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Abstract: Offshore wind energy is a renewable energy source that offers an opportunity to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
while increasing energy security. However, many ecologists have suggested that offshore wind farms may have severe negative
impacts on wildlife, especially seabirds. Thus, balancing seabird conservation with human energy demands is necessary when
developing wind farms. Bird sensitivity mapping is a powerful and practical tool that can determine turbine collision risk within
specific areas; however, sensitivity maps have seldom been generated for seabirds. Focusing on the Slaty-backed gull (Larus
schistisagus), a red-listed species that often collides with wind turbines, we determined factors affecting habitat selection with
the goal of reducing negative impacts of offshore wind farms. We then generated a sensitivity map using habitat modeling. GPS
loggers set to record at S-minute intervals between June and August 2018 were attached to six Slaty-backed gulls residing in
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Ochiishi Bay, Nemuro Prefecture, Japan. A Gaussian mixed model indicated that habitat selection was related to food availability

(as determined by sea surface temperature and chlorophyll a content) and distance to the nest site. Sea surface temperature and

chlorophyll a content were positively related area visitation frequency of Slaty-backed gulls, whereas distance to nest site was

negatively correlated. Moreover, area visitation frequency was unchanged when the distance from the nest site was > 25 km. The

sensitivity map indicated that areas both near and far from nest sites with potentially abundant food resources were high-risk

areas with respect to turbine collisions for Slaty-backed gulls. Based on these results, we advocate the use of sensitivity mapping

to reduce interactions between offshore wind farms and seabirds, especially for species that often forage far from their nest sites.
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RAELEEIC & 2O LMD I HIREE T
BAHHETH D, 2050 F F T2 ROED 15 -
37% DT A & PS4 (Thomas et al. 2004) . =
WIFA A DHIEATRKD STV B, FRETRET F L F—
FZBALRFZOHIDP A % WIHEETHETH Y (Ardente
etal. 2008) . GHEFLCEGH|IZYE K ASHEA TWD  (Jones et
al. 2018)s HARIZBWTEH, EAMIHERL LENLTVS
bOD, 2030 F F TICEHND Z AV F—HEjED 22 -
24% & FFAEMBET AL F— 12§35 2 & % HIEIZED
Tw5b (RRFHEHES 2018) 209 bLEANFEE. itk
L CO HEHE, MEB L UHANEEELRANICE
L 7oA R O ATRE T AV F —ThHh 5 KBBE%E.
KT, MR L) QFHWEEIEHwE S5
(Evans et al. 2009) o ¥T4E, FE_AJIZETEOE A w13 IR
HECHIN L TB Y. HAETIL 539,123 MW ISEL TW
% (Global Wind Energy Council 2018) o [ - CoDJEII5E
BHEEE, THoOFRESLEZEBOANE, BEE
(Pedersen and Waye 2007), B X O F##E (Wolsink
2007) = EOBRENH L EEND, TNHOFEIE, JH
HORIIZEWERLIMET 5 &% 2 51 (Meller and
Pedersen 2011), KBRS HEEDOEA ZFH STV 5
FEROVEDE R >TWS (Bilgili et al. 2011),
5OFREITR L. A &G E N S B 7 HEE | 2 5
BT E BE LATIFEERFEIL, Bk LRELTOR
TR RBIANOREIIEH SN D (Bilgili et al. 2011) .
FoORMIEEREID SEEICHEL TWDREFTIS L
(Kiithn 2001) . {ETEM 2 BB REERE b IA R & Wbl T
5% (Kim and Jin 2013), ZEFE T 2 b RHEFEHE D 2 b
FEEEL D DEND DD (Sunetal 2012 ; Center 2020) .
BHE T A N O A HIdEE - &0 & KARE 0 A 28 g
BIZ5 Cd 572 (Bilgili et al. 2011). KM FEED
AFENREE 22 A (Kimand Jin 2013) 0 SIS DFE 5,

FLRSIEEIEEEBEICE R LT, SitRoE L
JESIFEEIC & B FEERIE 2011 £ T 412 T kW Th o 72
DIZHF L, 2017 4FTIE 1881 T kW FTILEL TS B
") (Global Wind Energy Council 2018), 414 72 %38 A
WRAFN TS,

