E e

WIKEN TS5 > o7 Nz BIT A
A YR 72 B T B D 6 BRI

(Variety of phenotypic plasticity in defensive traits of

freshwater zooplankton)
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HEALERR X, AR FOAY L BEIROMEERE H & 52T %M e, #EILFDOEY O RO
EIFRHMIRZ D E SN T 2FME2MAE SB35 DT, 150 EDMEL %+ D (Futuyma 2009),
WHWBEFNVEYOAR ST, HIBk EICERT 255D 2EEMN Z OFM O G L2 | F
JEL T &7 (Mayhew 2006), JEFEZDODFHIZBEWT, KEAERBRIIBIS TS0 2 %D
HLWEOITEFUWHERERDO, 7707 b E2EbWEMERIZIESHE Z00BH2ES LT
W< 7255, (Lampert and Sommer 2007)
ARESCE, WARRRITAZERT 28T 7 V7 F vy 2RI, ZOTHEEED

fbEEZOMET, THE) 2F—7— R LU THEZLTWVWS, KETIE, XUDICREM
MEDOWFEORE L | MO ESMERER, 777 b OFBEBHIZOWTHHL, BRREBRICA

AL DFERL L NRIZ DWW TRz,

RIRBIAT B IC L B EW DB

EYOBEIED U N3 EHTH L, #Eib e &, EMPBEIHCLEHFE2 LV EODL I L TH D, it
RIZED7zo TR ITIEIEALT DS SN, FEIZL > THEHICNRLEEZE 555
H5, FRKICKREBAEEZ, EYOFEILOOEDOTHD, ZBHT HEEEZ 31X <EML T,
— R TR 2 SIS D e TE YOI TH S (Agrawal 2001), ZD
EEBAT B RBMIT, 7 ZITTBRE - 178 - BB - MRRR L EEYDH S HMETE I 5,

TN ORBBIN EREEIIRR 2 72 Uk, 72 & ZIXEIROHLD Fi, A B DR L, #h2 M,

b

FA - AR, NS, fiaED S OEEZR SIZBWTH I ET 5, —RIIZ. Ak
FERBEEIZWAEYNZ L > T A EMEOREBEN K EWVEKIZERBEICISHEGLTWS 2 IND

(Via et al. 1995), H7zFERIZ, ATEEMEZ S DHEEDIE S D, B 7RI L D BHEC L7



GHTHB, IEEZOREBaHEMICE L T, BEEARFE L BLERTEZMET 24 (Ellers
2010 ; Johnson and Stinchcombe 2007) [ZBALHEE - TH Y. B THEH T S HEEZE
Wi IE 320 H B, — DIk, WIS PR EEL 2 0 INHIL 72 0 5 2 Al getE Y

#»%Z & (Pfenning et al. 2010), & 5 —DITAHMENHEIZLE D L 5 8% 52 5 00

{{{

EDSEEOAEMEAND T 4 — KNy R (Schoener 2011) TH D, HEEmPEILMNETIZ &

STHoNZEINDDOH 5,

RIGAUTT BN DL R

AMORFENILHRTH D, AJHINIZENT H2REBE F-LHREICEATE D, ZOZRMD
FEETALND T TR, A—FEHNIIBWTHEZHKRTH D, I SICHBERCHEIPRLNIX, R
BIRIDENDEITYRKRE L R DED, FAUHEATH > THRIEUTITENDH D, TDEITHT
LH/NE VDT TR, 72E 2, Y7 P ENy JXERBAD v & SNkt U
TW3 (AR 23, [EFRBOEZ 2 L BWwWlle 55 (BEH) 1245, 7242tz 520 &
S, LEMEKE T —H—T, HH2OKRENL->TET 2L H L (REMLE), YD
WEIBEIZBVWTHEDERIASN, 777 FROX 1 3 vk, BEiRICE Yy nFa Y
DEREEZF =PRI RVPDOHRNIZE > T, ROMROBFISEITENATS (RHER,
Agrawal and Laforsch 1999), 72 BERAAEHUTHE LERXONLHBE I/ 0 —VTH-T
HIPHEIZEWDH B Z EHAHIS N T WA (Lively et al. 2000; Ferrari et al. 2001; Wigckowski
etal. 2003), & SIZi&, EERDREBEEIZ L > T, /JBEDORBD U 72135735 (Beldade et
al. 2011), ZD XD ITEFITH T B FEIEMTEE. W —EERTENIC, fEEOREXHELT 5
BIZAONDIEROGFHEEHESPIZL, TOEBEEVPIEMINIZLH TS (reviewed by
Auld et al. 2010, Bolnick et al. 2011), BAED & 512, & 2 FHO WM A —EIARREN TSk
PEARASND D EFIRHZ, 5 5 AR T2 2B INEDOE NI K-> T, A—FTH a8 ED

FREIZE WA D S (Stillwell and Fox 2009) Z & & HELRHENSHUETH S, I EFXE LN



SHMDRHESPITINDDHBH, LD L D ITEANLHRIELHE; S T WL IZ DOV T DR
BARDEA TR,

LW O BEWEIILRRTH DD R, EIIZEDL S WAL h %R T E R
BLRPBETH D, ZOERNRATEEDORE ZE, BRBFUTHF L TED LS SWHEIEL TW
LNDEELRE L 05, WBINIZET 2 RBIZIE, SO5BRARLD (BPF) &8l
D (EEPITE) (2ol o, ZOREMERE L OB#EMEE2H 60 Uz SHE (V7 7
av/)—=h) IZ&oT, EYBRED LS ITHIG L TWBE D2 RTHEHZ ™ (Schlichting and
Pigliucci 1998), 7=z X, HEALDEREIZIZ, AbT4 7T Ky MEOEMRZ 2 B H D
(Brodie 1992), A&~ Y+ 27 v DREDIEIZIZEN AR (Relyea and Auld 2004) 235 5,
U UMELR DI, BT I ELHEOMAEGDLE T, EELTWE I LIZHd, DFD,
Ve ODERT, £/ 3EBOREE DT OHlid 2 &, EWEEDOE OrEEORE S %
EMICFHETE R0 Ly, 2 ZEH 278 — X H BEEREAMAT, DL 5 WG L
TWENEZEZTZRIZ, H2HEIINOELHMHNIZR > TWEEHEbH D, TDEE, HD
UL DDEDKEZ T TR, AV ZHHTE RN, EOZ L 2E X5 &, (TEED
BEZ, HEBREFMTIIHLTHLOEDDREDEMZITTERINZEDITH LT, #HIGH 72
IR % 52 5 DITIXIRADH 5, ATEEOREINRZE (RO KREX) X HoEEKD S
FIELHE (ITH)., R ) L 20BN BRPEIZOWTEEEMRTZ2HHWDH I & T,
FHiid B Z L BHREIZ AR B D TIE R VWA EZ 6ND,

N & o THER R MM 2RSS 5720101, BEOZ{LE EMECTHITES T
kGl ZEH, ¥a—) 2ZRAICE LI LVEETHD, BELZERICFHTEL I3, &
YIig UWERBSICEIRN S 572 DICEETH S, LA L., FERTIEYMPEREICE T, 225
FTULHBIRFEL>TWVWEDLIFTIERW, I Y aD TS Bythotrephes longimanus %, &
H D (Perca flavescens) (ZBHONHBENE DT, KOBFIZAHD HEVWRIFEREWEZ DIET

(Miehls et al. 2013), FEIXZ Ok, EEMNRHEEDEFEIIBLELR L, KEDOEILE WS [HE



P22 I 2R BN 721 2 R U TRBE L TV A, KB ZLIZ O ATRE L BHb->THE .,
IVVaADREAAIBEY HHEEDORE T 2IEWE) BWal TH, IRPVKRTHREI N
%, ¥-BHO—fL, MBMOMIND LROBEE I ZBIE D0, g3 hd it
BT IV bV AEOMOAN A BEVIIHLTHRMKOEEEZKHLTLES
(Langerhans and DeWitt 2002), "] ¥MDFEER %1123 222 & - Tld. ZBEE % Ei
WFHTES, AHMIZI S S MABHICADREL 5 X 505 L\ (Ecological trap,
Schlaepfer et al. 2002), E4E, ZDHEHDHIZASND K57, — R 5 &N TR WAE
PTH>TH, EHEN - BENICEYHECEELZ 5225 L RBRINT WS (Miner et al. 2005),
DI o, ETRIEYBMEREE UCTTEEZEB L TWLD22HE 50T 2 I LI
HETH D, I EERN OB T 2 AR & e 2 Z ik, \T8EDRS 725948

DESZHEUSHETADICHEHETH 5,

WKKEM TS Vo b OFEERE

TIv o b OB, TEIEREBRZEHURICBEVTALND, e XX, FIMDP o H
ESPLH7-DITREB LY (B, Hairston 1979; Hansson 2004), A 7 =V ETHRE
DEL AR5 720 (8%, Hebert and Emery 1990), £7- R FBAREMEN T2 ~ES 0
CUERERELUTHRSEBLZD TS (%, Landon and Stasiak 1983), 7=, & I &M%
CEREEMAT S EAMATHIZ L OMAIZ D < O KWERBESRMIZ 05 £ TRIRS 2 (BRI,
Alekseev and Lampert 2001), £7-. XX DEBNEDP -7 D EVRD o720 T2, 23 %
IS 7O DEBEEGRENZMLT, KV ZDHEZRA S L5124 % (Bednaraska 2006), b
SAMED LN TEH, FHIHBE—HARRTAON D A I LY O ML, FEif e Jidh.,
ZNDEIENE & o 2 LART A S FEN R & U TELEk I T\ 5, BRI, MEEEHZR AR
H RO W72 SRRl > TW A BEE (EENEE) 3820, ladOERER

HBEORIIZE > T, HEEE A2 EMIZHEEFELZD ULd >0 T3 e BNafETh s, 7



7 NV OBENEIX, X FIEROERETENDH S (Tollrian and Harvell 1999; Lass

\

Z
and Spaak 2003), 7z& 21X, FIBEWREYTH A REEMDOEBEDO —~FTH 5 Colpidium
kleini (Protozoa, Cliophora) . 8% D Lambadion bullinum \Zxf U THRY 1 X% K& <
5% +£ D (Fyda and Wigckowski 1998), 7z, 7 A V¥ DY K'Y I Brachionus
calyciflorus (Aschelminthes, Brachionidae) (&, 8 UV AVEHTHREMHDO 7 707 LY
Asplanchna \Zx U Tz KL TRBbLNRL T 5FEN# % T 25 (reviewed by Gilbert
2013), FEMHZBIRT H2DIZH oM UZEY T2 b rizid, Y>3 (Crustacea,
Daphnia) $5%F 54 (Miner et al. 2012), WAWAR IV Y IFHIZDOWTHIE I N T WS,
B TE D pulex lFETIVEYIO LS ITHhbndd o —HINBETH 5,

7o v by OFEN#R, T8, PR EERRCEBOREICD - THET 5
ZeBHISNTED, ENd IV a%2RITUZRIZEAIRIZZ W\ (Boersma et al. 1998;
Boeing et al. 2006), EJESIC L BFE#E X, o b X TARSGNTVWEBET, IV
B B IR SRR, FEEHOR BTN U TIER W D, 73 I ofiaicxt LT
B VA ZREE WO MG E & 5 Z a0 TS (Riessen 1999), D E /BN L 23
ERffE L, HESHERT (Diel vertical migration, DVM) 2344 T& % (Ringelberg 2010),
RIS A E PR T 2 72012, BRI VERIZWT, ZEIZKBE IR LT 20
SH D7, —BITIEE I, KEMES T Y DL 2D XS REGATITW S DIXEIGH TR
LA RLWAHEEZEDPSADODDITL K BN PR NDOTHEEG T LTH L5 &
B, HEIZIEZ Y EETRILVWREIIBETLS5DT, DVM £ THAS L#EIGHNTH 5,
R 7R DAY — ek & FEBIA A LT, TAIHRZET Th LK, 512, THO
FEBEIIE, IV YAy FIR EELTWERRE) 2ashab8En, ZOEAIX D
magna NEEZRBAILZE EIZBEZ5Z22bh > T3 (Pijanowska and Kawalczewski
1997), E\WZIZ, ERBIZ X 2FE#IX. IV 30— D. pulex BWEEHHBEHETHD 7

