BRASLESF L ELALANS
ﬁfﬁ."%aﬂ*ﬁ#w'te‘_

PEAR 112# 4 7 10 P




N3

A

e
5




4% v # (Populus tremuloides michx)

Leaf Area (cmz)

NSC (%dw)

-
%]

-
o

@

p <0.001

I

g P

0.001

AT 3z

Fence No Fence

A

=B

gL

p =0.005

Fence

No Fence

(MPp 04) SUILUR ], PASUSPUOD)




4

——

T SN Sy 2 N

> a4 fid

Biomass (g!mz)

15

s
o
1

tk4p % & (Lorentzen Kolstad et al., 2018)

Large herbs

i Open plots {
= A= - Exclosures /LN

0 2 4 6 8
Years since exclusion

10 4

Ferns

Years since exclusion




X e b g

>

3

ie- %

N\ \

AL




B hd A -

A

g

B ERSF

B Fl2

% > R A

. TR P P

Crude fat Crude protein
25

20

25

20

phenolics

Total

(Agetsuma et al., 2019)

10 10 Variable in selected model Coefficient p
" i oo VR — | Crude fat 0.603 <0.001
5 5 I 5 Crude protein 0127 0,004
Avlu:; TL" )ﬁ, (Cervus nippon) | $ - I Lignin —0.052 0.016
0 0 N Total phenolics 0.194 0.001
Food Available Food Available Food Available Condensed tannin —0.726 0.036
7 -—v- N /o & > Y L2 N
AT 9 B H A B8R & MR L A (GLMM)
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1. & k& );; (Phascolarctos cinereus)*¥ & A (Auetal., 2017)

2. 5% Bu(cervuselaphus) § £ & * -K 4 {5 4 1 4% (Ceacero et al., 2014)
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r 0./6 073 070 0.16 0.61 0.02

P-value <0.001 <0.001 0.001 0.52 0.01 0.94
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r 028 029 019 -016 059 -0.70
P-value 0.244 0.232 0.424 0.509 0.008 0.001
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P-value 0.468 0.412 0.781 0.442 0.081 0.011

% 2

t’«—-E% *_!\b*_ ] -

31



23§ FEE28 5 PRG F D

T SHERE L KALFE R PR

> EIE Sk 8 B %

l.

> ?Jﬂka‘ﬁmf‘ . 6—-87
5 H4 i 4-80
BT > HAAL DT R LRRE G 2R

o

> Bt ARG AT M
1. g 4598+ ROI_3
9. ¥ 40l 3

%40l 3

CrARBER LAY ORG KT M
AW O/ DIEG M

T &%

o=k
a> o
2
o

32



F’\ﬂi.vf L8

> FREHRE e 3157 (s 4 2016 5 Hanis - 2020)

B

. Different &ag%#% :3-517
. Same R LR BRHEE EF

=2
SREPH aHL DI L R YD

33



e% 2R3 G REE?

3P Al G 1R A W E G R
B 4 i P-value
i % % % m? % i %
=0y 224 225 126 36.2  9.15 34.22 404 38.92 1.61  <0.0001
3 LB 146 14.6 104 29.9  8.71 32.57 357 34.39 2.04  <0.0001
- ¥4 102 10.2 7 20 0.16 0.60 13 1.25 0.20  <0.0001
LE¥A 85 85 6 1.7 0.04 0.16 11 1.06 0.20  <0.0001
g 77 7.7 6 1.7 0.37 1.39 7 0.67 0.22  <0.0001
it 64 6.4 31 8.9 3.03 11.31 64 6.17 139 0019
i~ 64 6.4 4 11 0.01 0.02 8 0.77 0.18  <0.0001
ZLHFg 56 5.6 5 1.4 0.02 0.08 5 0.48 0.26  <0.0001
%45 34 3.4 3 09 0.04 0.16 8 0.77 0.25  0.001
|"| it 33 3.3 20 5.7 1.74 6.51 60 5.78 1.74  0.002
= $~1, 31 31 9 26 0.24 0.91 22 2.12 0.83  0.485
ERF 25 25 7 20 0.22 0.83 19 1.83 0.80 0463
oL R T 14 1.4 2 0.6 0.18 0.68 4 0.39 0.41 0.103
LB 12 1.2 7 20 0.60 2.25 15 1.45 1.67 0086
H s 30 3.0 11 3.2 2.22 8.29 41 3.95 - -