ZFO—FT, BIEE~DBEOHELELR (N— F 2
NTAZ) E, HELETOIME SN TS (Everaert and
Stienen 2007) o 72 & Z (&, JLMREERE OMAICERE S
TWD B (53 130m) 28T, 2003 420 5
2007 4 F THIZFY 3 MR (AFt1e0 ), ~v a7
F—wHOlRH e irozE A, 7L — FOFHELL
WIFFEE TH o T 767 AEOILTMAE  (BHES 122
IZE DAL BN L EWH D o 7)) AEILS 1
7 (Hiippop et al. 2016), 72, EEEDEE R FE BT
THbHE =TIy (Zeebrugge., IV F—) DiffEEIC
B 5 FREFEERMZE (200 kW:10 5. 400 kW:12 1.
600 kW:3 13) TIE.2004 4 & 2005 F1ZHIC 1-2 1 (72
LB AR L HMEIZ3 - 40) OHEETHE
FEh L 722 A, 2004 1% 121 AR, 2005 1% 105 A D
BEEHEMEE (7L — FANOEMIZ L o THLEEZ
SN LEMEHEOME T 7213, 2212 X 2 NSRS ATERE
SN E) BENZFNEIE L7z (Everaert and
Stienen 2007)o & 512, Everaert and Stienen (2007) (3.
EX S N7 22 CIRR DB % FRHE 12 AR DFERER
RFEBWIC LD FEL R EEL2ZE L CEROEZEME
e L. R 523 AR b 2 S AR X
DT L TWBIREEERIZ L2, 2O X912, 25
TCEEOFE R B & O EIL AR 7 7 Tl (Drewitt and
Langston 2006) . FEEEOMZEA UL IR S 15 E A% &
DLEEDIEVENENSND, 2O L ) HilEE~OE
HOBEBENZEEIMA, 7 r~<—27 Tk, BEHZRO
TR X0 B ORI RE 2 SRETIGET R B35 HT 28T J%
THIELHEESNTVSIED (Fox et al. 2006). %<
DHEREEOME Z BT TRATW 200 EIHl ST
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2% (Desholm and Kahlert 2005) . JRHLJti 5% o [\l |2 1F:
9 LAV F = ADMERIZ G R B RENE, [EEC L) B
N9 2 ARV AKAE T 205, 72 & 203, B O[] |2
ED 1My T REHTHALRIIR-TLSETER I
M)y TEER) H7-D 1 km RAWEEEEABEINT 5 & =
2 7 A V) Fratercula arctica DB IHZERLWIGE TR &
LR 5.2 5L EN TS (Masden et al. 2010),
D& HIELEASFEERIEL, BB R S
Lo TE, S OEREEISEE 2 LT3 RES RS S
T3 (Wilson et al. 2010)o #EE X, TEREEDNE <,
FHOEINES V%, TLTEETHL 2O, ol
AMERTES A X5/ s 5 L MESHECTH S & Shb
(Drewitt and Langston 2006 ; Everaert and Stienen 2007) o
o7z, FLEFEBEBREF WL, FEERCHRE O
FAFUEETIE, WA BT 52 50 b
Nz, Zo720,F EEFEEFIERMIZH 72> T,
S5, BERMEEDICOEE L 9 2 IHHIE R 0
WROOLND, TAYARA T A% E, WDDDIEH
TIEE LRI FEE OB % 5P 5 Fikid i L
EBROBYTHH I N TS D DD (United States
Department of the Interior 2012 ; Bundesamt fiir
Seeschifffahrt und Hydrographie 2013) . HA% &4 { ®
E Tl DA FEEORE 2 Gl 2 FE £ 720G R
HCTH Do FFIZ, PRSI R OO 3 55
D1DOMENPAR T 5 HAILHEIZ B TIE (Birdlife
International 2017), FEBEE DL & 72 V) FaRiRaT 25 7% &
NTVLLDODEETLARA Y P T —=F X=X
(EADAS) OABICE EFoTH Y, F LRI FEFE
DUFB~OFZEFHTF L ORI, BF LR 5,
BUE, BJFEEEEOFBIRIZB T, BEOL Y
T4 T4~y 7 (Sensitivity map) OFIEHAEH
ENTWw5 (B Z21F Bradbury etal. 2014), > > 71 €
T ARy T A FEEEFEORFEFHE L E T L5 6,
B B~ O 528 & [ 5 IR R 2 S
BEXLETLHZEEFHMNIZLTBY . BHEOSHAIER
REGEH, JEY L — P EIEOWT, ARFEEICLS
B AT, B L b0 TH D
(Bright et al. 2008) s 1 ¥V A Tld, BEHHEFEOFE
MHEEHE LIS, BEHORED 2O IZEREZE O
FHEO—BREL TRy YT 4 ¥T 4 7y TOMHANEH
f1F 5N T35 (Bright et al. 2008)

