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Toward an integrated understanding of consistent behavioural differences among individuals and developmental

changes within individuals
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FEERIEE L WTREL TV AW E W) ERS 2T 5z, 2o, EEEIITLER b DRI
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' . N R 2S5 & & 7 &S & L CEIF 55 (Sihet al.
IEHEOSERIBR AL BT 5 BRI 2004 ; Garamszegi et al. 2012), —77C, W7 TILIEE
ICAEOEIWATENS TILMEPE (Personality) &\ BE&AY  WEIYE (Developmental plasticity) & W9 &b FE L.
HFHEZHEDO TV D, B2 1L, FIaBEE~OEREMSLH BEICHIS LT ERoE 2 @ LAY - TRREW -
o o e R I B (Y S AN B R e e [ N AR S R I TEMEEOEI RIS ZEDHSNS (Miner et al.
PR L OEIANELREE % 0l L CREORMISD /25 CT— 2005 ; Beaman et al. 2016) o FEHIIIZZE5E L 7R 2 % 1)
B2 M4 LBPEIIBYTHREEINTVS 5 Y] L3N R EEELE RS S EE] T
(Gosling 2001 ; Réale et al. 2007). ¥ 72, BHEOITEILE FEFOMBPIZEN B TLH-D, ThE THEDOREL
M OMBEEIZITEI > ~ FT— 24 (Behavioural syndrome) EHWTE, L L, ThHoM&IEx LT 5
Ewvbit, lEOEKEEE LTl Twb, fiig® LOTIE AR, AW ) RERUIFIET 5., 22
[N A7 T B (= /A VR KN SN i X [ Nl R P TE I, T & ARPEETH O ik IZ BT FE5ER
2019 453 7 5 HA2fF, 2019487 A 22 HAH REBEAEET LI EOEERIIOWTHA TV,
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RS

W E BRI EROMENEIC L > TEAR IR TV
(van Oers et al. 2005 ; Brommer and Class 2015) . JERYZE
I BE T OB MR R EE TN, £ 0F)
g C A 5N 5 BPCRAT MM BT 2 BIZHE R OF
5% L T\ % (Iguchi et al. 2001 ; van Oers et al.
2004 . Cohen et al. 2008 : Nakayama and Miyatake 2010 ;
Edelsparre et al. 2014) . ZILClE, BRI ZERIZ X - TH
MR EDORERESINLDES ) ho LEFETIIE M2
XG e L7 HAETIZEIC BRI S 20 X 9 2B A
FoM T &7z & b ORI A AR G 7 5 1
ARFENE, FABIED 5 EETHR S D (Big-Five Bl
Goldberg 1990) . EHEIZZFD T 70 —F % H /25T
. NS OBEFIL015~049 THL LHEEL TS
(Bouchard and Loehlin 2001 ; Power and Pluess 2015 ;
Vukasovi¢ and Bratko 2015) o Bj¥p4TE)=12 B1F 5 MR 5E
THREBEOELPFL-NL, MEOHEMEEITA
Gasterosteus aculeatus T 0.00 ~ 0.16 (Bell 2005), ¥ ¥ =
Y7 71 Parus major T 0.22 ~ 0.25 (Dingemanse et al.
2002)\ 4 7 /¥ ¥ Ovis canadensis T 0.21 T % (Réale
etal. 2000) 0 & 512, FAED X F M CTIENE O BIRE
ETHLT052 ThDEHE L TWD (Dochtermann et
al. 2015)c 215 OHEE TIER-> TV A ITEIEE O
REBRTIA V- SN TV LW OBERELED
EAHETRR 2D, SBRWLRERZZT TEEED N
— v ar T LA THE I EZERLTW
bo BRMGERE L TUIEERIERT 22 TH L DN
EE Do BIZAE, W LERE LTI 0 m A
A & O BEEERASKHE S LI EE L (Edenbrow
and Croft 2013 ; Urszan et al. 2015a). F 72, FEAWN 742
A& L TIBINREE R H R4 sim @y i L PR R M = 221L
S5 T DTS o T E 72 (Guenther et al. 2014 ;
Siviter et al. 2016) o = D & %) 22K 72 E N O 52 & PR
T 2I20E [ EDFEEEIE O & A e BB I
L7220 Lo 7258 E N B OZEBPLETH 5,
AT, WO R MER L LT, 1TH)
BEE BT ) MM OBENFETSNL, HkDEFRE
L CT% < ORIREDFE- R K % 8 2 72 T8 Em o —F
PEA B L. RN b 7 o CH— R OTEIEE % Hl
ELT\w5% (Belletal. 2009 ; Dingemanse and Dochtermann
2013) 0 —fRAYIZIE. RS REPY O EJEIZR L T REmE
WM CREBENB Z b, BEERE OIS (FFIC
BAR) 2B B ATENEI O — B % FF L T B HFZEA
%\~ (Bell et al. 2009 ; Stamps and Groothuis 2010a). L 2®
L& 6, XFREW O EEIC LB EWIIR- 2D
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oo THENRB I b dHE, R L Vo
AR A AN N o I/l - K N Nl b gy | i N SR
bo ZD72, FTENMEIO—E ORI KB D A
R EBET HHMICKAE L, BIEIHMPE 2513
—HMIMEL 2 2 EESH S5 (Belletal. 2009) & o
T ZRERPENA G EOBRELREFEA NN P20 E
WMo TlE, ENRMAEAZILEERLZ) 2 T—
BUAFHIT 2 2 EPUELE R D,