% 3 B 997 348 26.74 1038
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EX T N T L SREE S
BHE 45 28 P-value
% % % m2z % i %
=0t 224 225 126 36.2  9.15 3422 404 38.92 1.61  <0.0001
2 L ESH 146 14.6 104 29.9  8.71 3257 357 34.39 2.04  <0.0001
- #4102 10.2 2.0 0.16 0.60 13 1.25 0.20  <0.0001
L#{ 4 85 85 1.7 0.04 0.16 11 1.06 0.20  <0.0001
o 77 1.7 1.7 0.37 1.39 7 0.67 0.22 <0.0001
BT 64 6.4 8.9 3.03 11.31 64 6.17 139 0019
B~ 64 6.4 1.1 0.01 0.02 8 0.77 0.18  <0.0001
ZLHfg 56 5.6 1.4 0.02 0.08 5 0.48 0.26  <0.0001
ERY 34 3.4 0.9 0.04 0.16 8 0.77 0.25 0.001
1 33 3.3 5.7 1.74 6.51 60 5.78 174  0.002
F+1, 31 3.1 2.6 0.24 0.91 22 2.12 0.83 0485
LR 25 25 2.0 0.22 0.83 19 1.83 0.80 0463
oL - 14 1.4 0.6 0.18 0.68 4 0.39 0.41 0.103
LR 12 1.2 2.0 0.60 2.25 15 1.45 167 0086
H 30 3.0 3.2 2.22 8.29 41 3.95 - -
B2t 997 26.74 1038
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BHE ik 4 ik

4 Sy )2 22 : , ,
> _’Fﬁ Uy 4F 3 B > IEIE Sl 0.22

ik 4kig 1 0.97 (i 5 2015)

> B A 34 - R (Cervusnippon) vg # AFHEY 0 o SRy R
(Takatsuki, 2009)
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N RS - 7 4T A Ty 45 A
H = N Mean SE N Mean SE N Mean SE
Fe F-v g/100g 2 10.25 1.75 5 3.48 0.62 5 2.46 0.14
i g/100g 2 1.50 1.0 5 2.56 0.79 5 2.46 0.66
4t mg/kg 2 1755.0 635.0 5 6534.0 1003.70 5 11912.0 4678.18
4% mg/kg 2 1170.0 40.0 5 900.40 190.46 5 722.80 86.39
49 mg/ kg 2 12500.0 1200.0 5 3798.0 753.97 5 3034.0 472.87
Rk mg/ kg 2 1575.0 135.0 5 537.80 64.37 5 503.20 52.72
Z7IN mg/kg 2 36.50 0.50 5 39.26 4,24 5 30.34 2.97
48 mg/ kg 2 74.85 1.65 5 116.16 51.89 5 36.70 12.25
i mg/ kg 2 475.0 136.0 5 1841.60 847.78 5 450.58 228.20
af mg/ kg 2 4.54 0.15 5 3.80 1.0 5 2.47 0.36
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N ERE LY F i A o 5 7
H = N Mean SE N Mean SE N Mean SE
Fe B-v g/100g 2 10.25 1.75 5 3.48 0.62 5 2.46 0.14
AR g/100g 2 1.50 ~B. 7 2 2.46 0.66
4 mg/kg 2 [ < L . 4678.18
4% mg/kg 2 1170.0 40.0 5 900.40 190.46 5 72280 86.39
& mg/ kg 2 12500.0 1200.0 5 3798.0 753.97 5 3034.0 472.87
Bk mg/kg 2 1575.0 135.0 5 537.80 64.37 5 503.20 52.72
ZoiN mg/kg 2 36.50 0.50 5 39.26 4.24 5 30.34 2.97
48 mg/ kg 2 74.85 1.65 5 116.16 51.89 5 36.70 12.25
e mg/kg 2 475.0 136.0 5 1841.60 847.78 5 450.58 228.20
& mg/ kg 2 4.54 0.15 5 3.80 1.0 5 2.47 0.36
% 4
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Lk SR SR T 0 T A S BB 6 XY Shak L HuT