AR TR, #ERNFEEFHEDMSIZ T HEE
BT AH720121) 417 a5 E A Larus schistisagus
DEESG R AT G & W PEEE & DBREZHIS 2T L, 2)

FORBEEL LI, A A O EADE YT A ET
4y TR T A LR HIE L7z,

VRS
R

AL, AbiEE R & L7z ERHITIN RIS
(& BREAE DRI FEE DO F DT & N B iR &
LCHELTWSD CEART V¥ v V). FFI R
7.5 m/s LLE DA LT 5 (B3EAE 2011 1 B
(272 2011),

AREFZEH O 2018 4F 1 BT 2 P 7.0C . HiK
B IE 30.1C (8 A)y ARSI -123TC (2 A)
ToHol ([KHETF—5 - &k GRT AREEWHT) L,
https://www.data.jma.go.jp/obd/stats/etrn/index.php. 2019 £
4 111 HEERR) o A4 7 un X0 (6 H2 5
8H) @37 AOPHRIRIZ141T 49 TH Y, FIy
Bk 1S 190.5 mm45.5 Th o 720 A& 85 H 77 P
DR TIE, WEOHER L &% 5~ A 7 Sardinops
¥ ¥ < Cololabis saira. I X ¥ 3
Enteroctopus dofleini. 3~ A Eleginus gracilis 7 £ D% 7
. 1T 7 b~ A Oncorhynchus gorbuscha 7% & O r #A
REDV.6H -8 HIbzoTHAS T b KBTS
% (biiEE KT 2020) 6

GPS T 7/ — O FE &, Ll ERE T O L METE
I r4-4ruhE X endRe Lz, KFHEOFNEH
AP T 300 B L OBIEE AR L T2
(g BT — %) o [ UILilEE R I2 BT
LU RADOEELREGEIO—D L ST Ik
JEI CHERR S N7 BIHEDS 160 TH D Z L 2 EET 5 &
(ZR#K 2016) . ASFHAHITAHEE BRI TT T H R D KH
BB M ThbEEZ LMD,

melanostictus-

FFETOBEXDERE
FAE7anEAEITN)TBLOTLF vy HFE
POIIFEICAER L. A% 5 LA 72D
N9 HHELTH S (Hoyo et al. 1996), FPEIZAFHZ
T % L il EEHEE W R OR, #E s, HIE.
SHIEENY) . WUZENY . EREM B L URR G SR RAT
% (Watanuki 1988) . FafR#I[H (3 28 - 30 HH, HiZb %
T40-45 HMTHY (Hoyo et al. 1996) . JbifEE DG
WiZe-8 Hilh725b, ARIEIL, BHEWNC 5 &l
ERREEM AT A SR T A 729 (Hamer et al. 2002) .
TR A R SSE MR DSAE B L O L TV 2 85
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B 5250 A7 3T L R DD D Do ATE LI HEE
IZBWTRBEANDERIZLAETHI MM BEHL Y L%
\» (Kitano and Shiraki 2013), Affi%, BWEAOL v F
T—=FVAL (FY7NT) IZHFEWMENTBY, 2015
EHAE, Z ORI 1980 4F & ILER L T 65% A L 72
EHEEE ENTW D (Senzaki et al. 2019) o

NREOHE, GPS EEFHLUT—2ORE

R, ZOBEHNC, BHEREBOEREMIZB VT,
PTEICE DEL 7z MEEARIIARE, REE. ik
. WliEmb L0, @HEZRHIT 2 & & b2, Mz
ML, F@WicYy -9 —%EAGPS T F — 2
(Technosmart #1: %4, Remote GPS (12 g) . Gipsy GSM (9 g)
DOWEFNH) BEAE LTz, oA — O MEIE 5 5EFe
L. ., BEF. BLO, BEZIUE L7

GPS ZHEMAEDBH T — 7 (&, EHEHMOITEICHRE
L7-BEWBIIBWTHBTIEL., BIC—ERILL 72,
PR, e 2 BS54 2 128D, BEME
RO (BIEOMFDO A EL L O, $OHFLEDH
e L) wRiFR L7z,