ERD &5 DT A F1 = X 4 R AH 1O R
S L TO—BWHEZHEMBT 59 2 THRENBTIIR T
o METE T, 2010 4D S ATENEIT O — B 1%
EFEET M2 A BN BE S 5 ADHED SN TE 72
(Stamps and Groothuis 2010a ; Trillmich and Hudson 2011 ;
Stamps and Biro 2016) . % Z TAMTIX. FEN R EED
THFFRIZ BN T ED L) Wb T WL DD 2 L.
TEEE O — B L 722 & lE 038 EZRLE R E I
) Bt AT NS B0 S HIZHEBEOWIIEH 2 BEFH L.
ZIhBLRZTEMEN - RE - SHROBEIZOVTHE
WY o

e & HFE OB

FEEN BT S OEMENIZEIC BT 5 Faét & L T Stamps
and Groothuis (2010a, b) DEFFLBEITFOLNL, Th
SO TIE, SIS ITEIOE/LE — B4 %
SR HESBEH N, S5 IZEREN - LR AEICh
WO FEE LR FER T L EEESIE SN Tw S,
e s LCid TrEiEm oI, [MEkofs | [E
HozEtk] O3 >OE T E#KL TR 2 LS
NTWi, TNHOMEEITE b OV OIREELZ R
LDHZOSTIGEEY L5, & MDA OBWIC b #EHT
ELLDELTHRAENTY S, BIWITEHEOSH TS
NOEDOHAFENELER LTS EEEVR0nH, £<
DOWMEIEBVWTHPOMEAERINL TV LD,
FOEBUNEDLNTWDLEEZ BN, LTFIZZR
5 ORk& L FFEZ RIS A L Tw <,

EE—EM (Mean-level consistency)

FEEEEOTEMEMOMEMEEZ RTHETH D P
BWHEOWEKIZ L DFFM S b Bl 21X kD Bk b W
BEOKIE S ZRTIGEITFHE-EEIEVEHRZ S
Nb, —FHT, DEREEENTH 205K ITIRHEEIN T
bobLwvol, HFEEOREIEEERLHBLTC—HL
TV ZWHEIB STV % (Bajer et al. 2015 ; Favati et al.
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1. FEEZALE ZE L 72ATBIRE O BUSEAE . IREE & R IC Z N2 —EZ ORI S 2l L 72

W e L, ER-EWEAY T — < C OIEMARBRECCRHME L T 5. (a) TIXARRY 2 I
& LTI LY SO T DRI 7 B 72 0 FIGME— EVEDME D3, BRI DA% 9 7 N B AR 1S

BEINTWD720

EHREMEE . ZOREIdsEEZ S L TEMEPLEL Ty b EREN 5,

(b) TR LAV TIRAMERS & R TR S 13D 5 w72 P — B AR A5, fE AR
DT BRI AR SN TR Wz RE—H IRV DY d5EE2 8 L TEEOZEEIME

WERIRE NS,

2016) 0 Z OFESIIHEN L V2 BT HITENMERI O
BoXY =Y ERTODOTH Y, ATEEIAO—EF L 72 EE
2 (EMEOHEAE) REEL NV OIEZELZRT DT
Ezve, Lo, UTFICRBAT2HELZEBET L) 2T
WBEEL 2> TLAMETH 5,