YALPHRIZH LT, BROEIZ Y5822, EROB (FFEkiEi, Neckteeth) ZFET 5



(Tollrian 1995a) Z & Wb L<AMOENT WS, FHULFHHETH L., IV E TV hLhH
(Chaoborus crystallinus) {26 > £ EBHONP TV 2 ORI 2L OFE R E <, KRR
R DRNMEKR L RS EEDIZWZ A h o TWT, ZOZREEIF 7 YT U TIHEIC
BV 2 AT 5, £/, IVVIAOBRMBHAEI VDL LMEL, ZORRBIIEROME
FIZRUTHRETEZZ W bhroTWd (7Y 4K LT Spitze and Sadler 1996, fiZxf L
T Kolar and Wahl 1998, copepoda (Z%f L T Balseiro and Vega 1994 ), 7#%#l % fi| X3 HEAER
HENX, MEEICHEINISLK RS I TH5 (Caramujo and Boavida 2000), ZD &>
IZ—D DN —Y DAL DI EE T 581275 (D % b diffuse (co)evolution)
%ite o5 (Laforsh et al. 2004), EBREHICEBOHEE CHES WigErH oL, 0&>D
WEZ EHOHMBHIINT LI VE O, I, TEEICIZ A M2 5 e ThTH
B0 WHEDOE W REA D NIX, Fia R BRE AL T HENRREDT, AhVwaR
FTHELONPE L\, HIC, HEEERO & 512, MAERENZRIEE & > THEIGEL TV
2HGEHBH, TOLITT T by OFEYEIL, MR, MRHRRN, BRI
RINTH DY, TOREFEZEHTERTHD Db D, T30 b UBZD&S1TH
BHEDOFBUZBEWT, HHETERIZEL TVWE Z LIZ20WTIE, EFEAPERAD L, 20X

SIEAEENE D LS IZHEIGL TWAONIZEELZFWTH 5,

AAROEHRERND

AT, WBRERBREZARRT 28 77 07 2050, FTEICERIC & 2 FBEFEE 120

DHOEERIZDOVWTHIZEA B IR o572, KXk, &£ 4 BTHEIN TS, & 2 ZETHNHH

D 7Y RO HEATEOFEER & FHMIZOWT, B 3 BETIIFBED I VY a0k

BOZRIZDOWT B4 HTEABEROLRDOFER L & ZDFEIGHEIZOWTHRAERE L .,
B2 BTk, 7Y IYHOBEITENICOWT, BEICD o TEMICHE L=, 2L

THIARH TH LA S OHERED 72 OBFHETEID HRE DEREIZ DD S THEITD



BRTERIDZ L&, WHAFHEL BHNERIZE > TH E 5002 Uz, RFEMERE L ST 5 H
B2 LIZXoT. 7Y HYEPNZ 078 & 5] S ERITITHBIN L 2B R_0H 5 Z L 2’b
Moz, H3FETIE, YA ADOELZ 2HOI VY anLOTHEEEIZOWT, TDOHKE
DU %, BETHLZARL T DYHOEN L 425 IV Y DK A X6 FHILZ, 21
EEBTHEIL, IV VAFELEL0BERBLNPTWERY 1 XD & Ei2, X FEREE K
SETVWBI2HEoMT Uk, £ATBEEOKRE XTI, BN — Y lICB 2 EED,
ZTOERDOU N IHER TR DD Z e hbhotz, B 4 mTIE, 777 by OFEYfH
IZASNDEFIZDONWT, ZDOER & BZFTHRIZE IS ENOZHMEDRH 5 Z & DHEEM L

WEISHERBIIOWTER 2B IR 5,



o2 =

BEAMIZ BT 2 7Y RO HERERE

FHIME L BERETFIZOWT

Seasonal pattern and induction cues of diel vertical migration of

Chaoborus flavicans in Lake Fukami-ike, Nagano, Japan

2=

Ty N UDRT K LH SN 4TENC HEER E) (diel vertical migration; DVM) A3d 5.
DVM (i 8H OFER, IR, BE., AIREVWLOrOERNIPEEL TS, oD
KIKIZAERT B 780 (WHEH) O4HS £72 DVM 237 Z e onTWb, LrL, 7Y%
710”3 DVM OZEFMZELP, ZOFERNTIZOVTIEHED Lo T, REFFE T,
EREOW (REEELM) TERT 7 YRS —FHF DVM T5Z &2 mRU7%z, £72ER
& o T, DRI 2LFEWE (AAuEY) PR THEARDE{AZIITDVIM T4 00
Motz, TORMIE, KiREE LXK U ZHETHIERIINE Zebhr oz, 2D LD
ZEEEIX, DVM OFER T LThREIAI BT VDM ABBETH S, END 7V AL RO
EEEDOKER £ 13 DVM OFEHNA R 5, X o TRFMEREER T, DVM OFFEER I IF 47
DRHZDTIEFRONERBI Nz, 72, BRAMO 7T, —FhAIILHRIZITISINT
BO. WM BEVOZEIFDBRNZ LS, HOZ{LZITTDVM 2FETE 5 Z &k, HISH

ThodLHEALND,



[FU&IC
HESRERE) (Diel vertical migration; DVM) &, #iE HEICAERT 5% < 0EY., Thb
LR, BHE, BEHEYMOYRR Y250, PERLERTERIHELZ LI LT
(Ringelberg, 2010), BRENI/KIEDEKE % k1) 5 #)GHEEH 1L, #HA&#H (Zaret and Suffern
1976; Gliwicz 1986; Lampert 1989, 1993) » %4 (UVR) (Leech and Williamson 2001;
Rhode et al. 2001; Van Gool and Ringelberg 2002) TH 2 Z 2 BALK ZIFANSNT WS,
BT 70 N VIR HRETH MDA IR DI BEINP T, E26E R UV
X o TEHBRERPMGDE T WDIZ, REZHITDZMBEND D, KEIZBWTIE, 875
Y7 M VIER S PEETKEPEP VWREETBEL T 5, ZRTIE, MRE THLADIFE
(Ringelberg et al. 1991; Von Elert and Pohnert 2000) > ZD{bLEYETH B 1 o€ D
»% Z & (Van Gool and Ringelberg 1998) (Z& > T, DVM IZ X 2B EDIEA HEIET 5 Z &
BHIGNT WS, £z, BHENESWKIK (2L ZXT VT 2TH 2 &5 REIliEYERED
WA T UV OFEERPEN2DZ, UV DEDPRWEWEIZHMT % & 527 % (Rhode et
al. 2001),
BOZILRDE5BT 707 bk, e ZIEEIE DVM 2R7H%1E DVM &%
Xk nd K5z, FEHIIZE >TDVM O LA 7=h%EH 5 (Stich and Lampert 1981; Spaak
and Ringelberg 1997; Van Gool and Ringelberg 2002 ) ., #H & # [o] 8 K 3
(predator-avoidance hypothesis) (Z& 5% &, DVM OFHiMEIZAIZ & 2 HBENFHIIZZE
k532 kick->TBI%2E25N0TW5 (Ringelberg et al. 1997), £ & % FREHITE)IZ
RS AGRITARAE U BEA WK D & SITIEIEFE TR WAKIRD & SITEIATERICR S (&
Z X Elliot 1981), £ 72, ADOEEIIEIZHE < TLITE W (72 & 21X Luecke et al. 1990; Fischer
and Eckmann 1997), Ringelberg & (1991) X, Maarsseveen il (*J &) 2B} 53
Ji%, ROBEELVENEIZ, MOBEEMEOKELD &, DVM IZ L 2BEHNR %5 Z

CEBHSMNIZUE BTS2 O DVM ik, EHIMICEATAUVICE - TH I8 %
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%1} %, Alonso & (2004) XX, B 7TF7 > 27 b vk, UV AP LDENEE LD, &
PEHOFHWE EDOHVPREELHITEZ L ZWSPIZLT WS,

FHMICET 2K 2. 72 F D DVM CEEREL2 52505 LW
W, KA DVM 125X 5882 ] 5 2 U FBRIZ X230, E@WEY 75 > 2 b > oR#H
EMEIXMER TIK R 9 % (72 & X 1E Simcic and Brancelj 1997), Z O T DVM ND &% %
AN ARIRD & EBFFHMIIE 227255, LI RRDOLEEDT I VI DAL BE
YADIRE IR, K<AS TV, BEMTIIKRIZZTE T T 55, £ < OMFEIEREI» N
fillcs Zmbh, LOERBRETO T 52 h O DVM OiF5EIE, EYHiE-> & & LEBE
ZRIIRNDTHIRN,

7 4% 71 (Diptera; Chaoboridae) DO%1H (BABEZ V7)) 1%, R FDH 5D 2iHIC
DT 2, 7 NE. T IV NV BEHEOZIIIRY BTS00 v EHiIAT 5 (eg, Sether
1972), 7V MG SITRBFAET 2D T, MHEABRRO LN THELKEIZH S (Fedorenko
1975; Neill 1981), 7 ¥ AIZBUIRRNZ 24T, RERFRITH U TIMEAE <. K 2l 12 iR
{EAKRFEDFEEL TV BRI THEFTE S (Seether 1972), ZD 7=, fiBH 2 E# S 572512,
W D IR SR JE CIALKEAFEL TWD LI RERIBO I LA TESL, MAT, 7940
DVM &, HEMBRETH AP oANBTHE LTISMEINT WS, £/, 7IHIEI
TyADESITMAIELES ST, 3D 4 W CEIRIC TEAT 5, 7Y A ORMERLRSMEIE,
ZMTET S ZFERICVTEFIZSN T T V7 h Uiz b (Sether 1972; Xie et al.
1998), 7H H D TH C favicans (Meigen, 1830) ® DVM IZBHL TIE% < DI H
% (Teraguchi and Northcote 1966; Voss and Mumm 1999; Liljendahl-Nurminen et al.

2002; Lagergren et al. 2008), #FEREFIIAHTH 20, BH LAV LT 7T AH—4EH

i

DVM %3 %454 (Goldspink and Scott 1971; Lorke et al. 2004) &, &E»WZEHilZ DVM %
L. BUVEHIZIIERTEAT 572012 DVM L7\ (Voss and Mumm 1999; Gliwicz et al.

2000) &\ 2 DDOFEHIMNAX— 2 DRENDH 5,
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ARIFFE T, IHHTH B ERM (RE R NFIEREET) (RT3 790 (C
flavicans) DZFHiK) DVM ZEAMES L 72, IRRMTIRAIZ L aE I —FhAaond (e
MRIZEDRFKERT — LX), ZOMOELLDKEEZRL /- R 5KBEHEZEOIATELD
BEIZ &> T, 7Y I OFHINR DVM OERNOFER 2 ENFERTE 275> 72, BHIMICKEET

579D DVM BESHEEINTVEINRUERIDHXTH 5,

ik
FHRE

G (REIR T AIRERRTRIH] . 357 32'N, 137" 81'E; & AHE 7.75 m, KHfE 2.1 ha; Yagi et

al. 1983; Ishihara et al. 2003) X EXEBA L Z/NHTH B, AMizB 1T 5 OB 5/, 4

Ak

kDT N—F )N (Lepomis macrochirus) & 7427 F/NA (Micropterus salmoides) T# %
Iz B &L 2010), LA L DD Tk A9 ¥ (Hypomesus nipponensis) X 34 ( Cyprinus
carpio) MELIETH -7 (LB 1952),

TH A DOEIESEIX, 2004 £ 3 HrH 2009 4D 2 HE TAEHHTCHARAEZ B Z
olz, 7YV HOREIX. N2 R—2EKE (6L, Rigo co, Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) %% 5\ TH*
@5 1m Z& 88 (0m-7m) KU, it ETTZ 2 b kv b (200-um mesh, Rigo co.,
Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) T L7zHD2H > 7 & Uz, REREOMEX. > 7Y v ZHIIC
ko X2 lEE»S 9 KFEMMETITONZD, 2004 4 12 HE 2006 4£ 3 A, 11 A,
2007 12 AiFE®D 10 : 00 & HEED 2 [ 70Nz, 7 HERE L FHIZ, K& BFRE
DFRE A% DO XA —& (OM-12, Horiba Ltd., Kyoto, Japan) (2 CEHllL 7z, JEJED 7 ¥ 41z
DWTIE, BRI EM (RE) iy 7~ N—TUEE# (15 x 15 cm, Rigo co., Ltd., Tokyo,
Japan) IZTEREL I WL TH Y 7z L7z (2004 43 H 31 H ;2006 43 H 29 H ;

20092 H2H), Yo7 idtichlL~) VEEELIFZX ) —VEEL, ERBIZED
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WD L 72

BABIERTHRONZ T AORENGE, UTIRTENEBROK R & KT 5720
2. PHEBEIEEE S 2O, BRNERTIE 4 EIREE 50720, WATE 4 E% R
G AEM ($abb 200443 A 31 H ;200643 29 HE 4 422 H ;200942 A 2
HOA4[ES) OV > TVEELEWTROHEKRL 72, 206 UANOREHTIE, WL D DHDNE
TELTWVWT 4 BPEETIERVOTHRIZU A7, ZhoYr 7Y v 7 UEHiIE K
DIREDNFZ & > THEMIZ 2 DI2bz, V&2, ZEN I0CUTTEREN5COL D
Akl (2009 2 H 2 H). 50 &Dld, £EA 10CLAETEEA 6'CLLLED & & DK
(2004 43 H31 H; 200643 H29HE 4 A 22 H) TH 5, BHEHOBE I AL, HEA
DIVEEE (WMD) Ok mAD#E ULz (Worthington, 1931), ThZF DA HIZ
Lo T, EEICHWEZRMEEIRREL S (RREEEE ; 10 BE2F 12 B RNEEEE ;0

