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Figure 2-7. Principle for sample area distribution in forested habitats when counting pellets from
cervids (moose and deer), hares and wild boar. Each sample area contains 74 sample plots aligned
along the border.

Figure 2-8. Fecal count areas in Simpevarp (left) and Blankaholm (right).

Figure 2-9. Fecal count areas in Forsmark (left) and Hallnas (right).
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2.5 Nonconformities

With respect to activity plans and method descriptions the following nonconformities are
accounted for.

2.5.1 Aerial Survey

One sample plot was not searched during the aerial survey (sample plot nr 46,
IDCODE: ASM002575). This deviation has no significant effect on the results.

2.5.2 Line transects

The intention was to record the positions of tracks from all predators along line
transects. This was only done for marten and lynx along one of the transects in Hallnés
(IDCODE: AFM000200). In Simpevarp, the positions of tracks from squirrels were not
recorded along one of the lines (IDCODE: LSM000612). However, all tracks were noted
and the deviation from the planned registration of positions does not affect the index.
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3 Results

The results are presented in tables with mean values of indices and density estimates. When
population density is estimated, standard error (SE), or 95% confidence intervals (SEos.,) are
also presented. The column denoted SEys,, lists the value that should be subtracted from the

mean to get the lower confidence limit, or added to get the upper confidence limit.

3.1 Forsmark 2007

3.1.1  Snowtracking
Lynx

Tracks were found both in Forsmark and Hallnés (Table 3-2). A few tracks crossed the lines
during the line-tracking in Forsmark but they were difficult to follow since they passed lakes
and wetlands with thin ice. Consequently it was not possible to estimate population density of
Lynx in the area. However, results from regional surveys made by the County Administrative
Board of Uppsala show that there is one family group in Forsmark and Héllnis respec-

tively. A family group consists on average of 5.5 individuals (Johan Ménsson, personal
communication, April 2007).

Table 3-1. Frequency of tracks crossing line transects in Forsmark and Hallnas.

Species Number Tracks per day Individuals SEgs,
of tracks and 10 km per 10 km?

Forsmark

Badger Meles meles 1 0.44

Dog Canis familiaris 4 1.76

Fox Vulpes vulpes 39 17.18

Lynx Lynx lynx 2 0.88

Marten Martes martes 5 2.20 14.44 7.43

Mink Mustela vison 1 0.44

Squirrel Sciurus vulgaris 20 8.81

Weasel Mustela nivalis 4 1.76

Wild boar Sus scrofa 17 7.49

Hallnas

Cat Felis catus 1 0.29

Dog Canis familiaris 3 0.87

Fox Vulpes vulpes 88 25.43

Marten Martes martes 4 1.16 4.69 3.71

Squirrel Sciurus vulgaris 21 6.07

Weasel Mustela nivalis 1 0.29

Wild boar Sus scrofa 2 0.58
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Table 3-2. Frequency of tracks crossing transects along water systems in
Forsmark and Hallnas.

Species Number of tracks Tracks per day and 10 km
Forsmark

Badger Meles meles 1 0.07
Fox Vulpes vulpes 155 17.58
Lynx Lynx lynx 9 0.76
Marten Martes martes 7 0.97
Mink Mustela vison 22 3.14
Otter Sciurus vulgaris 1 0.10
Squirrel Lutra lutra 39 4.56
Stoat Mustela erminea 3 0.62
Weasel Mustela nivalis 3 0.21
Wild boar Sus scrofa 17 2.66
Hallnas

Badger Meles meles 2 0.15
Cat Felis catus 1 0.08
Dog Canis familiaris 3 0.23
Fox Vulpes vulpes 84 11.37
Lynx Lynx lynx 8 1.14
Marten Martes martes 4 0.68
Mink Mustela vison 19 2.43
Otter Lutra lutra 2 0.45
Squirrel Sciurus vulgaris 36 5.19

3.1.2 Fecal counts

Table 3-3. Density estimates from fecal counts in Forsmark and Hallnas.

Species n Ind/10 km? SEgsy,
Forsmark

Moose Alces alces 774 5.63 1.33
Roe deer Capreolus capreolus 774 33.3 9.34
Wild boar Sus scrofa 774 0.43 0.49
Hare — forest Lepus sp. 774 24 .11 20.54
Hare — field Lepus sp. 1,077 9.5 10.24
Hallnas

Moose Alces alces 886 5.53 1.08
Roe deer Capreolus capreolus 886 24.28 6.32
Wild boar Sus scrofa 886 0.25 0.34
Hare — forest Lepus sp. 886 3.44 2.74
Hare — field Lepus sp. 740 22.16 9.66
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3.2 Oskarshamn 2007
3.21 Snowtracking
Lynx

No tracks were found crossing the line transects in Simpevarp or Blankaholm. The county
administrative board in Kalmar received reports on observations of tracks of lynx during the
winter 2006/2007, indicating that a solitary male was roaming in the area /Mattias Persson,
Personal Communication, April 2007/.