FREEOEN E TRMBERE

FABBMEAR AR L 72 Wik 38 1) 2 S B R A s 2 i
ET SO, MEER, O 7 — A VEELRET L7,
g — 3 OVEEEHEE R A O TEIBH S il L
T Worton (1989) 2SR L7-FETH Y. Ho s
i T — % % A TR & & T AR RIS O 55 A =8 % 4
ETDHODTH D HIMIH7zo TIHIIER S 27 4
(Arc GIS Version 10.3.1, Environmental Systems Research
Institute, Redlands, California, USA) % JH\:7z, 1 —
FIVEEIL, FEOZMBEECHIESTRETH), £
 DWFETIIHC 2B T — ¥ DB = Z 18
LCTHESNS (/2% 213, Ceia et al. 2015 ; Avalos et
al. 2017 ; Dehnhard et al. 2019) o AWFFETId LS 29
HERE (EFEAKERB L7007 1)V altfE) OR/hZE
BIRIEEEDS 4 kmxd km ThH o722 £ 225, 4 kmx4 km D
ZEHRIGIE T — R IVEE ZIEE L7,

R e B L o B L ORI BV TIREATE)
&% L %7:% (Wilson et al. 2008 ; Kazama et al. 2018) .
ERIITEETII A EAFEOREN IR M) v 7L
K& 7% S (Kazama et al. 2018) o AWFZETIdE H i
Rl & LCHEE 2.5 km O (B & A IR
T) 2% < O GPS MEIFMASHFAEL TH Y iR
B3R TORE % & — R EA L CRifEs 5 Z &A%

L7, oA EO TR ZIToTLE ) L EEM
ORISR SN BErH L 2 Lnb,
Kazama et al. (2018) ZfE\vy, Z OFEFAN D GPS (&[S
WAL T — RIVEEEZREI L7,

YENIRREER

— M DR AMEEI R T 5 22M1d, fER
BORELZITAH2D (728 21X, Arcos et al. 2012) .
W77 7 NI L b —RAEEEDFEL BBDD
B 77 v o b 2 RFBIER EDERET B S0 56 12K
73 % (Coyle et al. 1992 ; Hunt et al. 1996 ; Mackas et al.
2012)0 £ O TIE, —REEEDGATIZHEH LT
R D53 A % AN FHl L T 5 (72 & 212, Hunt and
Schneider 1987 ; Becker and Beissinger 2003 : Ainley et al.
2005 ; Hyrenbach et al. 2007 ; Thomas et al. 2012) o {HFED
W77 > 7 b ke BERIZE > TEILT %, 72
LR, BRI TS v o b yEE, K L
B b ORFEROWARLHERFOEEEE 2T (2L
Z &, Hunt and Schneider 1987 : #FH124> 2007) . — iy
WHEICHRTE L B2 (728 21X 38 1991) o — 15T,
WEICBW T, EREOMIZKIEZ &K E 5
3% (Thomas et al. 2012), HFIZ. =FEifFED S biEE
EHRM T2 TUE Wi BE O I /T A $
L HUE 2 O o L 72 KBE & o kiR = AR D T EEE A
W7o NN E D (22 KE
191)0 ZD X, KWW T F > 7 b rEid, MRS
RWNKDFAZ: EDER N HER DK T% L, WERE
DREEEETHEEICE o TORET 5720, HDHF
FEOWEE O 75 > 7 b v O5AR 3 L b —E
B U LIRS RV, Ll EFRICEHSLERMTT
I2BW It (Sugimoto et al. 2013). W75 > 7 » i
xR ET 5227007 4 )Vait# (Behrenfeld and
Falkowski 1997) MR QR T (72 & 213
BH) OFMZSAZELE, BET— PO T 52
CERNEETH o7z T AR TIE, A4
71 E A DZEMAFICE D ZEFER & L CTIRIRDIIA,
FALr T EXOBEIMHE O 7 - 8 A O H BTk
R E 7 00 7 1 )b a2 PUE L7z, R ES
L'/ 117 1)V ald Jet Propulsion Laboratory California
Institute of Technology %5 . FHEEED 4 km O % N
L 7z (Jet Propulsion Laboratory California Institute of
Technology [Physical Oceanography Distributed Active
Archive Center) | https:/podaac.jpl.nasa.gov/ MRS H
201944 H 11 H)o RIET— 213, HRWBET -5 &
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F 1. YEHPEREER, + 3ANEO 7 VETFIVICE TN LR 2 RT.