BEAX1E) 07T, HEINLZEHADO WMD IZE#ETIXRWAE LAy,

YD DVM FHERER

FERIZIZ 4 WSRO A %E Wz, 7841k, 2009 4E 6 HICERMIIZBWT, 752 bty
b (100-umAy¥a) ZEKEPSMERESTLEILICLoTRELZ, RELEZ 7T L
KEREICRHBIRD 4 e Y — U7k, ERET 502, 7973 6CT 2 HEEHRL T
(Dawidowicz et al. 1990), B/ COERIRZHD Rz, T ORTFERT 7 ¥ 771k, JE#E L 723
KDBA-72500m 1 DT T AF v 7R MUK 20 R T O VN TH O, TV DEIP KD
U7, WD OEWYTF7 7 hViEA>TWS, TRTO 7Y AL, BiERIZE -
TRA=VEZIIZDTEI R AEFL TV, ERIZ, EWHAT7 27V V) v &— (EES
cm, £ 100 cm) IR UZAGEKE ANTZFIZ 794 5 2 WNEREM R 2 BE Lz, Z
DY) v E—lk, RKEOKOBRIIZ23uEm?2s! T, EEBIZOUEm2stiz7esd L 5IZ ¥R

WHRVWHAMKZRD KA ZE Uz, HIHIE. SV v X —0Pr 6 H T, EBROIHRE M
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14 :10 T, KESEMIFZ B CE2IL 22CT, 1 vFax—XANTITbNz, AN BT U
DFEF, YV VR =D ERIZ, Avyar—T%% 53 TEOFIZNED 7+ (Carassius
auratus, ca. b cm) % EERHA 3 HEfX THE L7, ERVPBE > TH SR, 7FHIEEIDZL
Tzo AR THAEHFZLTVDE TN —FNEAVEOPEE L WD, TRENREYIC L 54
RERSFIZLR D E DB ILIZBE S 2R (2004) 1 12 & o THREAMKFEICHRE S N T WS 2 DITHE
BRICHOWZR D o 7, BIEDREAMIZ, ARREIC & o TERMIE RPN T R < iR o 7208 (REFIRIKEE
RBGAME). PO TT7FPER L TCWEESk2rH 5 (L 1952) 72dHW, 7z, fanA
OEVFAMIZ K> TEVWLZRWI EEHEHSNIZINTWS (Von Elert and Loose 1996; Von
Elert and Pohnet 2000), FEERRTIZ. DNDIIKXEERIZH NS 7 FIZDWT, 7HHIcH LT
WETE % & 20 2R L EBICHAEDN A SNz, EBRBO 757121, BEREDINITNE VI
VY axfE L TX® 57 (Dawidowicz et al. 1990; Oda and Hanazato 2008), TH#% % 5% F
JEIZ DWW, BT TIEa Y b a— VT DVM BA oL o7t kb2 &h 6, DVM A
DB EEZONS, 108 (% 8cm) MED 7 ¥ 7 OfEMNDAIX, 1 HIZ 2 FOEE
CEEHIZH 7z HIHFIZER L, 4 HED DUz, BiWwe 25 TORELEFIIK, 7V IR
BEHEZBZVWEWIA M E2EBWTHEI4 -7 (Swift and Forward 1980). “F¥8hiE 7 4
(MVD) % Boeing et al. (2006) 2 X D3k 7z: MDV = X(Di xi) /Y Di DilZ&ED 7 ¥ HD
fEAREL FIRRSHEROPRETH 5, FIBFERIE, 7 VYEIBEH L TV L 0BEL T
WRWROHEIZIE, tHRERZD DWW, T FEBEIERIC OWTI, 2BafEE 28T
5 ZEEEME (Turkey-Kramer multiple comparison) 8 2757z, §XTOMKIHT A

Fid R2.13.1 (R Development Core Team 2011) 2% bW THEMEIFE2 B I > 7,
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fask

HFHCHBITB T B HDMED T EFEHHELICDNT

7Y A DOMES KR (WT) LEFBE (DO) ShiES Mm% FHiM Cliikd 572012, FE
bbb 63 2 ARG 12 ADIEIZ A2 & SRz (K 2-1), ik 3 Ah» 5 10 A % TR
BLTED, BABIZIZERZ-EPFZEL Tz (X 2-1), 11 A2 5 2 A T, KEIXSRER
C—BRCHB IR L T idr o7z, 32 7)) v Z I 0K & AR, B & K THI S 7
ZALIX D o T2,
—EEBUTT7 Y AL, BEIZEEPERICOWTRIZRE 2R IZAHEZIEDNS L\
5. BN DVM 2 LTWA Z edbhro7z (M 2-1), EoK (3ADKDbOI LS 11 A%
T) D7V HOBEIL, KE»S EEICBEHTIHDR o7, ALY 73 hoBENL, KR
MOKPANOBETH D LEA Nz, BERS, ZOLEDERD 7Y AEEIL, 7Y
THIZ& > TEHDP RS WA, FHEEIZEMIIEL (1,467+ 3,057 SD ind. m?) &IZ{KW
(889 * 1,064 SD ind. m?) »5THh5, Ak WMD & &/ WMD D7 S BE)#EE 2 >
DB THERT % &, Hk#lZ 2.0m (2009 4E 2 H) T, E/A# 2.59m (2006 4 3 A). 3.04
m (2004 4£ 3 H). 3.09m (2006 4E 4 H) TH o7z, FHBBHEHOENY > TV OFHIL
A DA TH 2 72OSEREETIED S H, BEFREHXIR AP DIE S kil & o K<BHLTW

LHAN D - 7=,

JHHD DVM HERER

THHFEDUEXIZEVWTEHALFEU &S RBE X -V 2RTIeRbhro7z (K 2-2),
FBEEME S TOMEXIZEWT, BEILMLEZ 0 L ULERIDEREIZBFILTWS Z N
bho7- (K 2-3, t-test, without fish at 22°C: t = 6.63, df = 3, P= 0.007, with fish at 22°C: t =

448, df = 2, P= 0.046, without fish at 5°C: t = 4.81,df = 3, P= 0.017, with fish at 5°C: t =
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5.28,df =3, P=0.013), £H5DKE (5 C£7-1%22C) T, fADH Y - L TH, 7V
71 OB EIEMEIC I EE 52, KREZT VBRIV EEEX S 2 b o (M 2-3,
temperature: F7,711=9.24, P=0.01), BEEHIZ. 22COIES B CLIERIZEVWI &M
bhrolz, MDD Y -2 LIk BEIFEEIOYEE T, AL KRORBEIERAS R 572 (K 2-3, fish

kairomone: 1,711 =0.01, P=0.911, interaction: 77,11 =298, P=0.11),

EE
DVM (258 % 5.2 2\ < D OER—EIME, HE, figE. A IV S5 N TWS (Ringelberg
2010; Williamson et al. 2011), MEIZERFNZMREES 2, £91E LI UV A DVM OER (27
B12id, @EITHED & S mmWEE 2 S DEREHOG AT, T ZIERTSHE T I b Ui
Lo TIF UV IREMTH S (e.g., Rhode etal. 2001), Ringelberg (2010) & Williamson et
al. (2011) &, RWZEHEOWIATIZ, RET UV IZHEET 5D T, DVM IZHELZRWEFH
2, C\W5, Dodson (1990) &, I Y aIOBEIHEIEIE DR ES TS Z & %2R
U, BHED 2mI FD & & DVM 1d & THHIRM LS DT 25 LR Uz, ERMITRNERE
DEREMTH S GBEWE 0.5-1.0m ; Yagietal. 1983) O T, 7H¥H D DVM 1Z UV DL %
HEVZITRWEAS LEZOND, DEITHMEMNZKRDAEE 72 DVMIZZRD 5 205, @\
KIBIZEW T > 7 b v OEARED#EIGE % EIF 5 (e.g., Orcutt and Porter 1983; Stich and
Lampert 1984), KEDMEDA LTENCRIPET L X, 8T T 07 bV IFBEFA UHE
iz YFED DVM LAEWZ &2 5T W5 (Williamson et al. 2011), AWFFETIEX, Kili
DIRBEARPEATHSLETH, 7HHIEDVM 2L TH 0, BR TR S KIBEFHIZNML 72
(B 2-1) MATEMD 7 YA D5 E, KEPRPVWERBIZEE>TVWDE WS DIFTIEA
Dotz (K 2-1), ShENARKEDOHS £72. ZOWMO 75 7D DVM IZ& > TEEL TV
WS ThB, LrUKEZNEMKIZ, DVM OKRE X ICHET S (Bid), 27901k 2

ITHLEIMT 700 b EBEST, TOMENHELEZSPD LK, EI2AD, IV 2
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I AEH 2T 57201280 DVM (BIZRE, HEIZERE) 23701, 73738
® DVM %/:3 (Lagergren et al. 2008), 7 ¥ AT H%iE-> T DVM LARWEEIX, TH&
Bo—#Hzk> (THROLHVERE) L0, Higd&roknsg (FhbbmvENE) Z&
EEEIZLTVWDEDEAS (fZH % 5 Min, Dawkins and Krebs 1979), bhvbiiiTHT
HEEYT T N ORENMGEFHE L TWiR WA, Lagergren & (2008) X7V AT Y
B THEMICBEIL RV LRSI LTS, S WIIHAA D DVM OHENTH 5wl hE
P72, MR TIRERET I v 2 s v EROBELTEE o727V —F)L (JIIZD &ML 2010)
W, 7Y HEEPVFEH LT TRLLADEMAEL TV (IlZl, RERT—&) Zedibhr
2 T3, o T, bIONIMOHED, ERMIZELSTZ 7Y IO DVM #2525 E
BWRBRNTH D EE ATz, LI (1952) IZ&NIX, TIV—F MR AT 5 LT O fEMIE. 7
719 ¥ (Hypomesus nipponensis, /K1) X 2 1 B0 f ( Carassius spp.° Cyprinus carpio.
HAM) THoeLTHY, MARIEI TV HZECT IV N VBHRTHD, 2F0,. 2O
D7 Y HE, AFES —FERAOHBEIZISINTE Y, FHIZ»r»PDSTToL DM 295
Z WL —EPET A 7-DICHEIGNTE o EZ o NS,

RAMIZAERT 279 71%, —H2@8L THAWZ DVM 2L TWT, TAIUZIEFH
RN R =V InB STz, B OD 7Y I D344, BEIGEREOMREEIZ0Mm L TWTK
MIdEREZ2 A RB I EILT 72, HODPREEDOY — 7%, BRIZADIT SN DA, K
D L NRNPHREIZH o7, HEDODMDRLD 2 DDNX—IF, SITHATHHES
NTWb, REDO 7YV 7 OEENKEIZH S (Lagergren et al. 2008), 7zl Fk % Dfffze L —
I B EH>udEBIZHS (Stahl 1966; Teraguchi and Northcote 1966; Lagergren et al.
2008; Oda and Hanazato 2008), Lagergren & (2008) &, &M ®D iM% 4046 DE N % A
DI ADDTPRENTH D Likin L TV d, DNONIBBREZHE L TWRWA, oD
PIZHARAE 23D T DR ATIRHAPEO MG EL 527205 Lk,

BAWEEIZN LT, ZHO 7Y 00 MmIE, BREIERICMU TWT, EREIZE
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IKFE DRI A2 BB S B/, BICEEICHEE T 2 MIRRE I, AOMBEZE T 57-DIZH%
72 (Irvine 1997; Voss and Mumm 1999) 7, &3 DOREF L L TEEIELDEZA S, 20
EEORBEEE X, AKEPEIPVCVRHE B TEWZ bz, AEEL 7Y D
DVM DWW < DD 51T7H19E (Goldspink and Scott 1971; Haney et al. 1990; Gliwicz et al.
2000; Lorke et al. 2004) Tl&, ZO#SHERITIFLALHERSINT I M 572, Voss and
Mumm (1999) & Gliwicz & (2000) Z&IZAHTIEALERIC—HHBWS ($T72b b4
D) ZErEMPHSMTUT,

EERCTIE, A BEY TR KRDEARTH AD 1 FIZT 2B BEZ 0 2 Tz,
ZoZ et WATERKOMEENZSNTED, KEMEVEELDE (RBKY 1.46m) &
WeE (K 2.90m) DIES LD BB BEIL T\ e, Gliwiczetal. (2000) 1& DVM ®©
BEIESHAE OBEIRETEZ L 2HSNZ UL, ARETIZTZH A DVM I~ o
TEVIIHEE AL o, ZOMD 7Y H OBEHEIL, KRIEEL TV, 2O EE
AIRA T = X L (BB 2 HIR AT B OTEMEAL) PN T WA 2EARIHTH 5,

7Y AHBDVMZE T LDIZ, EDLIBRGETHRAABEYHPEERERN L >TH
DD S0, AW TIE, MEARE E DVMOER % ik 2 Z & T, FAETH > THHBH
IZEAREAGE S L FBEN T RRDE I L% b E 65N U7z, Chaoborus flavicansD AR X
AWFFREFRU LD BERRIZEVWT. AN OEUDRDE BT I2AERKIGEZLOLTWVWS