Table 3-4. Frequency of tracks crossing line transects in Simpevarp and Blankaholm.

Species Number of tracks Tracks per day and 10 km
Simpevarp

Cat Felis catus 1 0.38
Dog Canis familiaris 13 498
Fox Vulpes vulpes 59 22.61
Squirrel Sciurus vulgaris 29 11.11
Weasel Mustela nivalis 3 1.15
Wild boar Sus scrofa 74 28.35
Blankaholm

Dog Canis familiaris 4 1.41
Fox Vulpes vulpes 121 42.57
Mink Mustela vison 1 0.35
Squirrel Sciurus vulgaris 37 13.02
Weasel Mustela nivalis 2 0.70
Wild boar Sus scrofa 67 23.57

3.2.2 Fecal counts

Table 3-5. Density estimates from fecal counts in Simpevarp and Blankaholm.

Species n Ind/10 km? SEgs0,
Simpevarp

Moose Alces alces 955 8.34 1.34
Fallow deer Cervus dama 955 0.36 0.32
Red deer Cervus elaphus 955 1.34 0.6
Roe deer Capreolus capreolus 955 37.7 8.3
Wild boar Sus scrofa 955 3.36 1.62
Hare — forest Lepus sp. 955 10.36 5.5
Hare — field Lepus sp. 949 9.65 4.32
Blankaholm

Moose Alces alces 866 4.2 1.03
Fallow deer Cervus dama 866 0.41 0.36
Red deer Cervus elaphus 866 1.81 0.64
Roe deer Capreolus capreolus 866 34.7 8.1
Wild boar Sus scrofa 866 6.66 3.23
Hare — forest Lepus sp. 866 2.78 3.12
Hare — field Lepus sp. 1,076 17.38 9.43
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3.2.3 Aerial survey

Table 3-6. Results from The aerial survey in Oskarshamn.

Aerial survey Oskarshamn Moose/10 km? SEgse,
Total area 9.1 1.3
Total area excluding water 10.3 1.5
Simpevarp area (same as 2003) 9.5 1.29
total area

Simpevarp area (same as 2003) 11.0 1.5
total area excluding water

Males (total area) 1.7

Females (total area) 49

Calves (total area) 2.5

Population features

Calf/female 0.51
Calf/adult 0.35
Females without calf 59%
Females with one calf 32%
Females with two calves 8%

Sex ratio (proportion of males among adults)  26%

Survey features

Total area surveyed (km?) 626

Area excluding water (km?) 548

Sample size 63

Proportion of area surveyed 0.20

Moose observability 92%

Additional observations nr ind
Roe deer Capreolus capreolus 53
Fallow deer Cervus dama 11
Red deer Cervus elaphus 31
Wild boar Sus scrofa

Capercaille Tetrao urogallus 3
Black grouse Tetrao tetrix 2
White-tailed eagle Haliaeetus albicilla 20
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Figure 3-1. Moose density during the aerial survey in Oskarshamn, February 2007. Variation in

density is indicated by different colours.
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4

Results 2007 versus 2002/2003

The results from the survey in 2007 are summarized in Table 4-1 together with the correspond-
ing results from 2002 and 2003. The results from the surveys in 2002/2003 are collected from
previous reports /Cederlund et al. 2003, 2004/. An exception is the data from snowtracking
along water in Forsmark and Hallnés in 2002 and 2003. The unit was converted from “number
of tracks per km” to “number of tracks per day and 10 km”. Since snowtracking along water
was undertaken in both 2002 and 2003 in Forsmark and Hallnés, an average value from both
years is presented. The difference in results from the survey occasions is presented as percent-
age changes in population parameters. Some mammal species were absent or not detected in
some areas on one of the occasions. If mammals were absent or not detected in 2002/2003 but
present in 2007 the relative change is denoted with a ‘+’ in Table 4-1. If mammals were absent
or not detected in 2007 but present in 2002/2003 the relative change inevitably becomes —100%.

Table 4-1. Results from the surveys in Forsmark and Oskarshamn in 2002/2003 and 2007.
The figures in the ‘Relative change’ column show the percentage changes in population
parameters during 2002/2003-2007. An asterisk denotes that the figure is an average value
from surveys that were undertaken in 2002 and 2003.