H IR/ Ml YN/ FRAT I N 72258
KRR (T) 6.77 15.62 +
7Huu74)va (mg/md) 0.72 3.90 +
KR (m) 0.00 2611.15 +
EHM A S ORIEHEE (m) 1003.87 78415.58 +
WD O ORGEHEE (m) 14.12 70407.02
WD 5 OREHEE (m) 0.00 61013.00

H=DEIAET D 500m A v Y A KET -5 AR
(g LR E R [HAREET -2 vy —
http://www.jodc.go.jp/jodeweb/JIDOSS/infoJEGG_j.html  #%
FMERRH 2019 4F 4 H 11 H)o KT — & O ZEH fFGEE
12500m THAHHA, 7007 1) a Bk KRS —
YRR & B D 72D DT AL (AreGIS 7 4+ — 1)V
#ETY — v, Esri ArcGIS Spatial analysis tool) 12X D 4
km DZERRGEEIZGbE2, EHIKEAY P allBW
T, B, RSB X ONEE £ T ORI D R 22
DB ZERE LTER L7z §XTOT— 5 OILEH
FHiE. GPSEBHMEGD ) LR AHM M) v 7R (P
FEHE £SD = 43.1422.0 km) ZFEL T, i1 5
F0% 80 km BN DM & L, T AR REFFRIC BT T
HPHE L7z,

IRETRRAT & AR B

T4 s AOEMABICEGRT 2 ERNZH S5
129572012, HWERZK A Y v 2 (4 kmx4 km) D
B — FOVEE, SRS mKmRE (C), 7uoo7
fa, KE (m), HERM2SOHEE (m). #HEB X
O o ORAEHHE (m) & L7 VETVE, —K
EIERAET IV (GAMMs) & FIWCHESEL 72 (B 1)
B, BB L NEED S OREHENT. ENEIUKE
EEFHD O ORI & VAR R L2 L
5 (r>07). ZELBEELEZEL TTXTOMITHIS
BAL L7z (D). 5N 7 VETIVEICICHIEARit
Gk H#E (AICe) &ML LY FEICLDE
TIVERZITV, AICe i bIRWET IV ENA PET
V& L7z (AAICe >2)o AT IZIE, AV 7 PR
version3.4.2 (R Core Team 2017) & \R 7%y 7 — < “MuMIn”
BLY "mgev’ EHVz.

ARFFFECTH 72 GPS U 7 — OFGEE Tl 7l 2 A
EEARDL 2 ek o7z, A AT TN EADR
MEEICHET 2HERIZVE O, dFETHL LT
71 & A Larus argentatus X° 71 € A L. canus TIXZNEN

35% B LU 23%ORATHAEET L — FiE (30 - 150 m)
OFEFATH ) . MMOMSTE L) ORI E &
ENTW5 (Furness et al. 2013) o ZD728., SHEDOK
B A2 W72 PRODEEICBWTE, #4707
EADL L OTRITHEROCHRELET LI LI b L
EZbND, TDH, KRBT, EEORIT
FERCRAEEIIAHTH 200, F 7 hER
PSHAE LR W IGHT & A & I & O ZEANEAEIIZ 5
HELRTWEET & A L7z,

VT ET Yy TOER

BONIZARANET NV E AT, Bk L2 HERET
=IO KAy T aOFHABELHEE L, 20k &,
~ v TOERFFIL. BRI 5 BN RERORK
MR 2 LR L 3 2 (CGEES0 km) & L7c. #5
N72K Ay 22 OHERMHBED ) 6 16713 280 A
7RO 1B ERFY) A, ELT, mED 13 2K A
7ELTGISTHWwWTIH L, Ihxtrv 71 ¥
TATyTE L M. KWRICBIT A A7 LI,
Cleasby et al. (2015) ZZH\Z, FIFHHEDAHITIIZ 5
WD (T b BRI REEATES VW ET) g L7,

S

2018 4F 6 H 24 HICEBGE O+ 7 ud € 2 %03
e, M3 EA, BT o MR L7z (£2). 6124 H
758 H31 FTIHASLN/ GPS EIEHRB LN v
7 (HEERTHSHIIR->TLAHETEL M) v FLW
A) o, 6 kG FN 62,912 1 (Ml /K F- 34 £SD =
10,484.7£3,701.3 &), 2,690 b 1) v 7 (fE{K T34 +SD =
493.3+1393 N v ) Tholz. BERMTOEF L
BNLONPFETH Y (Sugimoto et al. 2013) . AFAA
HIZBWTH WL OO AR CTHEAZICRRKT 27
BARIZL 2T — 7 OREHBALNTz, RFNE, Bl
FHREHFEOHMIBES N T a7 (K1) 72,
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2. GBI RAE M L BT — 5 B

fEf& 1D RE (kg P W7 —2 % WS~ v 7
1229 1.13 ¢ 16392 446
1230 1.35 % 14797 775
1231 1.23 % 7185 437
1232 1.45 a 9259 542
1233 1.53 d 7125 384
1234 1.52 d 7520 356