(Dawidowicz et al. 1990; Tjossem 1990; Oda and Hanazato 2008) (5£2-1), Z# 5547

DN DD 7 B AR & . AFFEORFMIZAER 2 7 3 IEKREE L&, #ERAFE U
TW5b, SEATIIED 7 ¥ AEAREEE, DVMIZfAA A BE Y EHTHEEIND D, FERMOMEE
FEI A BEYTRIHEZTITDVMEZFE L2, ZOFERFOHE S5PRE N, A1HE
Y OMBERRFHNES 72725 5 LEZ 655, Dawidowicz 5 (1990) & Oda and
Hanazato (2008) &, BATHEHFZLTWE 7Y AL, FRTHI A DE UL VLED

EEIZIIDVME T, A BB VUDRBMMTIEIDVME2 52 2hE oI LTWS, £720da
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and Hanazato (2008) &Tjossem (1990) &, WA THEILFEL TWRWI Y HiX, Aha
OEVIZHIGULBRWZ 2 EHE 5L, E51ZTjossem (1990) 1k, WA caEHEFEL T
W 7Y RN, ERTHPVWTHEWRLSTETHAWBHT LI L2 RL TS, FEH T O
BN BT B EABEOE NI OWT, INETIEL A LHERINT I er o7z, 73 4 DITHE),

ZZTIEDVM, 7Y APERTHERBRICEI > TREAMEIGL TWEEA S LEZ 6N,
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2-1 HAMIZBIT 2 7Y ANHOREIHIZDONT
BON—FEY VT T TR T Y AEE (%) 2R LTV S, KR (WT)
LR SE (DO) DINEN & EDIFNKRT T 7 TR Uz,
Figure 2-1 Vertical distribution of Chaoborus flavicans larvae in Lake Fukami-ike
observed in different seasons. Chaoborus abundance is expressed as the percentage (%)
of the total individuals collected at each sampling date. Vertical profiles of water
temperature (WT) and dissolved oxygen concentration (DO) are also shown



Depth (strata, mean = SD)

| (b) 5°C

-O- Without fish kairomone
-&- With fish kairomone

N | D|N ‘ D
2 3
Time (days)

N|D
1

Time (days)

| 21

B12-2 72 VINA TN 7 Y 4 R DR &K D 57 B K T DO SEEIERE

#i (£SD) IZz2W\WT

(a) 22C (b) 5C., OfazL., MDY TR Uz, M3 BEEERTD I

BREO, NIZEEZRLTWS,

Figure 2-2 Day and night distributions of Chaoborus flavicans larvae in experimental

cylinders at different temperatures, (a) 22 °C and (b) 5 °C, with or without fish kairomone.
D: midday distribution, N: midnight distribution (mean + SD).
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3
a [ ] Without fish kairomone
[ ] With fish kairomone
a,b
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o @©
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@
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0 .

22°C 5°C

B 2-3 727 VNANA T2z T Y OB ENEREIZ D \W T KR D

two-way ANOVA
AR UIEH, fHDIFERTRUZ, BRB5T7IV 7 7y ME, ZEIEBTE D
HREzRLTWS

Figure 2-3 The mean migratory distance (+ SD) of Chaoborus flavicans larvae
with or without fish kairomone at different temperatures (22 °C and 5 °C) in the
laboratory experiment. Different letters indicate significant differences (two-way
ANOVA, Turkey-Kramer multiple comparison).



#2-1 7Y HhEhH Chaoborus flavicans ® H JESRERENZEE T 2 AREE5E & L7058 & D LR

Table 2-11 Comparison of diel vertical migration of Chaoborus flavicans larvae from different locations
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Lake Lake
Population ; Lake Ros " Fishless pond”~ Fish pond” NIES™
Fukami-ike Nakanuma
Coexistence with
fish or no fish in Fish Fish No fish Fish No fish Fish
the habitat
Experimental results (presence or absence of DVM)
With fish
DVM DVM No DVM DVM No DVM DVM
kairomone
Without fish DVM
DVM No DVM No DVM No DVM No DVM
kairomone (Less extent)
Light change and Light change and Light change and
Driver of DVM Light change None None

kairomone

kairomone

kairomone

DVM: diel vertical migration. T : present study. *: Dawidowicz, Pijanowska and Ciechomski (1990). *: Tjossem (1990), the fishless and fish

ponds in the Cornell University Experimental Pond Facility. *: Oda and Hanazato (2008), NIES: experimental pond at the National Institute

for Environmental Studies, Japan.
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Y1 23 MBARE DS FHIZI NG I YV aIDFEENH
D IRELE
Morphological defenses of two Daphnia species against two

different predators predicted by the size-efficiency hypothesis

2=
KER T EME, 28T 2BREBICHEIGT 2720 DEYDEIDV L DTH Y, HRHIZAbAIIZ
RN K ST &R FEBLT B w R IR & 0 S L VA DR SEME S & IE T 5 B R B 12
o1 X% (SEH, size-efficiency hypothesis) 735 0. fEEIY 1 & RIZHAET S
2DIL, TDAITHIEIMT T V7 N VEEOET A AONMGDHRED I hinfz, 2 ¥4
CRGELTEILT 5, 77 V7 by OfRY 1 XIZFEEO FHICBE L CEEETH D ICH 0
DHO5T, INEFTSEH RS FHEINE T T VT b DY A ZIKAF U 7z Al EPEIXEH S i &
NTWARN, FFERH OIS BT EO B2 P, 2 S OMERIZ & > THigIhP
TVH A ZTREL, FHiIBINK WA XTI K A BI1ET Th 203, (KDBE % A A3 A K
LT B 2 L PRANERENL W72 DICEBEORB O U7 13 @ TH 5, A% TI
YA XD 2 DI YA (Daphnia) ; NS \WYA XD D. ambigua £ KE WY A XD
D. pulex, 10 708 —2%235 50T, BALHAKAZE D 2HEEOHAL ; KW A XD
Y ERGLMH (7)) LN WY A X2GE 7Y 5w (Chaoborus flavicans), \Zxf L., BE
BB TY A ADEALT B & EITILRBIB, 1 O Sl 72 FE B 5 1% T U FEBRIVIZMRGE U 72, RS>
I Lo TR INAZEEORE (Y bu— VLR S h 1 nE VL E Lz & EDEHE

ZALDZEDKF) X, REIZHE-> TEONPT IV T & KELRD (D ambiguavs. ). K
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EBIZfEo TEBLNPTIVEADTE /NS 45 (D pulexvs. 78 H) ZeWbhrol, £7-
YA XD hboTHERDLNPT IRV E Eik, WBEOKREIIEZ—ET (D. ambigua
vs. 7Y H. D. pulex vs. f), FHEEDRY A X > TAEELRHEL TWD I 2R bho
7. SEH Tk, ¥+ NEROHEN T I V7 b VHEREICRVERERH D2 H E 5
WZLUTWAD, ARIFETIEY 1 B IRHFBIZIE U2 IV Yy 30V 1 ZUKFEOHBER B Z - T

W5 ZEEREL T,

[FU&IC
AL, RO —~AEORMIC KRR 2 BEICSOE T BHNICEZ D Z N TE, 2O iR
RIA[ M 2\ 5 (West-Eberhard 1989; Agrawal 2001), JEAE T, aJ ¥HMEATED % Mk fl
S PD L ERDV DL LT, #EILFEPERFZOSEHTHEIN TS (Pfennig et al.
2010), &<z, BEFUZHBENP VWS L X I, B2 R{ LR L2EYREDNLZVE S
BB % KB 250 A EE L 10, B THKEEYIL, RE DIERIETR S 13
PNz ZFDIEEER 2L X ¥ 5 (reviewed by Lass and Spaak 2003), EWz & - T, BifsERe
RFEIEH LT, KRB E-20E DL BHIRAPEIET 2 X5 I A N H BN
(Boeing et al. 2005), ZOEIZ LI > TEOLNRTINWDLTEIRRT7 4 v +23H D
(Parejko 1991; Tollrian 1995b)., &M XA D H 2 EREICHEIGHTH S (Via et al.
1995), MG ICIE, T EMICHAEEZ R T ZLVEETHD, A I LR EYIX
A4 BE Y (HEHFHROMFYE) OEWZIT THAEEORELZITAIIRAITL I LNTES
L EERRIIZbH > T (Dodson 1988,1989; Black 1993; Nesbitt et al. 1996).
MEIFEVBRIE L 25720, EUBHELZRET I EERANI=ZZALDO LD LEZ
SNTWD, ¥ XK (SEH, Brooks and Dodson 1965) &, filifa# O iRk 0#E >
DIE O EMGE IV E L 5 Z 5w TH 5, BARIZIZ, LTI 2B 0h>TWn5, MHEIC

HEHAEPI VDL, YT ZXDOKRENVWT SV 7 M UDREVWRLENTLEWN, 1 XD/NEINWT
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SV NUDMELETE K5I, BIZOBRY A AKGEHOMREE VDI L NSV A XD T
TV MUPEDNRTVEDIZ, ALK VWREWT A XD T IV 7 M UBMELET S L5112
8%, TNO6DIENS, ASTHET T b rDHA X (KY A X) &, MEHE Ok
YA ZEIETH D010, HBINLHEMEL L IRLEERT 7 7 X —TH5 (reviewed by
Hart and Bychek 2010), # 1 XZhREHIE, FEMGEZRET S2RKHTH 20, T ORHH
S EYDIRY A ZNKAFE U =i B O E %2 T 5 2 IETERNWES 5 », Bl FHIT
B HEHEETHLMIN L TR YA ZDREVWT T b UBEDLDNPT VDT, & Bt
Rz BB L, QKA ED 7Y AT U TIENIWT T v 7 b UDifE R EE RBLT 5725
5, ZOFHIXT 75 E20H LNGRWA, HEHEDODESI YA XL, AL THEYDET A X
DRRD, FEBAEICBIRT 2 L FHITNE725 5, FEM#ENEIGH TH R, mADY 1 X
MWHEIRD L EIZ, o L HABEURREINSZS S,
AR (EARBERRDNE U E %2 ON/OFF § 2 & 5 A #ifliZed O TIEARWZ & 2%
Mo TWo, AEMEDRBIL, TYRKEN, MeHREN, RERBIRENTHD, BNL
2L dH 5 (Boersma et al. 1998) 7202, AMLFHME L D & #l2MbE n7ffl ~ DB IEDFE
fililZ 9 TIZ T DRI ERMEMEVPEAT VWS, &I TIFVI7 b rDePTEIV VIR
(Daphnia, Crustacea, Cladocera) DB ORFFEI3EL < ifgH L LTHRE 22 DI,
B MY D & BHEBNY) £ CIEIA (Fa% Hanazato 1995; Boersma et al. 1998; Sakwinska
2002; Stibor 1992; Walsh and Post 2012, 7% /7%jH Hanazato and Ooi 1992; Spitze
1992; Tollrian 1995a, b; Laforsch et al. 2004, % @[5 Weber and Declerck 1997;
Dzialowski et al. 2003; Boeing et al. 2006; Dennis et al. 2011), 72 I Y ¥ IFFEIT L - T
Y A XA B v (0.89 - 2.38 mm, 6day - old Hiz TH#ER, Gliwicz 1990). & 5 W 54K H
AAXADIVYAERFIZLTED LS B2 RHKET 205N TS (Krueger and
Dodson 1981; Dodson 1989; Barry 2000), 723 VY aDfEIIEE () CTEREMIZKE

{7a b, BREFENZ LTIz Lo THifREZ BB S VHESELZD 5 (Hebert and
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Grewe1985; Tollrian 1995a; Laforsch and Tollrian 2004; Riessen and Trevett-Smith 2009).
T oI IV ADBEREDORIIL, EEIZ RIMEDOID DELDFARIZE Z 5 Z Lhbh o
TW? (Boersoma et al. 1998; Beckerman et al. 2010), 72##D & Eh 5. HEHFICKT
LB 2 FE Y 72D IX OO THBHE A 0 2 RBTH KT RES
NTVWBEIEWBETHH I b, FMBREEFENT 70 —FIZ &> TH S 2T E 7z (Imai et
al. 2009; Miyakawa etal. 2010), ZD X 512, I YV IDOFERLEDOFKH D U 07 1T IEHITHE
MTHD, REMNLAENE(LDERIZIE, HDRT A XL ZDE T IIE I 5HBDOLELLE
FIRHIZfEMT CE AU, IV a0RROTENEEHigE DAY 1 ADBMK, DE D SEH A3
VYAQHBIEIZG R W EEPSNIITE LD TRV,

