H AR ZAAh B 2 FERIEsE B PD
BH 2= 3-72 72»L)

Profile—

KRBT SRR BB AR S e R AR M B R R BT (B B H A TR B

SHEHINIZEE PD & LT, R SZRSEBI kA A: R 7E 22 2k C, BRI L UHOR S D B R S8 3L S AE RS . M
EEWATEYS, B OB SR [HUEHE A S & L7 HOBGERIR AT e O W Re | (B)4)-LBE£IF9E), The use

of multiple sources of social information in contest behavior (353, Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution) 75 &

ErD [BEE] DEEFEEZRD

M7zbe Mo T [EE] 3R 2 R
Thobe#Ez 5N Tw5 (Leopold & Rhodes,
2010)o [EH] (XMl B AREAL & i L T & k%
LIEHREGATEY, WHIRERZIT CTlEA
CIEBR N L2 MH T LN TE L, &6
12, HOMAMOZENIEIDTHATHBIZH D
b5, FEOEMICEAZ#ENT S &
WTE 5, £72, HOEME LI 5 & X1
N=Y TEDENIJEHT 52O TIE R L, BHAe
HRELTECEZRIT S [EAELUE (holistic
processing) | & WX 5 BE R HL 1 722 WLEE %
LTWwaZEPFmESN TS (Leopold &
Rhodes, 2010)o Z @D & 9 7 @& 22 ALEE % W B
L9 h e N OBEFEA (face recognition) 1 &
DEINHALL TELDED D b HHBHAOE
LIZOWTHL2IZT 5720121, & PUAto
B (Bl 2 L0 XHIZHEL, E0kH) %
THREEEL TR0V T TU—F I
MThHb, AfaTlde b &R IZBEI 25
HETHLY Ao [H] 1T 5RBHED12

YHFD [BE] ICEFhB1ER
IKIEFE CTEREZIK Y 72 b o %
HEECBB LI EEHD7259 b
L X CRITE DI L AZIdERED D -
720, RS IR R bR o T B
NFT LI EWDODDLES) FFIZH T
MEWZAERT D AR AT A RNT OMET

T BB R D L FEAL v (Kohda et
al, 2015) s # 2 TZF TR B DHEDO B THE
ANz T& b L9112, BHF 72RO L
2 B A THUEAR 2 # L TW 2 0pizon
THI~7z,
TTVANNEY A=A A E D T
BroRzsoMrdy, 71 v e
ENEHITAZXARCIET 29 0 F 7268
EHLTWS, 2O 7))y FO—HTH5H
Neolamplorogus pulcher &\ > 71 ) (X 1a)
FROEITF Ly VoF M, REaLHa TRl
RSN DD, F ORI EE
TEIWELDLZENbhroT\nWE, 22 T2
DY I FOEEEWR L, [H-> TWa5BHEME],
[>TV B MEEDHE+ 55 2 RO Bk,
(RS AR, [HIS 2 WEROEE + Fl > C
W REEDEE] LV IUDODETIVEER
L (M2a), ZN5DETF VIS 56 %A
N7z THE, [HE] 255> T2 HEED L
DIED) WD BT, [HS % WEEOH ]
W29 5 BRI AR W L avbh o7z (X
2b; Kohda et al, 2015)o Z DFERIIN. pulcher

(b)

BETHEFEEHEIL TWBIEFRASHICENEYS
F. (a) Neolamprologus pulcher (Kohda et al., 2015) (b) 7 «
ZH X (Symphysopdon aequifasciatus ; Satoh et al., 2016)
(c) Julidochromis transcriptus (Hotta et al., 2018),
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X2 N. pulcher #3%t% & L 1-3RBDEIE (Kohda et al., 2015), &l1> TV 3 EEEHS £ VEFDEE B
DHABEHLEDL S 4BEDET IV (@) ZERL, RBREGFICERLE, ZORERE, FEIF/H->TVEHE
SPICHhHPHET, Mo TVBEICHTAEMRERIZMS AVEFRICH T2 EREREYBE,P > D)

Kohda et al. (2015) #—&BK%E,

IR D < 128 A BERE THbLE A 2 fk B L Tw
HIERRT, SHIZZORIA0SF LI
TELHLVH) LWL R o7z, RO
B3BBG M TH LT 1 A0 A (Symphysopdon
aequifasciatus ; A 1b) % =4 i EL
W 7y ¥ (Julidochromis transcriptus
M1lc) THHESINTWwAB (Satoh et al, 2016;
Hotta et al, 2018)0 M5 DFEILN. pulcher &
R, EFIIEERS 5 I20b L THED
Bt CHA#ENZ L CnwbDThHbH, 72, —
RLTHICE L o 2B R o wv i 5
THHE (AEOmMOE) CHEAE%E# T
5T eI o TS (Wang & Takeuchi,
2017) o