Species Area 2002/2003 2007 Relative change Method Parameter

Badger Forsmark 0.00 0.44 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Badger Forsmark 0.00 0.07 + Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Badger Hallnas 0.00 0.15 + Transects/water Tracks/day/10 km
Cat Hallnas 0.00 0.29 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Cat Hallnas 0.00 0.08 + Transects/water Tracks/day/10 km
Cat Simpevarp 0.00 0.38 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Dog Forsmark 0.00 1.76 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Dog Hallnas 0.12 0.87 +625% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Dog Hallnas 0.00 0.23 + Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Dog Simpevarp 0.00 4.98 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Dog Blankaholm 0.00 1.41 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Fox Forsmark 8.71 17.18 +97% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Fox Forsmark 5.48* 17.58 +221% Transects/water Tracks/day/10 km
Fox Hallnas 9.20 25.43 +176% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Fox Hallinas 9.44* 11.37 +20% Transects/water Tracks/day/10 km
Fox Simpevarp 21.00 22.61 +8% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Fox Blankaholm  27.16 42.57 +57% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Lynx Forsmark 0.95 0.88 7% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Lynx Forsmark 0.50* 0.76 +51% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Lynx Hallinas 0.04* 1.14 +2,907% Transects/water Tracks/day/10 km
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Species Area 2002/2003 2007 Relative Change Method Parameter
Marten Forsmark 2.30 2.20 —4% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Marten Forsmark 24 14.44 +502% Buffon estimate Ind/10 km?
Marten Forsmark 0.82¢ 0.97 +18% Transects/water  Tracks/day/10 km
Marten Hallnas 0.82 1.16 +41% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Marten Hallnas 4.2 4.69 +12% Buffon estimate Ind/10 km?
Marten Hallnas 0.36* 0.68 +89% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Marten Simpevarp 1.02 0.00 —-100% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Marten Blankaholm 0.40 0.00 -100% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Mink Forsmark 0.40 0.44 +10% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Mink Forsmark 2.42* 3.14 +30% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Mink Hallnas 0.98* 2.43 +149% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Mink Blankaholm 0.00 0.35 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Otter Forsmark 0.40 0.00 -100% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Otter Forsmark 0.75* 0.10 -87% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Otter Hallnas 0.06* 0.45 +691% Transects/water  Tracks/day/10 km
Squirrel Forsmark 4.30 8.81 +105% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Squirrel Forsmark 0.48* 4.56 +856% Transects/water  Tracks/day/10 km
Squirrel Hallnas 1.18 6.07 +414% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Squirrel Hallnas 0.52* 5.19 +906% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Squirrel Simpevarp 8.85 11.11 +26% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Squirrel Blankaholm 10.09 13.02 +29% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Stoat Forsmark 0.00 0.62 + Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Weasel Forsmark 0.40 1.76 +340% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Weasel Forsmark 0.09* 0.21 +143% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Weasel Hallnas 0.24 0.29 +21% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Weasel Hallnas 0.63* 0.00 —-100% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Weasel Simpevarp 0.34 1.15 +238% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Weasel Blankaholm 0.39 0.70 +79% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Fallow deer Simpevarp 0.00 0.36 + Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Fallow deer Blankaholm 0.40 0.41 +2% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Moose Forsmark 10.30 5.63 —45% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Moose Hallnas 6.50 5.53 -15% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Moose Simpevarp 8.70 11.00 +26% Aerial survey Ind/10 km?
Moose Simpevarp 5.70 8.34 +46% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Moose Blankaholm 4.00 4.20 +5% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Red deer  Simpevarp 0.30 1.34 +347% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Red deer  Blankaholm 1.50 1.81 +21% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Roe deer  Forsmark 76.50 33.30 -56% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Roe deer  Hallnas 42.90 24.28 —43% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Roe deer  Simpevarp 49.00 37.70 -23% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Roe deer  Blankaholm 51.60 34.70 -33% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
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Species Area 2002/2003 2007 Relative Change Method Parameter
Wild boar Forsmark 0.00 0.43 + Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Wild boar Forsmark 0.00 7.49 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Wild boar Forsmark 0.03* 2.66 +10,167% Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Wild boar Hallnas 0.05 0.25 +400% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Wild boar Hallnas 0.00 0.58 + Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Wild boar Hallnas 0.00* 0.00 . Transects/water ~ Tracks/day/10 km
Wild boar Simpevarp 2.60 3.36 +29% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Wild boar Simpevarp 0.68 28.35 +4,069% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Wild boar Blankaholm 1.20 6.66 +455% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Wild boar Blankaholm 0.39 23.57 +5,944% Line transects Tracks/day/10 km
Hare — field Forsmark 3.20 9.50 +197% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Hare — field Hallnas 12.70 19.87 +56% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Hare — field Simpevarp 35.10 9.65 —73% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Hare — field Blankaholm 19.10 17.38 -9% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Hare — forest Forsmark 3.35 2411 +620% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Hare — forest  Hallnas 1.90 3.44 +81% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Hare — forest ~ Simpevarp 5.20 10.36 +99% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
Hare — forest  Blankaholm 3.20 2.78 -13% Fecal counts Ind/10 km?
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5 Summary and discussion