VY IADHEIPEORAN R BIEORE X, SEHIZX 5T 1 ERHREZ S LI
MAMAD L, P A RIEIFEL TWBDTIFRNRL WS Z L ERIES 5, ZNERIET 5728
NI E T 2R A XDRLR S IV a 2fE, D ambigua UNS \WEY A X BiH 0.8mm)
& D pulex (REWEY A X fil 1.2mm) 2H50WT, HBRRDORLRS 74 74 H
(Chaoborus flavicans) EfaDHABEVIZIBEL 2 EOMEEOREIEZ IV IADOY A X
THB U7z, FHITIH, 7970081 Xk 0.6mmFfEE (Sell 2000) T, ZFNLARFD/NX
WH A ZFEHONPT HHEELIP2D X TV (M 3-1), £/ (74, KK > 50mm) O
fifY 1 X1, Scott (1987) 22F129 5L, (kK 30mmdD 7+ TiE 0.3mmBAFDOY A X
DINSVWIZHFIFEALEEDT, KEVEY A XIGE R 22 (K 3-1), AERS, 14X
BRI BIZ L > T IV VIO BEHEORES 2 IV IDRREIZ L 2K 1 X12iho T
FHTZEH32DES1Z%o7z, FTH A4 ADNX N D ambiguald, 78 7KL T 1 wd
5 6 BET, MUTHLUTIEERDIEFS AWEME D BEDLDNPTVWOT, AIEMEOKREIIEXTTH
XN UT—ETHRIZH U THREREEICHh > TN 27255 (M 3-2a), =¥ A XDREW
D. pulex\X, 7% I UT 12T, AUIZFLTIE 1S 6lMETELDNPT VYA XTH

DT, AEEDRE XX 7Y T U TIIERERBEIZR > TR L, fUITR L TiEs o1 Xigh
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Bbsd @255, (K 3-2b), ZOFHNCEERREMAEEORE (KEX) oRHIX,
HABEVIRL EH D TORBENMDEDRAZ ROERIL 72, EEAITIE, EFRDHHOE
BRI T 2 W2 PEEZEA VL 72, 2 &b, EROBENRRHICE T 50
R ZABIZDOWT, BRI 2 Z L 2 FHEIC L7z, BAEDO O OFER, IV anfkd o
X EHEOREZIIZ, SEH TPHIIND &5 /M2 ROU7-, 610V IDEE
ki, RHUHEDH (Adams and Collyer 2009) 2B 2745 Z & T, MHMEDEEDOZE({L%E

HOZ L, MNOAEMEOERIZIZHREEYH S Z L2 Rl L7,

&

=S O0OERER

FRRIZH bW IV aid, BEEM (REETOIREREE ; 35° 32" N, 137° 81" E; &K
PRI 7.75 m, KM 2.1 ha) (ZTEREL L, ERMIZERELLZ/NIT, AR RAERED
TI—=FNRT Ty INANELL, KERHRE LTI 7Y A (Chaoborus flavicans (Meigen,
1830)) MHERLTWS, Alicix, 28D I Y>3 Daphnia pulex & D. ambigua 73347 L
THH, KT 2EIZOVWTENTN 10 70—V A2 HEEL7-, IV IDRERF, TV
Jhvxvy b (100 um,¢20 cm) ZME»SMERES U TES L ERbRo72, XK
2. A S 70—V OREEERTS 72012, T/ U N—URESR (15 x 15cm) 2 & D JE
BaBER LUz, IV IEREZRVKEKT, 22CD 16: 8D LD YA 70D A v Fax

— X CHREIB L. =9 & U T Scenedesmus spp.%=5-Z 7=,

FERER(CDVNT

#IVrarzu—vid, 7Y AGRE LI S HEYE 2 SO K (HaEFEK) 201

OEVKE UTERIZEAWZ, IVYVIDEEBELORARIZ, Zhoh1aerkeay ho—
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WKTHONZHDZEEK U7z, 3V ha—)LKEAABEVIKEERT D E &I2BKIE, K
EKEERT 2 HMBER U CERE2KS WA Z L2502 EB W, IV Y I0mOHHIIL,
IV M= VEBRTAONZREZS LITEREN Y Yy v T 5L 2 A5THIT7; D ambigua, 1
i 380-440 um, 2 # 441-490um, 3 491-540 um, 4 # 541-630um, 5 i 631-800 um,
6 iy 801-900 um: D. pulex, 1 fifn 500-599 um, 2 i 600-799 um, 3 i 800-1029 um, 4 ki
1030-1699 um, 5 1301-1699 um, 6 1700-2000um, BAR, #ix2 > hE—ILTZ 5
N6 DIRY A XEHAEIZLTWD,

THHh A4 aEyOEHKIX, Hanazato (1991) 2% &2 U7z, 79 A4HiE, ER
MIZT2010F6 HE 10 HIZT I 27 by xy NTEHELZDDEZMFEEICF bR -7z, 74
OEVAKIE, ILOIY ME—ILKIZ, 30 ED 777 4 FdiHE W 2 HIE 22°C TREATO A >~
FaR—RIZTHAE L, ZHAOTHIE, UNSWIV Va3 7Y 1] 285K
WCHHE A7z, fEHR. 74 0 VKIFEEL T (Whatman, GF/C). -30C THBRMZEL 7=,
FERATIZ, WL 8T KEERTHHEL, 3> ba—)LKT 1/3 IZHRL THW,

A1 oE Y OEMRIZ. BH1Z Reede 1995 25F 12 U TER LU 72, RO ERFE
THdH 57 F (Carassius auratus) 1IREHR 5 enD/NEIDEKZE WV, BIRIZT2K%2 4L T
filE Uiz, EAMICAERT 2 ERAHO 7V —F VISR ESI W TE D, iICIXFET
ERVOT, ERRIZIE 7 F 2550z, AEOEWVIZ EDAMEEAORE I VWEEZSNTWY
% (Von Elert and Loose 1996; Von Elert and Phonert 2000), DT %, wE Lz I YV
%P0 24 RHEEBE LK EfMAIIBEVKE U, 2O H 1 B E VKIE, JEi# L (Whatman,
GF/C). ¥ bBE—)LKT 1/3 12D TH 5 EBIZH Nz,

FALFR DA E LRI 200m] O~ 3 1 — AN JLHEK & BH (K 2 x 10° cells ml! algae)
LIVYaE13MLEANSG, IVYIOHFEBEKDOLZHIZ, 1 HE 12 E (100ml) ZH LW
BB KR 72, TP E RIS T 572012, 1T HA2S 2HREETT > UA

ABE K (BFHK) THW, 3 HAHD? SEBRMEMGE Uz, ERIEKRIZ, EFE» SBHIPE
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DEHMLZEE - FEHHIU, GHIILZI Y a0 b R (kK (um), BEE (um),
wHlE (um) (Pijanowska et al. 2007). *v 77« —ADHME (D. pulex DH), RIEDH
& (D. ambigua DH) TH 5, I Y3 1K O HBEMETE E % o TEHI L 72, HIIE,
FRRIEADEF SN T2 S, KEUCHEINUEFT SE1ET (7 H-10 HED kL 7z, # 0K

Lid&rn—r 3R EBE 27,

PITTE

ERS N (PCA) 1%, 2F20 78— DIV yad 3MUBIZONT, IVVID 5 DDO|E
B ; & (BL:wm), S (HL:pm), #HRE (TL:um), &3 v 7T 1 —ZADFEHK (NT:0,1),
REDOHME (HS:0,1), 0% 7THHEZILT — X ITBEELLTHNE B Zmo7, £/ PCAED
iz, ML M TREBRBE TH 2 ITiH - - REM#E S (Phenotypic trajectory
analysis, PTA) (Adams and Collyer 2009) #5272 >7z, Z® PTAIZL D, REMDOZAL
Zhasl (1iw) - il (2-5 D& ) - # (6 ) 12X > THREERMBIZIN>TES ZEATE
5, AWETIE, EEDRROBELTEMHEEZ, TNTHORIZENT 3 DOMEK (2> b
=, THHAABEVIK, AHABEVK) TERBEBEIEUTTR Y b Uz, PTA I, /4
1] (direction, 0 ). ¥ (shape).Z{tM Kk & & (magnitude) # repeatedly randomizing residuals
2k o TkdDiz, IRTOHEHIZ R (R Development Core Team 2011) Tf7 -7z, PTA (2[4
3% R OB%¥% Adams and Collyer (2009) #&#IZ L 7=,

MO K E XX, PCA o/ o7z EHKH1S A (principal component score) #*
5HeD, AV PE—VIIZBEWTH IO H D7 10— DHBHIZHENT, ERIFR%E
BEEADPOHE=ZFRATENTNFELZL0%2 . ZOEZTOI/0—vDZDHD Y b
—IVOERRE LD, TNEAATE VNI TEHRKICE ZRWVERZ S 2D (HDI 1 1T VE
B, aybu—VEREEHEZ A DT VEREO—2 )y N2k, ZOMOZO 70—

YDEDMDAEMEDRE S LEE LT,
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WD K E X (|karomone — control|) =

\/(PClkairomone - PClcontrol)2 + (Pczkairomone - PCZcontrol)2 + (PC3kairomone - PC3control)2

ZhizkrBonzaBtto ke %2, 2EEONI0EVREIZOWT, 21070 —2T
1 fr5 6 WETEELEZ, 270 O BEOREIZ2Z51F, RKowrso—ro
1-6 Ik CORBEHDOREZIZAF Uz, IBEMEOREINREVE, ZOHBUEIF 0 L H KEL
5L, EMENIFE A RWESIZ Y bRV EE L EARINEDT 0 13885, D.
ambigualZOWTIE, 12780 —2%2B0 AR UL TI Zu—r 20 U,

YA XS ABEEDORE X OMEMZAB72OIZ, HDFEDOEY A1 ZITIH - 7= 7] 8k
DREIZMBIITHNZ, HHEOHLNHETOHEEOREIZHNEKRE LT, KT A4 X
(BL) £ Zu—y (CL) Z#MHEAHIZ L CEREIRONEZS o7z, £z, —MALBEET IV
(GLM) 25, I YV IO AEHED R E T L lREIIT & 269 1 ZDOZLDBIRMEIZ DWW T,
BEAAVEVUHEI L IZE 5 DY TEEVDORWVWET VARG Uz, AL ZZET VI, 3
HodzEER (ERETIV) Z2RiEHRE (AIC) THo b FHMADEVEDZHFHLE (R
B glm), A ISR U 72 3H A % i g 2 7z o012, BEHE(R [ h4RER (b)) 2 H & o,
RED K E X % L 72,

FLIVVA2MOI/0— VO EEDORE X OERZ T 272012, FHERE (R
Bl cor) 26 &7, AN DEVNINTHAEMEORES I L, T HADEVITHT S
DO REIN OB EB 2R o7, D ambigualZ2\\WTlk, 1 70—y A U777

DIZEETIrva—2rE2H LT,

L=

FRED DM EFUEDTIC K DIER] - AIRFDORZREZRLDIEER

EEB A LD B 1 ERDOFGRIL 42.8% T, KFAMEIZERET 0.92, KKET 0.89
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HoTe B2 LMD DAFEHIF23.0% T HFAMEIXEEHHELD AT 0.64, 3K T-0.67,
RIEDHHET-0.63 THo7, THITH 3 EWADHFL-HIL 18.6% T, W EAMEIXTE HH2E
EOHMT-0.78, SHET-05 THo7z, TNH 3 DDERS T 84.4% L7320+ HHI %
D, REBIHE M ORGSR %, PCA #HRICUTK 3-3 1R U7z, a3 ¥ ba—)b, 7Y% 7 LEE,
FNFLTOHEIEZ 212 3 2D, TNETNOREIMEADZ 5 AZEFKELTVEDDRHRS
iz (¥ 3-3a), & o TIHEBEILD U7z, D. ambigua & D. pulex TR 5 Z 2 hRbhroTz
(0 ampL = 72.63, P, = 0.016, Alength = 0.25, P, = 0.01, shape = 1.18, Py, = 0.001;
3-3a),

WREL RS IR o 72 TRRE AL 2 JUIL Z & THR U 723554, D. ambigua \$ILILHTHHELL 7=
PLUEZES 2205 (7Y A AL BEY ve. T Y hE—)L Oy = 17.70, P, = 0.0025, Alength
= 0.07, P, = 0.83, shape = 0.493, Py, = 0.0025; AA A HEY vs. I b =)L O =
34.17, P,=0.0025, Alength = 0.73, P, = 0.038, shape = 0.38, Py, = 0.05; X 3-3b), %
NZENOIEKITHAT L7 TREE L E L TWD Z e hibh oz,

X UT D pulexid, EONEFIZEWTH, D. ambigua £ D 1 EED DENIZIH S
KERHEZH < Z & DS DT -7z (Fig. 3-3¢), < DA T D. pulex|X, il 0% UM
cavihu— LVolIcERREEEIEAS NN (0, . = 4.86 P, = 0.668, Alength =
0.125, P, = 0.653, shape = 0.107, Py,,,. = 0.983; Fig. 3-3¢c) %, 7% H 1 0 € VUHTIX
Iy hu—L b LR DIVEREMNE RS IR0 (YA BEY vs.a Y
FE—) 0y = 23.80, P, = 0.0125, Alength = 3.08, P, = 0.0025, shape = 0.36, Py, =
0.0025; A A DEY vs. 3 b —)b 0, oy = 26.48 P, = 0.005, Alength = 2.95, P, =
0.0025, shape = 0.38, Py, = 0.0025; Fig. 3-3¢). &> T D. pulex DCHEZALIZ. 7Y A
BT 2 DR CHUE D FEBUENIZ H 5 25, UL L a0 v b b — VLB CIZALEE K & 1357 T,