FHFbo THE] Az #5720
DIEM?ZIT TR L, MDA WA R EHRE
fEZTWBEZERHLNE LTV D, ¥
TRECEEG Y ¥ 4 AX A5 A (Pomacentrus
amboinensis) £ =ty ¥ A AXAT A (P
moluccensis) 13 PSR L EHRIE TH
LB Tw2E, LALENMEET LTS E [HH]
WM R B i 0 O L 2% %, Siebeck 5
(2010) 1, EBROMR, Z OBFEHTED i
WCHWHENRTWEZ EZHLNIZLZ, 612
HHh ;b BEEICL o THEZEELTWS
P TIE R, BOBREZEZ DI LTSI
T HETFN—T 3 yRBHONEN % b EAk
IZRATWA T EbHESIN TS (Balzarini
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et al, 2017)c 2D X IHIZ, 5Tk FOEF
DEHIHBELTLES DL ETH A LD D
NEIREEZ(ZZ TWADTH b,

YHhFiE (B 2EDLSICHETE?

FAEOYT 7+ o [H] B3 5581, B
P ED L) REHRERTHLEDPIZONT
RO L\, —HT, HFibEHEH
ZEDLIIZHRLTWAZONE V)M
b, [HHM] 28429 A TIIEETDH
%o Kawasaka 5 (2019) 1%, % F7-5 5%
ko [HE] % e b &R EELEE L Tw
LOD, FNEHS— Y TETEGUE L T
LOEHOEPIIT L2012, BISEE (face
inversion effect) 22OV CH~7z, B RYE &
X, P LETHEFICLTEREINDL L ZDOR
MR DEE L B EVIBIRTH B, #HT
BHRBELL &) 2L, HErNE T L&
Wl 2 DS —2 & LT TR SEHESRELT
BHRLTWBEZEDFMTH L EEZHNTS
D, BERESCELY V2 EOMAHTHE SN T
W% (Leopold & Rhodes, 2010), % Z Tl
ERBA L2 N, pulcher \Z FFE 2K OFHER D E.
BAEEVREEIEGE L TERLZ, 20
M, BN CTER SN E ZE2EHROGE
BT A EDNTELNW bl 2
D &) BRI MMOWRITH L CdEgE s
ozl EDS, N pulcher e b & [AARIC



BRRBRBRRRERT
S e g e g
ok b & o

Ty
g g o o o o o o o o o o

PR MEZ LTV Z EDRBENT
(Kawasaka et al, 2019). [EH| %184 D /38—
VTR, @R LTl T AL, &
D BRI AR R B R ST A Z & R
TWBEA9, it%ﬁ’%@@%ﬁiﬁ‘%fﬁﬂjb"?
FTLLTWwRELEZOLNL, FEHE MI=D
DR BHIUT—H L TZORREDEHD & 5 1R
ATCLEw, ZZIEEFANTLEY (¥
2277 8%, Leopold & Rhodes 2010) 5

E hRF LNy =T, Be Bl (L
) OBEZERLZE X, FTHEEFELR
TL5ZENDhIo>TWS (Kano & Tomonaga,
2009)0 =D& REEICH T B EING R ERE I
A FIZEARLNLDIES ) e & 2 TR,
N. pulcher \ZRIFEME A L 2 HEH % 2R L,
EZ o (B - Rk - RB) 2EUOIERT
LOWEFNRIe THERESITETHICHL
THEEZIMIT L Z &Aoo 72 (Hotta et al,
2019)0 L L N. pulcher ZIR DU < DFRALIZ
LB o 728k 0w (H1a) 720, 1k
DEEMICL o TEELZIANT TV 27200 H
LNawE W) MR KL, €2 TIROHE
BORLSTEFIZANTA THEND B .
transcriptus O 4 5 B H (Ilc) R LCE
A, MEDE & EFARICEICERZRTAL S
Ebhrolze 0L BREIRIIEMN L &0
HHIEICR I S o/ze INEORED
5, B IRF XY= EFEBEIZN. pulcher
FFHUERZAIT S L) 2 DL A
72572 (Hotta et al, 2019) .