ZE 8™ (Differential consistency)

eI — B L 74T BN O A2 R HEETH D .
% L OBEMERFZE TRV 51T A Repeatability (2245
bo EBR—EVEZ T A BRI RE O AT E % E
L. FEBSZEALL v X ) WA & ZERER
B E Vo FZEFRANRY M2 F L) RV A
KT 2 ENEETHL, TO72D, HEEYOAE
V2R LA TR S B P O — B ri o B U A O
FErRL, JREYWOEEICH L CEMMTIIEELE
LR EEERT D&%k D, HRHIL VT
FAENTEMEM O EIE D 2546 TH. £EHNO
NE 7 BIARDSHERE S 2 a3 s —E M m <L DS
EABLTLEEL WD ERZOND (K1), MEFTF
F e LTI MRNAHBI AR % (ICC: Intra-class correlation
coeficient) CNEAAHBIFREIZ & - CTEHI S v, EAE O
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RFEEERRE A AEENZ & o 72 K25 ¥ (Developmental
reaction norm) % JHW5 Z & CHEN RIS ES & 7 5
(B0 1)

BE—8M (Structual consistency)

fE O EOBEUMEZ RS HFETH ) ER 2 2R
—BUPAR SN DT E OFEE RS (T8 ~
FE—24) OF#EYZEEEECHET 5 2 & Tl s
Nb, BEMW—BEE2Z20wfl e LT, RIEE®
Repeatability 2572 O 5 EE I TIIK 25 2 &, 1TH)
U RH = APEETIERAS N BYETIEAL N N
&NV 7 a—71) )V A Kryptolebias marmoratus 7\
YISAT VY7 AR I Cavia apereay H Y YX TEO—FE
Gambusia holbrooki THIH LT\ % (Edenbrow and Croft
2011 ; Guenther et al. 2014 ; Polverino et al. 2016) . F 721
b3 TiE, R L OV TIZLRIRE & BRI OB 14 12— 3
Lawvd, LV TIIEBOTE Y » Fu— A5 R
FENBBI0 5T 5 (Bell and Stamps 2004) o

EFEOREM (Individual stability)
AL Ao ENEZ RTHETH L, TET



EP .

F . ATEEIN O —E M FEEL LT IO B,

P S i
. Y P 0 3838 7 ¥
P ARREOTEED L E ggfﬁ’w HEORERILERAT L0
— , I SR C L O 1A BRI C I S B
T mpE, s DT
) et A FERATE) S
B oo FHED R b 15 R EOMES S~

TER D2 ISS: Individual Stability Score

N — 2 OFE RS

EFLRXVDRY — 2 TlERL, lEZED
EPE DA LFEEE & D B2 A H

EATEMER O —F L 728227200 T < RN OZLE)
OFEEE (IIV: Intraindividual variability) 12 & ik % MF %
ZEDHESEENTEB DY (Stamps et al. 2012 ; Stamps and
Biro 2016) . = OBEESIIENED FELBIZ B A k=%
KT bDTH Do MaTFH L L Tid Individual Stability
Score (ISS) =MW TEHIi S L. F 72, RO I E
BrRE A A2 & 5 72 G2 #E (Developmental reaction
norm) THEIZMERAE S & 75 (Asendorpf 1990 ;
Sinn et al. 2008 ; Favati et al. 2016), 78 —E M CIIEN
LAV CEPED RN Z G 2% 26 b OM&aTIE
itk = & OTEMEM OZALREE Y A 2 7L % mHavK &
TENTH L. Bz X, FIETIE 30 BETOT—5 05
1 O @ Repeatability Z 5113 225, #%F Tid 30 45D
T =05 30 DISS ZHINT 5, Z OF LI TEIMEANC
Lo THEMEDREES RSB 2L (BIZE. TR EE
FZELTWEA, KIEREEEIAREETHLZRE) &
FELCEHATABICEE 25,