FAFKEIZONZ NTH - 7=,
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HHA X (TR TZABEDKRE EDZEAL

IVYVADE I O—VOEY A X () ZhoABEEORE IR LD (XK3-4), F/28E
FE SR S5HF5NE AIC DFERIFR 32D X5 1Tho72, Zhid, TNENOAEEDOKE
SN, COFBALBMT LK FHETE 202 R LTS, £T Dambigua ® 7% WD & &
AAIC IZ#ED W= (AAIC=1.9) k¥ 1 XL FDAD 2 DDEFRAGER T NB A, (K
Y XD ENERIT B 1 B LR RN REUIA Y 1 X (b, = 0.0006) & » U1 F DRE (b, = 2.63)
DIFIVREVDTARY A XD ST HEEDOKRE ZEEDOMEANRD 5 Z &bl
E IO & ZZAIC & D ATBEORE SRS 1 ZIRIFL TREL BB ebhhotz,
—4 D. pulex® 7% D & Zi%, 70— RS oA DA HEPKET 5 Z 8 hbhro Tz,
F-AMIED & FlX, AAICIZZADNRWZ (AAIC<2) YIF DALY A XD ETIVER
INBD. YA XD R BT B EHER R R AEY 1 X (b, = 0.001) Kbk (b
=2.04) BKREVDOT, ABEEOKREIIEY A XIZhrrboTETHDL\ND Z enbh

277,

BJEMOARET =D O— MR

D. ambigua & D. pulex DR[O R E X OMNEREZFONIIT L7201, 70— T EITH
XMt TH AT oW BEORE S ORIRM 2 EL 2 (X 3-5), D. ambigua
orzu—r (n=9,r=0.36, M3-ba) &, D.pulex®DZua—> (n=10,r=0.79, K 3-5b)

Tl BRI T2 HEEOREXIc70—VHERD U ZICHEETEWYH 5 Z 2%

oz,
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=8

ABUDORETE YA EIRER

IVYVADKBIZLBAMEEORE XE, V1 BRI L I VY aDEKRY 1 DRI EICBERL
TWBIENHESNPITIRo7z (M 3-4, £ 3-2), V1 XBHFHEN T T V0 b VL E R
TRV ARXEEREN, 7707 b Uik, iV XIZHGOY A ADER D L ZZhHhbE T
WREERBE L Tz, 79 AN SVHZERWICHRT 2 2 23T TICHrd Lo NTVD
(Pastorok 1981; Brett 1992; Sell 2000), £7-. BRSOV A XIZODH A4 XL ALK
S THMAHMIZAS (Swift 1992), BAKZROZHRY 1 37 Y ORIZ & > TR LD
AWFETHW 2 C flavicans D 4 O #H 1 Xk, BARNIZIE 568 + 58 um (mean * SD,
n=137,Sell 2000) T»H b, &Ko TAWILTIX, D ambiguald. 1-6HE TDTNTOHKER
HZBWCHifZ2 T2 HERH D, BoNZABEDORESI LY A XLFMIZ—ETH > 72,
E£7- D pulexid, 1& 2D e 2T 3RO EKRY 1 XiZabNE Y (1 X Tl
BODTHfELaWweEZ oMb, FHEIED. D. pulex D7 Y 726 5[ BEDKRE X T
BEE EHITHADTAEANZ 6Nz, LUK 2 XM 3 O8O KREIE2AD L D pulex
1oL E, 2EIFEBEERRES BN D005, YA X582 FHITS &, /N
SV 1O WRERAEEZRLZD 72, UL, I VY IMERY 1 X LR A Y — NIZH
EH 5 Ehbh>THD (Dodson and Ramcharan 1991). D. pulex® 1 fihix 7 Y H%hH
E OHEBIERIMEN, ZTDD, THHNORD ZIZ Lo TS NTH L ITRIDR Y 7T 14—
A (ZIR#IFfifE. Tollrian and Dodson 1999) X Z DIENDEDMif# X, KY 1 XAAKEL
o T, MBHERNES R LSRN TH D L FERA NS, T TIZFERNIZ, 1 kTl
RIZHEARTL DKL, 2V 7T 4 —AZD0TIE, 3o TVWTH 0L TH, THZHEL
MERTHLI LD >TWS (Tollrian 1995ab), 7V HOHMY 1 XL 2 THEY D&

DT Y YA XOHF L, PRNHPFIZRESNTWS DT, £k CTHifEEE2ET 2 HEIE
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RWEA S, WIZ D ambigua ¥, KEL TH 7Y I OHEBRBEIZAY A ANEENEDT, T
o LIRERfE L TAEDLDNBRVESIZLTVED0E LRV U ERS E5560IVrad,
TH TR U THEN SRR HZ B ZR> TWa ERBI Nz,
—7, EEEHAETHLDT, ADFPTVH A ZDOREVWHZMANRIZT S
(Drenner and McComas 1982; O'Brien 1987), Scotto (1987) OFEERIZ LB &, IV 7
FrERHET /NS M (7)) RE 30mm) &, 1.2mm 22— 2 IZ K <HAEL 0.3mm O 7
SV VIRIFEEAEBDRWI Ebh T, D% Y. D ambigua® 1 #hEDFNT, HEIC
FAWETRTOIV Y IDY A ADBHBONG L 7%5, D ambigualy, TSI N/-@ ¥ X
MRELRBIZUEN T, AL REL KRBTz, 72 D pulexix. ¥+ Xz
WL ST —EDOAEIEDORESE/R Uz, D pulex DAEIEORES Z, 7Y HLDLE
THETZ L, 7Y A0 L EOAEEORE L D UKL TOIES MESMA SN TWT, Bt
BRROFZIIDIRNE D72, UL TR, 2y 757 1 —AD & 5 Rk LIk
FEINBVNOT, KRB ON2DhE Ly, LA L Dodson (1988) AHHS T L
T3 & 512, neonate ¥ adult TIIEY 1 AAVNI KR, -2 TRIE AEXE L 4
X BWEOEND D, AAETIZZDOLS O THTIED 2P BERLREELIEZ, 10
0=V EES LT VA RRS BV —EDOAEEOREL UCFHETET WS EE X 61
5, MHBMEDOREIANI WL EIZ, B—DEPH D70 —VIZEH UK TR, BED
B DTN TH L GEICIEMHECFTHETERWEA S, /2, RO AMEELFH & D /NS W
& LT, ST d 2855, TREETONATIEZNIEEER TRVDNE LRV, 72E X
X, HEASREBE O & S T80 TR 2 0T & OETERE O AL DIFE S W, Rk
RS ER LD AW THEAGESER DL, NS 3 DOBEIL, KRNI R BB
FBTH 3 (Tollrian and Dodson 1999), 513, {EEKD A 2 EH O A P E DORE Z

BENCERLT NI, &0 EMRFEESHEORBENZ - 2ADFoNE75 5,
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A BN R L DTERIZE

IVVIADKEBOEADMHIE, BIZL o TENTNRRLZENRHESPITHR o7, KT A X
DINEWN D, ambigua lZ2O\WTI, BREBIZCHOOETRELLIFEFELZLSL (X 3-3b), HEIZ
B SWEBOEE LTSI A EEIZ X > CTHEOFEBTEREIZHELL TWD L RIBI N,
DFD, HEORIPREOAM, BAEOREIREN, MWEMTI I I8 TEIhb
Motz, —H, KA XDKEW D pulexid, 3> bu—)L & FUIRE TR UKEBL{LZ R L
TS, T D & E TR REE L EZR U (M 3-3¢), 78 AUE B\ THLED
IZHTHZ LR DL ESIETREDHHEEEEZFEIETVWE I edbir s, BARIIZIE,
THHUBEDE EX Y 7T 4 —A2FET LI bhro>TVW5S, LFHEICBWT 2-3 8T
BRbEVWRHEREAETLZ P MSNTED (Tollrian and Dodson 1999 72 &), AWz L —
HLTWd, £72, AW L TIHRY 1 X2/NS LY, BHEZ2ZMIETENHZ T 20
(Dodson 1988; Weber and Declerck 1997; Riessen 1999). 1 &1 4 DZ ALK E D8
(2> b= VL) hoZEERGILARV, U ERS D pulexid, 73 70O O
ZBRWT, BEEAZML T, BRBIIERICMES Zbad K& @HT 2 Z & idn<, liEE2EL
ZLTWB I eAbhrotz, 2O &S LIEBEAORREMEZ, 1 ET D288 L 72 BiTi5E
THUHNTWZD, PTA TEVPKEEREETIZED LS 7E N H 5 D1 L7z, PTA I
L B RZEDHIIE, 5B VA VAR EMZMAAL I TH o EEVEENZ 550D

L3720,

BAICHSNDIBEDOER
TYEMEDRBRE I IZFNLE RN DH 5 (Weider 1985; De Barro et al. 1995; Declerck and
Weber 2003), BUBRZEWNZ 212, AL TIHTEERNHIZEE T 2 BENSHEMED R Z — o H3FE-

THREDZEWbN o7z, D ambiguald, T o— Y OMHERASNT, Yoru—v
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[ HEDOREIE WD 72, —F D pulexld, 556 DMBHIIXN L THAEENKE
WrBE=vE, EH550fBFEICH LU TEAHEEINNI WS O — Y DIFEDHE S RITR - T,
So et al. (2015) &2 &, HARD D. pulexld, MxtHAEFHORLL 2B 5T, 4 R/Hk 21
NTORATHRERTEHIe2FAL, BRMIZIZDLRSTWEETTEDI HD 2 R 4
TaRATHERLTVWS, ERRIZEH W10 70—r0 55, BEMBIFHARSNZZ7 0 -V
6 7u—rhHh, TNSHIF 2 DODRMITHTSND I Ldbiroiz (JPNL, JPN2, personal
discussion with Dr. Urabe), JPN1 &1 78— M4 L, 7H 2/ U THED EWA[EED
FEEZ/R U7z, £72 JPN2 1k 3 NT 0 XA THHEL TWizds, T o I FRFEE D Al 8D X
R—2 &R U, 5565270 —VEBRDROOTEMAIBIIARETIETE RN, L1ALER
HETZ D& S R EOHEHNERD SR — PR B EMPHRTE, ZOHEL LTI
Dpulex \IHHBZE TN UTAIEME2H X 0 Firzmnwro— 2 BIPRANICB T 2 MANHS T
WBERNRPEZE DDOTIERWNEEZSNDS, HRIZBWTIX D. pulex U W EIE TR OS5
FHEATWARWA, ZOX St EBRIZHWS 70—V BERYLEZD, MilETo Iy

YMAEREEE L0 T B NS BROREL 2> TL B75 5,
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2 Approx. predation width
Large-siz_gd Daphnia
o - Fish detect prey visually
£ Fish prefer Iarge plankton
= 1
2
90_5 1 Q!’!ﬁiﬁjf Chaoborus capture prey with
=) mouthparts
8 Small-sized Daphnia
0 Chaoborus prefer small plankton

1st 2nd  3rd 4th  5th  6th J

Stage (instar)

X 3-1 Yo ZERNHRIZ L AHBEOHAY 1 AL I YV 3 (Daphnia) DREB
Bz & 2K Y 1 D% A

IYVva 2 (D ambigua and D. pulex) DREBRSIZ X 246814 X024 (Ol
D. ambigua. Ol D. pulex) & 79 Az S5 Y1 XiE (Sell 2000) & 7 F
RIS Y1 XiE (Scott 1987),

Figure 3-1 Hypothesis of the relationship between body size of Daphnia and size
selective predation by different predators. Body size of two daphnia species (D. ambigua
and D. pulex) and Chaoborus larva (Sell 2000)and fish (Scott 1987) predation width.



(a) D. ambigua @

- |

Large

Constant defense
against Chaoborus

Degree of
plasticity (DP)
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Gradually

> - ! increase defense
Small ! against Fish
—————————— q---
(Body size) Small ——— > Large
(instar)  Young Old
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(b) D. pulex

| Constant defense \:

E against Fish !