YHFO [BEE] »SERHMOEEEZRS

I E CHHMEEIWIZBIT L EREM O
WZOWTIEHFEFVEMSINTI b o lzns,
Leopold & Rhodes (2010) Tlxk b2 & HELHE
Y F COBEBAMRIZOVWT LY 2 — L7
ML TLIODOWFHERIBL TV 5, TOMGEHLE
(&, BHEEIWSHEAE L 72 2 A IR LIS
RIEDOBFINE > THEHERFIRTH Y, 0%
TN R ELHME [H] L LGERLIELD
72w bDTHB, FEEE, WKRETHD TN
ARX AT A (Chromis caeruleus) 3l &

[

Eho [HE] E9HF0 [HE]

EN vk [IROKE EROOT] THEL Tw
LHIEDNHL N E L 5T WA (Karplus et al,

1982) L2 LI FE THALCTE20%EI
FAFbb e PRFENREE FERIC TBE] 28
H, MEL, kA2 2EREEGRL VWL LR
RIBLTWA 2D, FOHILIZOWTHET A
VBN HDHIZH o

WEDOWIIED HIFFLEO A7 &3 4 b B
2 OMEEIERE LD LT84 R IEHREST
WL LW ZEDPHALPIZR SN, FNTIE
ZD &) REEHOEIZONTIZED L H (12
EZNT LWL e EHiz UL, YA
J & FLIE O Sl AH e 12 [R5 o BRER AN RE ) A
HolbBRADBDEALI P, LWnH T LTH
Ho ZOMWWIZXLTIEo &N B ZEETZ
LIRS N TV B RO N2HRZ T TR
ITLWD, LY FENIEAEHE b7 S o
WARTHADLEZORERSTFONL 2D LIL
e\ FEICEAERINCEE S 2 1FHIC oW TH
R TCHDLE, FIIMILEE T 7T ORIZIIAM
BEHLH. HFEII NSy TEObThnkE
VR X — Y O EERPTRE 2 b & I & w5
LTw5% (Leopold & Rhodes, 2010) 4%, 7
Febid [ 2o THEEZINL T
(Kohda et al., 2015; Satoh et al, 2016; Hotta et
al, 2018),

b L [BkE] 29 o ThHhTEnH [
THHLEEFREHIZE Db S, Satoh b
(2016) 1%, %wftgwﬂwﬁ%wﬁﬁtL
THEIZH BRI S L) Ik - 2B
owf30®ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%tfwéo~050ﬁ
L, AT ES LS E RIS
BHERDSIM A4 ) head-to-head DLE%E & % H»
LTHbHEVH)DHDTHS ("Encountering” R
) LAPLT A AN AFILEHEATIE 2 < BEEA
TOAMUEREEZBNL THE LV ZEnb
CORFIEEFEE N RS D (Satoh et al,
2016)c — OB OIRFE, EELIEHT 7
Vit Lz G LR WERL T2 < ko
HLEICH B L) b D TH S ("Main-body”
K)o 72720FT LY ENDHTH B UEIL 7%
{, FE&HIIHERODLMETS [HH] THE
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BMAIDT T FNE Lo THWLEN) T END
COEH S E 212\« (Hotta et al, 2018), ¥
LA G EOEERIZERKICEZ2 b0, &LL<
BREREO-00bDTHLEZEZLNTWVS
(Satoh et al, 2016; Hotta et al, 2018), ffZED
ik, A FIce->T TEFE GFICE) %
FRT 5] EHEH ), ZoREY S L TIRD
BRICEE LRSS 7P UPET o) b
DTHD (“Face-specific (gazingeye)” ) o
SR @EY , N. pulcher \ IMAFAKDEE % £IR
ENFEZLFTHEFRT LI E05bh o
Twv:% (Hotta et al, 2019)s 2% 1) Leopold &
Rhodes (2010) THEE SN/ & 912, BHHED)
Wit L7z & &\2) ,%(%’%%D&E@
IX—=) T T TICHERERCH A RO 20
BERI 7P VELTHWLENR TV, %@f:
WA & s o 7 & BICETIEEE ER T
8%y, EERMEY 7T UNEHIZE L
EINDE)C oz I TH L. T
FOERIMMELEZELZEILE - 721E0 0 T
T RMAR Wz, I EZ NS OAGH
IZOWTERTLILIITE ARV, L2L, &
IR D 2 WHETOME R, 77128105
B SR L 72BRZ & 00 X9 e i a] s R AT
BEIGL TV DD Ei~R% T &2 &) EHFRA
DHEALIZOWTHEET A 2 N TELESH ),

BhiIZ

KEG T A ORI 25 % /80
L7ze —REREICAZ L2V 7 FOHEIZLZ L
DIEMPEENTBY, Lo OB HEHRE
AT IS TWDBL T Db TE /s &
IR bD L) ITEBEEERTII 2D
r—=2avkltoTwboNrd Lk, ¥
B EHER EOR A RBBRICHELLTBY, Z
OHEMLEHTH L LV s, BHE)
N BT LEBHMOEIC LD &) HEER
(eg, BNTHEET S LX) ZEmnitatt) »
BLTVWLOPIIOWTHRIET 21213 THWw
WHEEETH A Do T h F ORI LA
HEHSNILDZER) THY), SHEDLDH
BIREPE SN T ONETLHELATH
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