBIR OB A & T
KrhHXLPESL L, BReEfir Rk AMbd % REX R
BEEELTCVWS, B, ZOERPICH, 2—F—n=
— KNS U TRk~ RSB EFR TE S (Box 5)o

Zonation Z{HFH L CTBP 7 70 —F OREE %, ET7
— & OHHTIEED TR L 721325 % o Di Minin and
Moilanen (2012) &, AWEMHMERY PAKRy P& LT
MoNBET 7)) A OMGHT—5 (253 1) %. TBP.
CAZ. ABF THM L. & ELIR o 2EM /Ny — > % 11
L7200 COFMOREHEIET Y~ Stk EReEd 2
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WEARAT D22 M 72 AL TR (nestedness) DF2EE %A IR
Wl CTwb,

WA X RIS & B R E IO ST E
HRDS, PREeHEE LB 2 ZBIICERT 5 LTS
HHITIIEETREMETH L. & HITHD SN D (B
ZERPOEH L=y POMAREDLE) B, FEBRIZIS
T=2 Lo TRREDFERN RO LRFI LD A
7 L L TBLCRE77Z 59, Di Minin and Moilanen
(2012) D#ERIL, Zonation 7V T X 4 % T TBP
77u—FOMEEEHRL TWD LRI, fREEk
I & NEAAT 1§ 2 BR IS X & R TR < Tl B — 1 R BE 4R o
MaxALZ & T, XD #EY R REFHLZIRETES
ZERREL TS,
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v AT LMUIRARTHE AR S AUCTHEIS 30 FLL LAY R
L. ZoO\ET, ERWLMELFIEISHESN TS
(Pressey and Bottrill 2008 ; Watson et al. 2009) . L7 L. f#
SRS IR O E R NEALAS T DT I BT WS
Yo~ 7 BRI SY — VR EN DO ERELTW
BRI, REGMEESH Wy ~<EHME. TVvT 7%
BEME. N— 8 SRl EOEY LMY — ik T at
ADIFAE T, REWICENTH D, Lo > T, kadt
2B % CAR DJFHI (B, wfhtk, &) =%
B EWMERME Y — VR EAET TTOEAD
" PRENICEETH D, HEX A Y b7 — A,
BTN 2 LS T v 2 R R T 2 2 LT AW
LIRPE DRV 2 R4S BB % % o Newmark (1987)
ALK O ENZARNIN B 2 HFLIE O Mgy 2w S  —
RGN LTz FORR. BRER & s E AR E L
TREXIZIRELTH, BAgomfE 7 — v (HER)
PHALT AU, DR N OFFEELE T Tl A= &R
DERPEAREE S T, IREX A O L BEPEAT R &
EHIIHT B LRSI L7z, TAE, SLOSS @
BT D BOEWERREDO TP L THILNT
W5 (Brown 1971 ; Diamond 1972) . Newmark (1987) 72
N L7 A R BRI e S RN Y — R AR
ELV AT AMURERTETH RN ) b, 2F ), 7
Ot A= ZOMREFHH X, SLOSS fudrLLsk DA 2%
METH D,

FaTbili_7z k912, ¥ AT AMLRAFIEIEE Rk
EERLETLEETHD . 2070, HEBEFENERE
WY AL HHETHEEL TS, — T, Y A7 1L 4E
A SRR DR EDE— BN R D720 6, Ha#k
FHWIAMZEET LI LI2L > TREPS TR BMIZ
o TIEAREE TH S, I3, #ILAERFNIIRE
RIS, &R T A P ORI Lk o T Bk
i e L CEIREN W &, FHENSLWIET—%
BIZIEH D 9 Do FEBE TRAES IR O R E LN 1
DHHTIE EWEHEDO MY — v L) b, HaHE
HH I A MDOZERNSY — 2, BERERATT 2 JuEDT
% (Arponen et al. 2010)o L7225> T, ¥ A7 2 {bLiREF!
WClE, EMEREOZMERL D b, ASRFENa X
NP F R FTET LI ENERSNTWS (Moilanen FA
£)s LA L. b ERES e 2 B e o1, 4t
KAEFE T A MDD B il St O TC TIRA BT H I 2
ETHT TU—F IR ERIICHZ 200 LItz v, EEE,
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FE D 434G R YT OB RIS L 72 KBA 7 70 — F
(Knight et al. 2007) 41858 IR E O FRF TR <
(Jenkins et al. 2015 ; Jenkins and Van Houtan 2016) . &%
HaA MCERELY LTy 2T 2 UR4A O 7eE &
OMTHwEH 4 LT 5 (Bode et al. 2008 ; Brown et al.
2015) 6