Gradually decrease
defense against
Chaoborus

Small ———> Large
Young Old

(a) Daphnia ambigua, (b) D. pulex (7% 728 U TikERR. Sz L

TIXRAR)

Figure 3-2 Prediction of plasticity degree of Daphnia species

(@) Daphnia ambigua, (b) D. pulex (against Chaoborus larva predation, straight line;

against Fish predation, dash line)
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(a) among Daphnia species (b) D. ambtgui..,. (c) D. pulex

3

o o

o 8 o ® i

8 . N o e P -

o~ ° a gan N * 2 T

v \

&) ® Control S

Q ", --=--- Chaoborus kairomone = = wessz-e.
[ -----—-- Fish kairomone T
° I

: JE PC 1 PC 1

PC 1 (42.8 %)

B 3-3 REMEBEANIZ LD 28D I V> 3 (Daphnia) DI OREHE: (OlX
FAT 1 i, @IXAKNT 6 i, @IXPET 2-5 &R d) (a) MR ELEL, (b) D. ambigua
DI IE, (¢) D. pulex O T, (a) OF T 728 T L IZHEIZ X )
EDENDDH ESMIRD LD IR LT,

Figure 3-3 Differences in morphological change and Daphnia species among
treatments. PCA plots showing the relationship between traits (small plots) with overlaid
phenotypic trajectories between species with each species. (a) D. plulex and D. ambigua;
total mean of traits value. (b) D. ambigua, (c) D. pulex. Each line shows treatment, control,
Choaborus kairomone and fish kairomone. Shaded circles indicate each stage of

daphnids. White, first instar; grey, intermediate instars (2nd — 5th); black, 6th instar.
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D. ambigua
5
(a) b
4 “am | | P wﬁ;ﬁl
Q
3 ]\ ’,” \\
L) ’
/ fc",‘l\\
%l 14 Mﬁ\\‘— ___‘A{;
0 ; T T T T T T
% 400 500 600 700 800 900 400 500 600 700 800 900
5 D. pulex
6
o P—_Q
o (0 g | | el
o \
()] 4
()]

1950 450 700 950 1200 1450 1700 1950

Body size (pm)

450 700 950 1200 1450 1700

X 3-4 3Y>a (Daphnia) 2FEDEY 14 X aEHEDOKE X
D. ambigua ® 7 % 770 (a) LU (b). D. pulex ® 7 4 77 JLEL
(c) LA (d) T, EY—HA—F 78—V OLRVERT
Figure 3-4 Degree of plasticity along body size of two Daphnia species. Each indicator

shows different clone.
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@ 20 (a) Daphnia ambigua (b) Daphnia pulex
=
S r=0.36 r=0.79
< o
Q
g 15
2 o
L
=
5 10 o "
3 o
o
A Rd
©
o
)
8 0 T T T I I 1
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Degree of plasticity for Fish
X 3-6 Y>3 (Daphnia) O 2HEFIZNTHAEEOREIDOI/0— VAR

(a) D. ambigua, (b) D. pulex

Figure 3-5 Clonal variation of degree of plasticity for two predators of each Daphnia.

(a) D. ambigua, (b) D. pulex



F3-1 JUEERIC B B RBARIFLE AT O HLER
0. size. shape [FZTNZTNHEDAHE, V1 X, WEHSDLT, P<0.05XKF

Table 3-1 Comparisons of phenotypic trajectories between treatments. Bis the angular
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difference between trajectories, size is the difference in size of each trajectory and shape

reflects differences in shape of the trajectories.

0 P size P shape P
D. ambigua
Control vs. Chaoborus 17.702 0.00256 0.067 0.83 0.493 0.0025
Control vs. Fish 34.165 0.0025 0.728 0.038 0.381 0.005
D. pulex
Control vs. Chaoborus  23.799 0.0125 3.078 0.0025 0.358 0.0025
Control vs. Fish 4.859 0.6675 0.125 0.65625 0.107 0.983
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#3-2 WHEOKRE SOEMFOH & BT L 5 DDETINRIT DN TELRHK

& AIC D i

B/NAIC (AAIC = 0) & ZDHAEMN2LAFIEKRT
Table 3-2 Value of AIC computed in the five models for the two Daphnia species. The

smaller AIC showed bold.

Model Terms Coefficients AIC AAIC
intercept P Body length P
Degree of plasticity of D. ambigua against Chaoborus
1 Intercept 1.47 <0.0001 139.6 0
2 Body length 1.32 0.007 0.0002 0.75 141.5 1.9
3 Clone 2.25 <0.0001 144.8 5.2
4 Body length + Clone 2.1 <0.0001 0.0002 0.72 146.6 7
5 Body length + Clone + Body length * Clone 2.63 0.08 -0.0006 0.79 153.9 14.3
Degree of plasticity of D. ambigua against Fish
1 Intercept 0.9 <0.0001 98.5 10.4
2 Body length 0.13 0.66 0.002 <0.0001 88.1 0
3 Clone 0.75 0.003 104.7 16.6
4 Body length + Clone -0.28 0.41 0.02 <0.0001 90.9 2.8
5 Body length + Clone + Body length * Clone -0.57 0.54 0.002 0.14 104.1 16
Degree of plasticity of D. pulex against Chaoborus
1 Intercept 1.06 <0.0001 196 8.9
2 Body length 1.85 <0.0001 -0.0007 0.04 193.5 6.4
3 Clone 2.95 <0.0001 191.6 4.5
4 Body length + Clone 3.37 <0.0001 -0.007 0.02 187.1 0
5 Body length + Clone + Body length * Clone 5.29 <0.0001 -0.002 0.04 199.3 12.2
Degree of plasticity of D. pulex against Fish
1 Intercept 0.57 <0.0001 88.6 0.4
2 Body length 0.8 <0.0001 -0.0002 0.14 88.2 0
3 Clone 0.91 <0.0001 96.98 8.78
4 Body length + Clone 1.14 <0.0001 -0.0002 0.14 96.3 8.1
5 Body length + Clone + Body length * Clone 2.04 <0.0001 -0.001 0.03 104.8 16.6
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AR TIZEKEY T Z 07 bV OWEB—HBRTE Z 2 ¥R ITE) & ILEBIZ DWW T DR
o, AR EICE L TWL D20~ R0 2 H L WHIR 2572, AETIX, =T
HESPILIR -T2 e 2RIZE D REMAEHEOZERN LD LS RHHTIEI D 5500

BREREE U,

SETE3OFEER & ZDOHIBHER

B2 ETIH, BT L EANERP S, T YR —Fh DVM §5Z & 26T L, %
DITE RN DOEAZ T THERN I NEZ LA o7z, HROIERRIC K 2 ETHIETIE.
Chaoborus flavicans ® DVM DFFEER 21X 2 DD ERK, DX D HOE/L L HREDO IO E
VARRHIBEZ EEZ oNT W, £ o DFERIE. DVM MWigE 2 [FET 5720 D178 T
HBHZEBRMTITNWZ, UDNUARMIETIEIANAITEYDD VMADKEZ R P>/ 805,
BEERICITIR R E RN H B Z N TFRE NI, 7Y ADREE U T, B O AR XAt
DM & g L TEWZ &AM 50 TW5 (Berendonk and Bonsall 2002), & 52, I —
0w XD C flavicans Tl&, FEWHEIFHIZALE 3 2 HBEHANTIHEETREPES TWEZ 22D
7> TW5% (Berendonk and Spitze 2006), Z D Z &7 5 AWM DOFEH T H % F M I

Y HLHROART B AKIEAALIC 2L, BRILZTTI I HIFHERERLTWE EEZ LN,
BERMTIEDRLS LD B0 L EIZHzo T, —HE2BL THMAMFEMELTWS (LE 1952 ;)1
ZIAEMEL 2010) Z 6, 7T AYHRIFATHAEIC X 5# R E2 RIFZ T TWAEERTH S
EEZOND, TOLDBRMEEREEE, HBFENIOEVICER2BE L TCREINTED, 110

EVREHIRNICEH U R WEREZ AR TWE I 2 ikhd, o> THERMD 79 X,
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MREOLEHZ2 7T HAOE L OFHRELEL T MBEDHNEE 2R THOEIDM &
ST, fEINZ[HIEZIBHILTVWED0E LR, BAMO 7Y 203 A eV IZES T
HDZEAZITTDVM TE 5D, FHBREREZ S5 BWVWHI A OE UV ADRE ICHEKLa A
FEMDRVWE VWS ERTHEIGHZ L EZO5NDS, — . MBEVEHLHCELHZRT LS
B OMEARET IR, 7Y HYHIZ. A O F VAFET BRI & AETE LRI D i f5 % %
TELDED5, WA BEVBEFHELBEVE T2, RERIANF—2 D> THEREIT S Z
lE, Y HIRIZE S TEXI A RNED0NB7Z1 T, fiB2EHITA2RA2T7 1 v MIFESARWN,
Lo T, IR UZZMIB D 73 HH, A BEVDBFEELTWS & Z RO LE({TDVM T
TR EIENTHEEEZSNS, 7Y Aoz y, VY3 (Daphnia carinata)
Tl&, ATHEEBETZRE D FEBRE N I FANEIG L CTH 0 | fBEICKIE LBl T2 2 2 b
> TW5% (Barry and Bayly 1985), £7/-75 > 2 b v PUSNDEYTE, WM fEA#EZ D
WTIRHHS Mz ENTWwW3D (ZHH, Luttikhuizen et al. 2003; M ¥ A, Liefting and Ellers
2008), DVM IIEIEWAEYIFED T > TV BIFEIDOVO L DTH 5 H, T OFEERILF UEYFE
TH > CTHMEEEZ & > THIB AR D H D Z DD h o7z,

AEMEIZIZWS DPD IR MDREZSNTWEA, EMICEBEZ FHITE 2 F 8K
(¥a—) 2EFTICLIAINRHELINTVS (DeWitt et al. 1998), 7z XX, Fa
—AZKRTE-OOBEBEDOHERTNEMEFT 272D, TRXVF—T A MDD oTWH
b5, Ko TiFENifETHE oI R 2 Fa—DHlAGLEIX, ARWVWIZFEHEELTWS XD
AR D, HEFENHE T DDIZ, BHROERPLEIZRS XD, 0L DODOERLIT THE]
TENE, X OBEGHTE, R THR -7 DVM OFl2HD EIFTE X TAS &, DVM DFEE
HRZ, O HIOEVDWAQNEITEND 2 DONR—=VWH 5, ERIMO 7 Ak
L, EDZEAL7Z1T T DVM 2355 L, TOBIRIRI A BEC DR TEHDH LI EDLL
WIREICBENTEDZ 0. A1 BEVERBL TORVR, FFLTH I A R0

L, EPOEEHEIRLZODEEIX. A1 BEVPBEHEHED RS T3REE D,
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DEDAAMBEVERZTLAA DS, LOBHTEIRHEEATNWS, fiBEDFEEZE
BHNMEZ DX 2 =020 DI H B ST 2 CHfEfTEARETLE S 2 LIFHE# L »7
Wirh Lgawn, UL, R e T SEERARERICZT TS IOBREPRESRG2EE T 52
& T, A OFFE SRR EEKN QMG IIFTE 5 L FE R oND, FAMETIHERTE
oD, RRMD T Y HPN, A4 BEVEZBLTVENEINEHEONTTEHI LIL

MO I AN ZIINEDIZEELLEZ NS,

AEMOEEDEEL

AEEOBRNZAEEVIZ, VT 2vay /) —Ali>THobInbONRINTH D, %
DIEFEPZE, BOEYREPHKE L > THADOWETI EIERFEREFEZLNTVDS
(Valladeres et al. 2006), AHFETIE, ERD MO ERIFR2S [AEEOREE] 26
EOBILMTERIFILDTOHREFITH S, LU, ZOFERICEREDRH D, I bu—ILAL
HIZBIAER, D D EYHPEBNIZFRF > TV A EEOIXS DT O WTIKIHETE 40, 3
Vranrua—PERIIZE > TWAIREMEDZIE, Weber and Declerck (1997) 72 &
PEFELEDOAMTHEONIZILTVWE LSV T oY ay )/ —Aidru— vNEERREIICS 2R
Wb, 12 ZIEHBEI 1 BEVDPROFMFICE W TREE AFNIZE > TV AEAE, i
BT BPHMRESNE MR RS THE R L AN BEVZ 52 THRETH F AL
2Vnd LRy, TOHE, THEOKREIIE 0 1TELARD, b=rE IR ENE S
WWEHli I T LU E 5, &o T, WBEIEORE L RS 2561k, RSO FEIIMHZ 205, Bl
BEHDF L LTIRIBAZN, L L, 20 —r0EOWEOL{LREEZERBILTESZ LT, 7
0—VHTHEOEMIIERRH L Z e h¥bhoT-Z ik, BENDH D, <bx T, REMHY
AFr (PTA) i, FIZEL T A A NY —THbNEFIETH > T, AIEMEOFM ke LT