—1D:1234
—1D:1233
—1D:1232
—ID:1231
—1ID:1230
—1ID:1229

1. HEEORIPEIF, 1D IZEEEET ZRT.

RECHEREILAEROHE LT TRML T,

AR B B IMER LA N T2 2 2 3% h o
72720 AIBER 6 EARASERGH & ikl L TV 7zh &9 i,
HEIEME T Lholce LOLARDVSL.GPS T—F 005,
SBEMEAR ST 2 8 U CL B HHIIEENIR - ¢
Ko EDMERR SN & A5, BERSR 6 RIXER
W R a8 U B A Ak LT 7z &I L 72,

Rk L7z& B0 RIMIFFEDOFAIRE ST
Mo 723 T — AIVEEHREEIC X ) RIS, SRR
HOMERLHE T TR WEAARD b7z (K2),
GAMMSs O#ER, FZERE LC, #kEiRE, 700
T4 )a, ZLTC, HHEMHSSOEHESEENETIV
MARARETIVE LTHRIRE N/ (F3), /KEIRE
B roo 7 o va oMttt ra s E X0
FUHABEEE (ZHE N L 720 EH 2 S i, +4 70
7€ 2 OFFBEE OBV L7225, EEM S

DO HEAS 25km 2 7230 0) A5 IEIT W TH - 72
(3)s T/, BONRA ST TV % BT ELFE O
BIAME L. vy T 4 €74~y TRIER L2 A,
RO T% < EHEM S B &€ 40 km Bl
72T ) A OBFIDAFIE L Tz ([K4), F 72,
WFEAEDR) A7 BIUEY A2 OWITEREM Ok
7200 m W) (AL Tz (4),

RIFZEIL. R EEL M REANRAT TR L R
T5LZEEHMWIC, GPS U T —F Wittt ran
EAOAERE B W RS & OB L 2T L
Too ZORER. HEKERE., 200 7 1)V a OYHBESE
RHEBRLTHBY ., BHEMAD ST WEF1T T4 <,
2B D S TN ICEEREN S WG T s a g
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2. ZAREB X OERED 1 — A VEE, O RBIEIRELBTH 2, ID IFEEEE T 2R T,

EXDHHERENEL B EPHEN IR o720 TD
ks, FAbrah T ARE L2 RS ESR
FERMH ORI LTI EHEI O 7217 Tldze <, 88
BFREDOL VUL EE T LNEDNHLEEZ D, T4
Y7 udERADGAIHRO—ERIROENTH Y, H7
IR A LRI DNTETH S Z L H 5 (Hoyo
et al. 1996) . AbiffiE ORE 5 O ZGHRE KIE O AR
(fR4) EEETH D, AFIRICEIVEOENE VT
t T4~y i, EERNEEREEIC BT
L 7uNEAEDORGERMFEICTLMADOVDEDIZR D

LEbhs,

FEFIIRA TH SO0, FEIRO5 R Z2H
PEFTLHSEIIMICL L HEET L (728 2L,
Coyle et al. 1992 ; Hunt et al. 1996) o AHWFZE & FAEIZ, &
NOEDOMIZBNCLHEROSAELEE L2y T4
ETa 74~y 7R BaIER L. S HETERT O B3 H
FARIZFH T A LEEDN D 5,

F At a s EXOu I B LR, WK
HEBLOF 70074 VadNREVHTTTEAL %57
KT A 75 > 7 by OREICEDY . REDS
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#3. EFNVBEIROERED LA 5 BTN + BEETNVICEETNIEHERT,

model ID ZUOT7 1 )ba BHHASOHHEE IR WKL AAICe
1 + + + 0.00
2 + + 2.03
3 + 3.90
4 + 3.95
5 + + + 4.10