> A E A ’f’t‘\ £l (Sciurus carolinensis) 3 J2 _F é,iiﬁﬂ;(*ﬁ‘ %ﬁé.i £ S RFLE
E_vF @ KA 1R F] ° (Nichols et al., 2016)

> ﬁﬂ'ﬁi {Iﬁ ;2 %ﬁ‘%(Pseudochirulus forbesi))%ﬁ‘ﬁﬂg’fr'ﬁﬁ IR B2 — o
(Stephens et al., 2006)
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> P ARBRERY > BRSO

« IRV RRBRERZFFRENTELEERY BF o (Sunetal, 2019)
- BRZBESF R LEEPFHP F o (Gambinetal, 2017)
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P 3 5 A A 2

£

> B OFRAT b4 34T 7 & 9 90% o (Franceschi and Nakata, 2005)

|

> BB AT R RN AT

\

o AR A X RAT e £ AR b F %R R 221X o (Nichols et al., 2018)
o B EZEITE P ehE 4T ST4E o (Blaney et al., 1981)

e F BT A TREA R EOC AT 0 TR R K hodk R LT
3 7% ° (Blaney et al., 1982)
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¥ v.s. P REAE-LSLAFTELR (B3R E)
N T Uy 4 R o 45 AHFE
H > N Mean SE N Mean SE T1/T2 P-value
e F-9 g/ 100g 5 3.48 0.62 5 246 0.14 22 T2 >0.05
B g/ 100g 5 2.56 0.79 5 246 0.66 27 T2 >0.05
% mglkg 5 65340 100370 5 M2 467818 26 T2  >005
4% mg/ kg 5 900.40 190.46 5 72280 86.39 -0.849 T1 0.420
4m mg/ kg 5 3798.0 753.97 5 3034.0 472.87 -0.858 T1 0.416
Bk mg/ kg 5 537.80 64.37 5 503.20 52.72 -0.416 T1 0.688
& mg/ kg 5 39.26 4.24 5 30.34 2.97 -1.723  T1 0.123
4B mg/ kg 5 116.16 51.89 5 36.70 12.25 21 T2 >0.05
i mg/ kg 5 1841.60 847.78 5 450.58 228.20 21 T2 >0.05
4 mg/ kg 5 3.80 1.0 5 247 0.36 23 T2 >0.05
5 T1:Independent sample t-test T2:Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test



r -0.30 0.15 0.09 -0.24 -0.24 -0.18 -0.72 -0.39 -0.33 -0.15
P-value 0.402 0.697 0.815 0.510 0.498 0.614 0.020 0.266 0.354 0.688

T 4 T
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3 AR T

FEMEMEPT - RGrEMAER S BER

> AR R AL F P §RER 8 PR
(Bergvall et al., 2013 Monteith et al., 2019)

> )RR s e g %},‘%’ ﬁﬁ_,% (Equus ferus caballus)F* g*ﬂﬁé}ﬁ ap 7
(Klich, 2017)
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LRLE RS (AP EE)

¢ 3 1%
EMA ) pP-

H i N Mean SE N Mean SE T3/T4 value

v g/ 100g o 2.72 0.18 5 2.46 0.14 1.594 T3 0.186

BpE g/ 100g ) 2.22 0.47 9) 2.46 0. 66 -0.250 T3 0.815

4t mg/ kg 5 12186.0 4033.65 b 11912.0 4678.18 0.180 T3 0.866

4% mg/ kg 5> 805.20 58.66 b 122.80 36. 39 0.679 T3 0.535

& mg/ kg 5 3576.0 95l13.54 b 3034.0  472.87 1.338 T3 0.252

ok mg/ kg 5> 931.80 86.94 5  203.20 52. 72 6 T4 > 0.2

4 mg/ kg ) 39. 14 2.02 5 30. 34 2. 97 3.818 T3 0.019

M 4 mg/ kg ) 31. 50 5. 971 5 36. 70 12. 25 6 T4 > 0.2

=3 mg/ kg b 444.14  202.72 b  450.58  228.20 5 T4 > 0.2

4fF mg/ kg o 2. 94 0.49 9) 2.47 0. 36 1.139 T3 0.318

%7 T3:Paried t-test T4:Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test
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(R &4 £ ~_5L%) - (Estevez etal., 2010)
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