EEHIUPMER I NTWRWA, AEIC L > TE T OAEMERH S L7572,
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BIETIE, HAYMTHL IV 28N 2EEOMAENIDEY (AL 7T HY)
HO) IS UIRE U, FERBIC L > TAIEMEICERDYH B 2H ST U, —MRIICIERER
BZFRR B DM BEAT B, e AWK, aAx&x<*Y (K, Littorina obtusata) Tl
R DALE L AREB N FERIZE Z % (Trussel and Smith 2000) L, I ¥ I DEKE L KIED
ZALHFFHIZH Z 5 (Tollrian 1995a), X 5IH 3 ETEHMRART WS X 512, FHifIZLE
TR, SEIEFRRE D> THREIND, XA TORLZZAEENPHAGEDLIEZ L
T, 2R LTED &S RBEIGINRERED D DT E 00> TV, R I > T
BE S ZET B D02 DV TIE, Bourdeau and Johansson (2012) £ & 5 2 4EM2 D0
TXOHEMZIERM L TH Y. Daphnia OWIETIIERLATE 2 FARICAZZRE X LGB0,
U UBARIRE & A3 s & B MR 12 304 U 7= 92 138l b v . h e A4 I Y>3 (D magna
D16rn—r) O 12FE (PR, EELR2ET) ITHEHUZHETIE, SRXTOEEE %
BT 20—V iEB 567, < D7 -V 1~ 2 BELUARKICHEELRNI Db o> T
W3 (Boersma etal. 1998), AIHHMDFBUZIE, TIARDERNELEZSNTVWSDT, EHE
O ZFERICHKIT 2DICEIA NN TESLLELS L FHlENT WS (Boersma et
al. 1998), Boersma 5 (1998) TIIFERKEZEZEE L T\WAR\WAS, Lining (1992) * Spitze
(1992) &, *v 771 —A%ED D pulexfIRITEFIEND L\ o7z, TBREZEALIZ L 584
B EFEREEIZ L AEPELRIMTEZIA ZE2HLIC U, 8 e UTELT 5
B (FC, REPTECAETER) 12X - T, KB 5 X TORHMDEVPHREDOLEDX A IV
(BB %2 200 ED) TRET 2DOPRNTH 20087525, RO RER A,
HEREDOY A DRI RIZ & > T I VY I DMBPEIC XK 1 DIRFEL TWD Z & AR
KThhrolkl o, MOMEPEIZE T 2BIGHRREBIZ OWTH, BRERMICL Y1 X
EERTIBEND D Z 572, AZEYOFECH L ATENEZIHS NI T 57201213, AZEYO
REEIZ L2 A XA XL D BRLDHBREZHEIHAGDETCEZDIBENDHD T

&, KIFRORRIFIRL TV,
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IV ADOWEUADFEEAEIZOWTIX, EFEHOBA LRI N T NS, &
TSI, KA E TOHE AT A X L IO R E S22 H3% % (Dodson and Havel
1988; Tollrian 1995), AEJEHIZ L 5 I Vv aOFERH X, 7Y 73 U TEKFDEN DK
SV A DBEDEML A SN, UK U TER ORISR /NS WA LB ESEM R H 5
(Riessen 1999), EHAMRRZM > CTHIBT 20O KR E XX, EFEEOT—XE2HNTH
RKDDZENARETH D, ZOFHETHIE, IVryansu—roL OuPEOREST %2, B
RRL BRSO CTREMICERILT 2N TE L WL EELE2ADE A HEDORE X
H, Yo DRRUFHEDL SO FHNTIR S OH E S NFBRENERTH D, £/2I Vv an, ¥
RE & A DB ER &  RBETED LS I L TWE D225 Z LB alaERrd LA

W,

ISR & REEE
5 3 HETIX SEH OMGEE B T o 7255, YRD Z L7535 SEH O — I 72 MUGE 3= Al A i
VAL TEIRONTE 2, TLTIOREZD &2, MO A= alb -3y
(biomanipulation) & WS MBEOEALEEINE Z bz, ZTHNIZAARICARAZEEPTZ
LT, T v b raER (RREHEE) P, TR A ZOREVEY T I 0o ~ R
WML, 7727 b OTH 5 EEED U, BRI IR OB E 2 B S 72 &0 5 Hiff
T&% (Shapiro and Wright 1984), Z® & 52, EBOWEIZE VT SEH IXFHEME R
Vi 2T E5 Z e ZFHLTWS, L2 UARISEIZ K > T, SEH I & 55 1 X@ERWHI&
o, IVYIDOABEOHKEDO U RFRITE 2R H 5, o612, ABEEORBIZIE
FANERPASNT, EDZ D6, LR EY OV A XL i HMEOERPHEIZED LS
R GZ 50 EZHENH B, Verschoor etal. (2004) X, EIEHOFZESHRH 5 &
TRV ET, BE—Y LYVOMABBEHRPOE L 2h & 50T LT, BEIZHEEEN

BHBHEEF, MEEOEHTE I S THHE IFIAETE D28 FEMEL L VEEO & EI3E KL
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WZHREIDSHE Z 0 RN 5, T OEBIZIIAEIEICERLEHEZ AR ENTE ST, 5

RITTTENE DL R Z AR ATBEREL A F I ANTE D06 LN,

FEBOEEDER - BE/NY—V
AEMED R E X QRN - I, METOERDO AR -V 2 HoMTT 5 Z &3, ELPRH
ELDRPTHEMNED S OB E %S 272 DICEETH S, A BEOLRIL, WA HRKE
REZT 7 FRER, BT 2 EYOHEIGEE ITEWDEDH D Z 2R L TW5, A THIE
SNTVWHLHHEMEDORE XTI, HLBREDOHANLRLNDH D, T OLEEIMEZMIZHN TV S
MIZR L LR U 7212, FREEIC R 585480 % 5 (Berg and Ellers 2010), 7z & 2 IXHYI DT
AFBT AT NI TE 16 IZBWT, 3 DDONMRE I T 5 [ B SEDIE DL % J 72
L2 A, AEEOKRE XIIEM GRER) koebe bR HERD O, B EHNT
W URREIZR2IENRD S Z P bhr>TWab (Valladeres et al. 2000), UL LARAS, 20D
£ D RIFREHNLE 7270, AETIR, TV b v OaBEOREICNERLRH S Z &
ZBH S T U 7203, S 52 SRS o L X0 B A (2 e 7= [RI RRARAARE & o v ¥ D K & X % ik 4
22T, MNERDOMISHERICODOWTERTELLIIIRBES S,

IVVADOWK DDOFEDOFEME X, 7 u—VRICZREEZH D IR0 hroTHED
(D. ambigua Michels and De Meester 2004, D. galeata Weber and Declerck 1997, D.
pulex Spitze 1992; Beckerman et al. 2010; Riessen 2012), AWfZIZHWTH, 2/ 10 7 1
—VEERIZHWS Z T, MO LZROHMEP SN THI LN TE e, Y1 ADELD
2HEDIYVYarsu—VOHBEOERD LRIk, BETEWYAD S ZEAVHIALZ, 20
B UC, PifiREO BB E T 255 L AR EORIKEEMNN, TR WIAH 52
CICHK TR EZONDS, A1 XD/INX\N D, ambigua l¥. PTA TR U & 5 ICEREIIKLE
U CIREAZ(T 5, BARIIZIE, BERRPRENL (REOFMK) & 8NP REREA(L (RO R

X RHEDEX Y1 X)2MAEGLETEEBIZHIGLTWS, — .31 ADKE W D. pulex
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3. BREEL D B ERRER IS BB EITIRTF T 5 Z LD PTA Thhr o 2 e h o, BEELL
FERKRZDRER T, BWEETIUET 2 RO B I EHHEBROKIZ I TH
%, D. pulex ZHhoNbd 70— VERE, ZOTYHNIZEFEABHEOREIDOENSE
CTWHODT, 70— YWICHEREROREBRNICEN DS ZERHKNE EbN D, FEHHEE
BOFEEDFH NI/ H - RN 0=V PRRETETWEDIE, 70— YOS, B
FRENZ T TR TV EFEZBL8NIPHEKRT 2006 L\, D ambiguald, ZDX 57
7u— v HTOREREN L BAEEI D b L — R4 7 A7\ 7212, 7 B — VHIZERD A S 720
DIrdH LN\, REME FERRIZ 7 U H LS ERL TWAHiE (KIKIR) Tld, D. ambigua &
D. galeata (KEWH A X) BHAFLTWS (Oda et al. 2007), WL Uit (RiEE
RRIDME) 2RO LD Do TVWEM, Z0 2 MTHBEEOARE I 2K LZEEIC, &
MToru—VHERIZEWRASND S50, AUM#EEELZLD 2 Mid, £5o8F UM
D271 —VHZEREZRTPE LR, MR DI, I Y2 2 DR IR TE
ST LRI u—VEREPERINDHHIIOWTHAT 52 LIZDORNEZ5,
AWETIE, T2 b OAEEICHENERP S T EBRVANVTHEET LI R
bhrotz, BERIIE, % 2 HTIRMAREROBEERICERNH L Z L, H 3 HTIXEMH
NOBEWRIZERDN DD PR o7, MMNOREOZER (F5D0%) &, AWK - it
WS RBRDLNVTHLIENEDL S WEHBEBRDZS D 0, W BIEOLRIE, EYE RN
DL (West-Eberhard 1989) X, AWM AAFFH % B £ 72 (SRR Z 2R DD 5
(Miner et al. 2005) &N TWT, AERBFZHICEEMFNIZHEETH 5, BATHLREAZ
FZOWTIE, IV Y ATRERHEOBEEEIIEZRENH LI LNHEoNINTWS (D
ambigua Hebert and Grewe 1985; Walsh and Post 2011, D. galeata Zuykova and
Bochkarev 2010, D. magna Boersoma et al. 1998, D. pulex Miyakawa et al. 2015), [FfET
HoTH, FFTEROMER, WEIZERNH L Z LIFBBELP TV, ZANEMIZEDL S50V

HBEONREYMMEERIZSEZAHEBIZOVWTIIARHATH S, TE-EA—EEENTH-TH.,



| 52

WEIITEAM X 0 EAERNDIES DENRKENZ &HAH D (Bolnic et al. 2003). X SITIEF4E
BRBEIZ & o THMEEKRD D 1 7 BIREIC & o TERRIZ/ 5 (Beldade etal. 2011), IWEDOE R,
FIFTAZ & BTN YRR EET D Z e o, TNSBEREFTE D X 5 I EYRHEE A

EEAZI LD, FERMERHEDMIZES PP s TV DORPEFSEDOFRETDH 5,

A—EFEFRICAONDIEER

EARDE ORI EIRERICE 080, 70—V ETERERZKREVWZ b o7z, L L,
ZTOEEOHESHEIZDOWTIE, HEDEZSNTOVRY, fTEIO TR, DRIZEEIZED
B CHLHNRIDEVDRTELZLELLHNTVSE, LU AERDE D=V F YT 112L>T,
TEIDHE S, Whk BRI (contexts & situations, sensu Sih et al. 2004) X KR DR
ZBWTHED A< (Reale et al. 2010; Wolf and Weissing 2012), ZD7zdIRMIZ & -
TITBEGI7Z 5 72 D RHEIRTZ 572D T2 2 e WRHE SR> TWD (Sih et al. 2004), D
N=VF VT4 ZFEEFEIBWTERT 2 & MR ATEMEDZERIZ DWW TE > 72 D 53
HTEa22blnaw, D0, H5MEE (KIEX) FEFHEITETIE. HES5NTHIBEHFIZRD
MORTVWES BITE AR =22 LDTHRITE2D0EH W, £ U T, BifEBETIEEDIPT
BRe (MR Ve L) 2L TWaEY, EFSHEICB VWML VIkEATTRAT
PEAFBNZ WIEEZ S > TWED S LR, BIE A=Y F Y 7 1 R TIE ITEREIZOAS
BUTWEHD, SRIXENPDOIVE (BEPEELRE) ETAMPELZS S e EX oMb, i
ERRINZ, 7FONR=VF )T 1 DWFETIE, ZUOHTNN=VF )T LA B EE L%
FIKRHZ > TWad, 7F Tl bold fillk (RIHAFREIZENS, fERE2ELPTV) DIF
P, shy flfk (VA7 EGER) Kb, FH#HEPELZARICKRS BB IE L0, BifTHIEZL
{372 hy > 7= (Hulthén et al. 2014), KAHZ Shy ffkIX, B8 213> & D LRT RERE
fERASNTz, ZD K S =YF ) 7 ¢ LFLRfEZ FRHZE R LU RS HS M U285

12, B LI Y aIZH trait syndrom (TS) b o726, EDLIBRFHNTELDEA S M,
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EARHIZ, Bold fli{fk & Shy fEfAE WS 2 DD —=Y F ) F A4 IZDVWTHEZTADERDE I
7%, Bold AR D RIZITEIHEIPHDSIAKIERTH D L6, HBELOMEBRIIEL, LT
RHE, TD72H Bold MlkIE, MBEFDFEMLERTF 2 —& T IEPEAIL. BifHEEF
HXET, figZF L 0EWEERIIHIGL TWS s Lz, iz Shy ETIE, F78h#
PHAR S, HAEH L OEBEREML, HERLME, TD7 Shy [MkE, BREEZMLL FRIL
DHVDT, DFPREEAMNHNIL, FEE TIIRE OB EBEM LD, fTEICE - T
HELOEBEILIZTIEPIABLTWEIORE Ly, TS &7z & 5 2BK %, DeWitt
5 (1999) IF Trait compensation & WS FEAI TR L TWT, BERLATEIZR E DD, &2
DRz HHI LTS Z L2 FEITTVWE, TS ZHS T T 2720 I IEMERPI N D9 dH 5 (&
B 72 bold & shy OHIRIHEH L W Z & RMEARRAATE 20, &) Y, REEHNLRASD
5D %HEZL I L IFHMEHEFEAZMET S5 A THEHET, ARIIHAZEE, Holzin4E

PIOEIED U A SRS 2 Z LB fFE 05,
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