5.1 Assessing population change

Comparing the density of species in 2007 relative to 2002/2003 reveals a number of changes
within populations during this time. The underlying causes to such changes are often unknown,
and can originate from several processes of more or less complicated nature. Surveys made on
two subsequent occasions are not sufficient to make statements about long term trends of popu-
lations. Such statements require longer time series of data. For instance, variation in population
index between two subsequent occasions can either be a result of a long term trend, or a result
of a fluctuating population size, with a normally distributed annual variation (Figure 5-1).

Some of the results in the surveys can be related to other indices based on samples from a
regional level, e.g. number of reported animals killed in traffic (Figure 5-2). Such relations do
not necessarily aid in explaining the causes of variation, but they imply if variation is caused by
small scale processes, e.g. local management, or larger scale processes, e.g. regional manage-
ment, weather conditions etc.

In the following two sections the results from the surveys in Forsmark and Oskarshamn in 2007
are discussed and also compared to the results from 2002/2003. Differences between the surveys
are commented, and for moose, roe deer and wild boar also related to trends in number of traffic
killed animals. Not withstanding the limitations of using the indices from the surveys as actual
estimates of density, they are treated in the discussion as if they were so.

Two things are important to bear in mind when analysing surveys including several species and
methods. Variation in different indices for single species is not necessarily coherent, e.g. rare
species and small samples produce indices with large stochastic impact. Secondly, variation

in one index between different species is not necessarily comparable, e.g. when counting
snowtracks there is a varying probability of inclusion between different species due to variation
in movement patterns /Thompson 2002/.
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Figure 5-1. Hypothetic example of population variation over time. Variation in population index
between two subsequent occasions can either be a result of a long term trend or a result of a fluctuating
population size, with a normally distributed annual variation.
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Figure 5-2. Number of road killed roe deer, moose and wild boar per 1,000 km’land area reported to the
police in the counties of Uppsala and Kalmar between 2003 and 2006 /Nationella Viltolycksrdadet 2007/.

5.2 Forsmark

Cat, badger and stoat were present in 2007, although in low numbers, but were not detected in
2002/2003. Badgers hibernate in winter and snowtracking is not a reliable method. Cat and stoat
were probably present in the areas in 2002/2003, but mammals with low population density are
often unobserved in sample surveys where a small proportion of the area is investigated.

Fox

Indices of fox based on snowtracks show that the population has increased since 2003 with on
average 159% in Forsmark and 98% in Hallnds. The difference between the survey occasions
is probably reliable since tracks of fox are numerous and variation in population index of this
magnitude is not likely to occur by chance.

Lynx

According to the County Administrative Board of Uppsala at least one family group of lynx has
resided in the Forsmark area since 2002, and a family group was established in the Hallnds area
in 2004 (Johan Mansson, personal communication, April 2007). These results are also supported
by the survey which indicate that the number of tracks in Forsmark are nearly the same as in
2002/2003 while there has been an increase in Hallnés, reaching approximately the same index
level as in Forsmark.
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Marten

Density indices of marten have increased since 2002/2003. The Buffon estimate from Forsmark
(14.4 ind/10 km?) seems exceptionally high and requires a comment. Totally five tracks were
found, but only two could be followed backwards to their full extent. When tracks are impos-
sible to follow, it results in a shorter distance to the transect from the outer ends of the tracks,
and generates a higher estimate of density.

Mink

Indices from Forsmark are nearly the same as in 2002/2003. In Héllnds there was an increase.

Otter

Tracks from otter were found in both areas. In Hallnds more tracks were found compared to
2002/2003, in Forsmark less.

Weasel and stoat

Tracks from these species are difficult to separate. There has been an increase in Forsmark and
a decrease in Héllnis.

Squirrel

Squirrel was one of the most abundant species in both areas and populations have grown since
2002/2003.

