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Table 2. Nesting tree species.
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Habitat preference of Mountain Hawk Eagles Nisaetus nipalensis

in Kiso Valley, central Japan

Hideyuki Matsubara’
483 Suge, Kisomura, Kisogun,Nagano 399-0062, Japan

I observed Mountain Hawk Eagles Nisaetus nipalensis for a total of 6,323 hours from
September 1998 to December 2020 to clarify the habitat preference in Kiso Valley, Nagano
Prefecture, central Japan. Mountain Hawk Eagles emerged 3,026 times (a total 412 hours and 49
minutes)during the study period in the study site. The frequency per 10 hours was 5.26 times in
the area around the village and 1.58 times in the mountain forest, which suggested that the hawks
preferred the area around the village. I thought that the hawks preferred less mountain forest,
because 1) there were fewer animals to feed on in the mountain forest dominated by cypress
Chamaecyparis obtusa, 2) bamboo grasses grew in abundance on the forest floor, which reduced the
hunting efficiency of the species and 3) the area around the village was more suitable for Mountain
Hawk Eagles which used a variety of food sources. I found 30 nesting sites including 35 nest trees

with an average breeding success of 32.1 %.

Keywords: Mountain Hawk Eagle , Nisaetus nipalensis , habitat, Kiso Valley , habitat preference, breeding
success

*:pine@kv kiso.ne,jp
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Appendix. Breeding status of Mountain Hawk Eagles in Kiso Valley (1999 ~ 2020).

g FEEDIER
No. [en ™ |oneme ey " | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
1| €35 300 o — — o] — — o — — —
2| EZ5E 385
3|ESHE 540 o — o — — — — o —
4| €358 460
5| E3$E 380 — — o — (@) - (@) —
6| ES%E 1,600 o — — — — [0) —
7| EZH 770 — — [0) — —
8lE/¥ 840 o
o475 300 == o — —
10|YH 380 (@) — — — —
11| €38 270 [6) — — —
12| €388 540 [0) — —
13| EZ$F 340
14|3X45 460 — — —
15| 7H=Y 540
16|475 2,000 — — —
17| €38 850 — [6)
18| €35 420 — (@)
19|YH 850
20|Hh5<TY 2,500
21| €38 6,500
2|e/% 1,300
23| E3HE 390
24| £S48 430
25| €38 460
26|E/% 7,000
27| €38 920 O HIER (ROPICEF AU B SFMMETEA)
28| e 850 A cI;\ick was confirmed but a fledgling was not
—  EFHULEL
29| 7h=Y 870 No chick
30| 2% 460 =1 RORTEZ
atlos 800 Nest changeover
32| EHE 460
33|YH 380
34| E3%E 380
35| B34 340
b o peeamwith hick i i 0 3 i 2 3 3 3 2
N e bsorved i 2 3 4 4 7 7 0 11 | 13| 13
Reproduction rate 100.0% | 50.0% | 0.0% | 75.0% | 25.0% | 28.6% | 42.9% | 27.3% | 23.1% | 15.4%
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Cont.
Breeding
2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020 rate No.
_ _ 1
= — (o] — — o — — — — — 22.7% 2
o — — — o — — — Q 35.0% 3
= 5 =i .
(@) — — (@) — — — (@) (@) o — — 40.0% 5
— (@) — — [6) (@) 38.5% 6
— — 14.3% 7
8
_ — — [o) — — — — — 23.1% 9
— — — 125% 10
[e) — o) — — — — — o o — o 378% 11
— — 12
S o — — — — o — — — 214% 13
_ _ — — — 00% 14
[0) [6) — [0) — — — [6) [0) — o — 50.0% 15
(@) (@) — (@) (@) (@) — (@) — o — 50.0% 16
— [6) — — — (@) (@) — (@) — o — 42.9% 17
— (@) — — — (@) — (@) — — o — 35.7% 18
(@) — — (@) o 60.0% 19
(@) (@) — — — — — (@) — — — — 25.0% 20
o — o — — — — 286% 21
o — — [0) — — — (@) [0) o — 455%| 22
o — — - 3 23
o — Y 24
o — — — 300% 25
— — 00% 26
[0) — (@) — o 60.0% 27
— — — o o 400% 28
_ — — — — 00% 29
[e) — — — 25.0% 30
_ [e) — o — 400% 31
— (@) — 33.3% 32
— — — 00% 33
— 00% 34
— 00% 35
8 8 2 7 1 5 4 5 12 5 8 4 71
17 19 18 18 13 13 15 17 20 19 19 21 222
47.1% | 421% | 11.1% | 38.9% | 7.7% | 38.5% | 26.7% | 29.4% | 60.0% | 26.3% | 42.1% | 19.0% | 32.0%