EWEET T T b OBEDELS, T OHEEE D
< 7% % (Thomas et al. 2012)s F 72, W75 > 7 b
VEDORETHAL 7 OT T 4V aDiEEDE S
(Behrenfeld and Falkowski 1997) . #O#F & 7% 2 K 77
YO NYRE T VU ELFIELTWAET LR
RLTW3 (Haysetal 2005)c L7225 C, VK
MEBLT 7O 7 4 ValRElZ, 777 FrEOH
MafirLC, F4trahEx0ffE % b HE0HEnd
5 ERBERT B BATHIRIZBWT, MR IE— R
WA <L BT T vy b R M AT S iR
THb71 >~ (Osean Front: F72 % 2 DOKIEOBER)
WL DEENEFT LI EMESIN TS (Coyle
et al. 1992 : Hunt et al. 1996) . FIFSHEEATHEL DA R
WA O TEWEMASEED 5072 & v ) RIFFEO K5 5H
b, INHOMAEIZE D HHTE 2,

FAXTanEXE, EEBDS 25 km DINOBHTT
FIFBED R ol B DL  OMSITEHH L
BEEGAT 2 B CHE L 2 0% b wi-o, HATHE
FHASHIR &% (72 & 21X Hamer et al. 2002) o 72 & z2 12,
TA YTV ) Sula dactylatra Tl&. ZHEHILY =3
—FFYY T (8- 24km) RHFEED MY v T (50 -
142km) %% {479 T L HHE SN T b (Weimerskirch
et al. 2008), AWFZETIE, A4+ truhEXAOHEHD 2
A b EHERREROBR AT 57— 2 137 A5, 25
km &) BRI, TRIEMEEEEDSHIMR & 105 Bl b 4
F s ® ADHHENAEES B 2 LA RE R HEE O]
REMED B Do

AW TIE. SFIA CGEAD AT NG FRJI5E
WX LT, REEZEY 27 R EEATENIC & 5 A L F —
OA%E, beAx BT 572008 74T
4=y TERER L 72,
EREJISEEIL. HBKIRE LS E T FES R 20 Wi
BHETHLET TR, ZREBBEDRE 6T
(Snyder and Kaiser 2009) o 4#12. HARD X HIZHTAET 5
MR R (BRI AR AKIR) 25K & < (United States
Department of State 1972) . # FJEJIFEEOEART » ¥

YOV G ETTIEEE BRI BT A IIREIRE W
(728 ZITAARAIIFEERHE T 2030 4£12 10 GW O H
BAEREFHLTY2 (HEARIEERHZ 2018))
FERICHARIZBI 2 FE FREFEBEOEART ¥ ¥ v vk
157 kW E R SNTBY ., 2 ERIEED
28 T kW R KIFHEHED 158 kW L i L TL Mo
TREBRRT XV THDH (BEEE 2011). B
WTHEART V¥ X VIR E < BARIZEAIZBE
L#ElrTv» % (Global Wind Energy Council 2018) o ASfiff
TR L7z VT4 BT 1<y T, SO
RS L 72 PRI S EOSMEEoO—W e b 2 L %
HIFEL 72\,
KWFFROFEREL S, F 470 h € AT 5~
OfZE) A 713, BRMON TR, BB D
5THAEMNICERE IR O L WIGHT TR { % 2 T REME DG
BEND, CNEAF 7O hERAZF TR, HER
DI ANATEND A N5 % DS IZ L TH T
FA5HZ L7259 (Huntetal 1996) . ¥ RIS E iz 1%
TR R0 97 B ) ORI RE 2> 5 /K 200 m D RERRHHE T O
BRSELESNTBY, ARAOMEIZKEO m - 50
m. FEIEKZE 50 m - 150 m F TR & X T
W25 (Myhr et al. 2014) o BIfEIL, BIRADF 2GR
FETH Y. O ARRE LRI FEEIL 2017 FI2FRE
EHIBL-AT Yy b5 Y FOREEDOATH 57 (Statoil
2015) FEAMTHEHIC LD BHISKEDBE AT I 7N
LRSS EIIERE SN Do SHENS CEF D REEM
¢ (Hunt and Schneider 1987). 77t 7 1 7 & X Ol
ZED)AIPEL LI LR EETL L, BEASZTT
Rl AR L T O s AR EHED) A
NHbHI LI b, ZDD, BEEEEESEVIEATNCE
WTbhtr v T~y FERIGH L, EEICEE
FRE TR RIS 5 2 & CREE A oRHE L E KNS
259,