Moose and roe deer

Moose and roe deer populations have decreased in both areas, and seemingly in the whole
county (Figure 5-2).

Wild boar

The wild boar populations have increased with an amazing rate, a phenomenon the area share
with many other parts of the country. Population growth is seemingly more rapid than the
average rate in the county (Figure 5-2).

Hare

Population density of hares, in forest and field, is higher than in 2002/2003. Hare populations
have high interannual variation and the results are within the limits of what can be expected.

5.3 Oskarshamn

Cat and dog were present in 2007, but were not detected in 2002/2003. Evidently, tracks from
dogs increase if the survey is performed during the weekend, especially if the hunting season is
still on.

Fox

Index of fox based on snowtracks is nearly the same in Simpevarp but the population has
increased with 57% in Blankaholm.

29



Lynx

According to the County Administrative Board of Kalmar there is no family group of lynx
residing in any of the areas. Several tracks from a single male roaming in the area were recorded
during the winter /Mattias Persson, personal communication, April 2007/.

Marten

Marten has either vanished from both areas, or more likely, none of the tracks in the areas
crossed the survey transects.

Mink

Tracks of mink were found in Blankaholm.

Weasel

Populations have increased in both areas.

Squirrel

Squirrel was one of the most abundant species in both areas and populations are slightly larger
than 2003.

Moose

According to the results from the fecal count, the moose population in Blankaholm has nearly
the same density as in 2003. Moose density in Simpevarp is higher than in 2003, as shown both
by the aerial survey and the fecal count. Noteworthy is that there is a constant proportionality
between the results of the fecal count and the aerial survey (Figure 5-3). The number of moose
killed by traffic indicate that the population is increasing in the county (Figure 5-2).

Roe deer

Roe deer populations have decreased in both areas, and seemingly in the whole county (Figure 5-2).

Fallow deer

Density is about the same as in 2003.

Red deer

Density in 2007 is about the same in both areas and the population has increased in Simpevarp
since 2003.

Wild boar

There are large differences in rates of change between the results from snowtracking and fecal
counts, but neither of the methods has been thoroughly evaluated, which makes it difficult to
assign either of the methods a higher credibility. The regional variation in wild boar abundance
(Figure 5-2) differs from the local development in Simpevarp and Blankaholm. Wild boar
population growth is varying in time and space and variation in local growth is considerably
higher than variation in regional growth /Truvé 2004/.

Hare

Population density of hares, in forest and field, differs from the survey in 2003 to various
extents. The results are within the limits of what can be expected.
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Figure 5-3. Estimates of moose density from aerial survey and fecal count in Simpevarp in 2003
and 2007.

5.4 Future scenario

Identifying change in local populations requires detailed studies in the place of interest.
Mammal surveys are rarely repeated frequently enough to separate the underlying population
change from natural between-year variation. Annual monitoring is important for a number of
other reasons, including the setting of conservation priorities, the management of pest species
and sustainable use of game species and for examining the effect of change in land-use, habitat
or climate.

Future predictions of population development can be based on time series data, and assuming
that development will continue with the same rate into the near future. A qualitative scenario
for some of the mammal species in Forsmark and Oskarshamn can be drawn by analyzing the
results from the surveys, and the regional development of populations.

Species that are still expanding geographically and probably will continue to do so include
lynx, wild boar, red deer and fallow deer. An increase in the distribution and the size of the
lynx population is expected in Oskarshamn while the population in Forsmark probably will be
kept on the same level as today. Wild boar populations will continue to expand geographically
since there still are suitable areas not yet colonized. Abundance of red deer and fallow deer is
increasing in several areas in Sweden. The populations are probably expanding, although not
with the same rate as wild boar populations since both dispersal rates and birth rates are lower.
However, red deer and fallow deer are absent in Forsmark and are not expected to establish in
the area in the nearest future.

Populations of red fox are increasing in both Forsmark and Oskarshamn, perhaps still recovering
from the sarcoptic mange epidemic in the 1980’s. Also, the hunting pressure on fox is believed
to have decreased during the years of the epidemic, and have not reassumed former levels.

Roe deer populations increased rapidly when predation from fox decreased during the sarcoptic
mange epidemic. Populations have decreased during the last ten years and will most likely
continue to do so since both fox and lynx populations are increasing. Density in Swedish moose
populations have declined since they peaked in 1980, but the negative growth rate seems to
have levelled out in recent years. Both aerial- and pellet counts show an increase in density in
Oskarshamn but populations are still declining in Forsmark. Moose populations are under the
influence of extensive management and will probably continue to be kept at densities between
5 and 15 animals/10 km? in both areas.
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