FHOLL. VAT AMUREEHE & EEA R ORI TR
BT, RIZTFIERENTWDLEEZ TS,
NERLS DT 9 B SRR O R4, AR EBTH
%o LU, BRERTHRPHREECE OB EIEZ T 5
FIC BT RO I D W 7 R BB R B
T Gefb R B8 LSRRI BRI R TH o

<7 UAEREEN N — I3 L OFERIDR D 5B
(Gaston and Blackburn 2000). =15 % #4850 IR O
ERMAR AT DO GHT IS L 72 F5E1d T Thve &5
12 2D & B3y — OFRICH MG FA (5 .
M, oY —F 1 v RO IO Ak, REX A
v b — 7 NECCHiPE T 2 IR AR & SR TR &
72% 9 (Nicholson et al. 2006 : Klein et al. 2009), = ® X
IR T HEAR=ZADWET 70 —F 1%, v 7 UERESE
&V AT AMUBREETE A P S L RIS U Tk
D BRI OVEIZEIRT 512972, Bl2IE, AW
ZREVED B BB L T IR EENIL. Ry
BRBEZEAIRT L CHEI A D Lo RARZEBHIZAT L
THMEHNY — 3BT 27259, 206, I’
SRTENEEIS I N ER SN D EWMEHREDO R Y b A
Ay ME “BI<H” THY (Fuller et al. 2009), ZFL % {7
EX Ay MU — 7 TR A 121, O RS R
ORI T =5 2 EBTLIEDNEETH L, HHW
. AW S AR L 2 W A A Gl R
GHF) T, BREEBNHEIS L2 RERTE A REET A 2 &
LA TH S (Williams et al. 2013) o FHAECHE O #IE5 fE
WERLT 5720, EYSHEO T o AT 57—
FREN T W LB 5 g FEORSH. 5%
MHETH Do

HARIZBITA Y AT 2L FTE O FE B

COP10 TRRESNAZEMS — 7 v b Tld, AWEHNT
WA D FER ) & iRIb$ 5 72 0 OEIEEHE & 3817 T\ 5,
FHEECIE D W E RIS DSHE S L, M BRI L
OV O # I I O 3R E D AT H LT\ S, Kusumoto et
al. (2017) & HARO ZHRE TR O Hh 3ol ik 2 55347 L
ZORME—BEILL TV D, S IC L 5 & iDL
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DR % —E b L7z #AlE Kusumoto et al. (2017) %S, SRR, RIS HRERFIR O, #Eslic A
HERFEOEY SR GHEE R A U % &0 MmO RERN LR L7z, 7o, M
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JFEAS TS 4 B2 HlEIE IR L T2 0G0 % . SR O SR Y VRV TR L7z, Bl 213,

NS 4 EATHUSEE IS b S T WLz A

S, THREXROPHZET /ZITREL | 21817, R0
BRI O 72 D121E [HEYSHMEERONE ] 25518
THHZEEPIRLTHBY (W5), FHAMRMRIZED
TR ERE Y BT 2 W LA RBENTV S, §
EETIOEN L, REXPEENREMEHEEZ L0
BEMETCETW LI, 2L T, HEXPEH (B 213
N&A 237 ) 2 EOREIHIL WL, ThH
DOMAEHETRESIN S, Ri#EX LY b T -2 DFE
A EBRILL, BEHMEEZILOETEHL o RERE
RERT B T AT ALREETHNE A ] R 20 M A
Thb, ARMHEMETIX, BEHTS L ARRED 2 H
R—%2RoT, EEEELXEOTC, VHORLDL AN
PPATHEE 728 B etk DR L CTE 7205, Y AT 41k
PRAETHNIE Bl OFmS" = FE0ICEIR$ 5 T2 T
R T 57259,
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ARWFFRIE. H AR EL S 0 BN G B % Ik 3 2
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PEORACEREF TR 7 10 & A L R4 12 B3 5 ERS 3L
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% Hujsk)
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REATES. &5 IEHOTEH) CTREET A I
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LRI T, AYEHEERE SHSRFNIA IO ML
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et & 047533 5 (Jenkins et al. 2015 ; Brown et al.
2015) 6

Protected area/ protected areas network (HARFRF#EX, R
XAy b7—2)
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Spatial conservation prioritization (ZZ[H]f9 7 B 48 5t Huls
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Box3 mR/IMEBHEICEL ZREBEMIBORE
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; |24
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il TR AR RO HIIE L () BEDOT A
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ENTwhv, FlziE, o 7 BRSSO RRER &
FEIN TR, F7o, RDBEMEIC L 2 REEE
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b T b, MARXAN Cldi/MEBMBEO % | 1
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5 P SRR R L CL MR A T R Y
IR U2 TR 2 el R 2 297, 2 ORE, R 70 46
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(McDonnell et al. 2002 ; Stewart and Possingham 2005)
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