I b BHES IR Uipe & R 3 2 BN E B L 7oA
FTOFERIL, SHROE RN EEORERTHICBWTEH
AR e b ThsH. KWFRIE, BEFH L
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(Kitano and Shiraki 2013) . 287 BRSNS & 0 #E i
DIERIZH %S (Senzaki et al. 2019) 7 a X%
R L7205, BB O FZET ALY T b IEE
ENb, TOlo, bR E Ly YT ET S
<y TOEEIRD SN, Lo L, BIEDEIISE
ROBBHEYEET L L BEEEOABNERY S
FET 2 DI e A7 Senzaki et al. (2019) 1.
It 7 a g E A DS S FRIER IO WA 053 L i
& LTy 7 2 A3 Larus crassirostriss 7 2 717 A Uria

aalge, = L C. T N Y'Y 7 Fratercula cirrhata % %55 C
Who Z9 L7HIZOWTIERMIZAIIZED & 9 4t
YIUTAET ARy SO ENINDLIEA S, T2,
Gove et al. (2016) (&, EIFEEMZEIITT L8 A7
THOETDT=DIT, BFDED AR fEEEFED T v 7 D
il BT A AR O AR EO R Y ER T A
L72A37TdbHSSS (Species Sensitivity Scores) #* Ji&
WG L A58 o Ji L i ~fa bR & NEAZ AT L 7o FRATEINC
BWTH, HOHENED) 2ITINA, FEEOFEY v/
KSR DBEIRMARATIT D HR 2 T2 D00 Ltz v,
F 720 AW TR L 72 FHIE 7OVIE, s © & 0L
AT RE L Z DAL VRSN TV L 720D,
flddsg T H BT 2 2 E BB EICTTRETH L. LA L
BBERE T, E7VORMER LED720120 {29 0fkE
W bo 72k 21E, WSOITHHIL IO = — OB
L oTEALT AT L TdH%H (Soanes et al. 2016) . ARG
WIHFET A4 4270 EAOIT =~ (32018 4ET
301 -TH Y, o & ) SIFFITRE WV (7L 21T,
BEPLS TIE B L2 60 B (FAER 2014) . LT
EB &2 160 B (KFK 2016)) 0 F 7o, FREGHPTIC MK
AR ZO5NAMETIE, UL DORIEREO Rt % {5
FT572018 7% b 25 - 50 DT — 5 HULETH
b EENTWD (Lascelles et al. 2016). 4+ k27 uhE
ANIBWTH EEOERE, HEISTRE SN TWE L
75 (Watanuki 1989) \ AWFFE TIBHF L 72 6 KD A& T,
MRS EEZIERETE TR WIS H 5, A T,
WS OBREIGHTIZ, WEIZ B A RBOFHIN 2 2L
SERZAIC X > TEFHT S (Yamamoto et al. 2011), &
N, EEROGAH, MR EOBERIZ X > TH
BAEALT B EIZHHRT 20 20720, EamflH
HW(E) A7) BMEICHAT A E RIS R
YTAET ARy TERERT 5720123, BEOYEBR
5577 — 8 % VORI D 534 R Z2 2 L2 Tll$ 5 2
EDVWEE R DAL LN, LA L, A7 ubE
A DR AFIROT & A EDIKIE 200m BAA ORI T
HotzZlrt (H4), KREOUE2 Y (FHFE)
D5 T & D b MR R Rk O R AR D B
Vo 7RI R ERII R E N TV, L2t o T oaf
SHIKA D7 107 1) a iR MK T O FHIZAL
ZRL ., A RN OMIEL LTHWS Z & T,
RIREHEPEL TH A9 o SHEEOFRRITMA . 7z
V2B &R N2 THERC IR T 5 2 & T iR
AR OR 2 FZAL L GO TR T 2 2 LT E 572
590 £72.% L ORBFIIRAMT 2BJAEFIH L (Safi
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et al. 2013 ; Tarroux et al. 2016), 4+t 0HE A& &
OF FYHIEBWTEBWERL Y b EEFH LT
RIS 5 Z EMHSMIT% 5T b (Spear and Ainley
1997) 0 AWFFE Cl3RnJaE 2 & oStk = £1E L <
WS, JHE S R L 5RC 2o TR LR 4%
YT T A7y TRERLL TV 2o, A1
W B IR E R & 4 1 7 a5 X OF) i
DFL—=FF7EBAL T BENH L7759, Eit
AL ORI 2 Z2BRREE O LS, AW kR
LR EEFEDERDIZOIZZHETHH )0

G

RIFFeEITHIZHY . Rifseols 8@ L b
LCwiz2nw iz aiER MG OWRHHRE T Lo L
TAHESFIER LT, T, HESCHAEIEO
BB TV 772 R E R & HARO B EEE DA}
IR IR, b Ko JJ B R A 0 X ) L L
T E T, AW, () BB AR O BREERT
G (4-1803) ICX D EHSN-DDTH S,
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