INLOMEEFLEDDLERIDEINIIRD, B D
ZEEEE (Bl 20X, DR & BUER) 128 TATEIZE %
SE L7, FHE—-EEIIEBERe KIS 2 E o
DEUPEEZR L, BiEN—EHREEN S OfTEIEEO—
BMofHECHMBEOBMUMEL Ry, 25 DI
1 E—ERORER RIS II B 2 L B2 B ER TR
SNDHE7% BFEEE B OENM 2 LT 5 2 & TRHEi S
Nb, —HT, EFBICBITL2EER SNV b (F 2L,
TRERPERR) % F7-C &) REHMIZH 7z o TRl —1H#
HEOATENEE 24 0 R LHE L7z a, ER—E3E
L b, 8RO R PEIZAE AR L OV TOMEMED %58 B
EHiT 55 D TH b,

58

MR 5E % 4 ) WFFE DL

P & B8 E T % AR S D ML ADEE L IED T 5 |
ML B 2 xf R & L CERIZEAB I b TET
Who LALADS, INSOMBIEHE L TEBE I
TBLT., EFRNREMEEZAHTH L, 22 TR
Tl BISHEAL 22— B aoEn 223 52 & %
Hige U<, BENZEBA2SMEEZ - T A5
TEREE B o7,

Bk

FOCHER L ¥ (Web of Science & Google Scholar)
% T [personality ], [development |, [ontogeny] % ¥
—TJ—FBREL, LT E2MLrBEME L. 512,
INHOFmLANTEIH SN TV DHIERE LR L C
WAHIFERIZBE VT, [PEE—EE] [ZR-EE] T
W= TEEOZEMNE] oWy Z i i L T
L b FEEMICINZ 720 SO OCERIE LT &
HERERIZH N= L7 DT RS, S @i s L
T3HBIOMEET G E Lz (£2). b, WAENTHIC
EHRIA WSRO By AR (GRS 1 fl, B 6fl, M
5 M, WIZERE 2 FE. TCHUET 4 L RSRE 3 . WHFLA 6 )
A BRI TA U EENS LB E LT,

PAER L L2079 A VIR REM L Bl AL
W&o THAEICOH L. £7. ARBWHPAEARTE
(Wild population) 2°fiH F4[H (Captive population)
PIZE o C2MBICT T 720 b, B FEHRE L722H
TRITHARTEAZR-7-b DL AR L, 3512, Bk
B EAETHERL S 5 570 2 55 BRE O [ % JLi L 72 [hK
Writ)#i%% (Transversal observation) J. [Al—{E{KDITEIZE
TEEBRM L oW CTHEI IS L7 [R5
(Longitudinal observation) ], BRBEZE A % SEERI 21 L C
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F 2. FEMLBID SMMEE P TOBIIZEF. BIFET A > W, BIRTREC. WETEN L, MI8is T, HMmeis B,

FEERWBIG . I B L. R ISR K TITEMEIN N 2 5 5 A

=)
NSFETT

Lo 5 & FEE B i T BN Ol

IR K/NBEAR DI A b M B o REBRIRAE . BRI B E I X o TITEMEIMAVEAL § 5o A —HIE - 2 L, FEEBR 2z 72T
PEDLE LT L BRSSO LS Ml CT R 7% 2 ATEVR HARTE, IO et T B H OB L > T %
WRAE . RO ZEEARIAK > TRZ B 5 AR REE, EPEOLEEDERIC X > TRZ 5. HEN—EIE: H 0. SEOREEER
R CHLL 22 2 2 0 2 Ly SEEB IR > TRZ 2 I EZ b 20 BUBIIELIHA ZAHEL TWRwnZ & 2083,

e

AERHE

R )y M . L
o R B . FIE—E (B 7SI Sk

LigENLY)

FARZTIIAN C/L XA ITEE B AR HY (Sinn et al. 2008)
FEH

¥ M4 v

INA RO —Fl C/L iig Zﬁizﬁz L L (Miiller and Miiller 2015)

o a RO C/L 2L PERMEAE - (Hedrick and Kortet 2012)

Ry A ALTFO—F  CL [2X(e ITEIE AT »HY (Gyuris et al. 2012)

7EA b RBO—/E CL - il : fff - (Brodin 2009)

KIBE @ 225
: I A v

a7 XAMERF C/L ;ﬁ?ﬁ I§ ggizg WA HY (Wexler et al. 2016)

a7 XA MENF C/T - - L (Matsumura et al. 2017)

S5 a7 XA NEFRSE COT - - L (Matsumura et al. 2017)
Pkl

TR =) — C/E - - - (Bierbach et al. 2017)

7Y RO —FE C/L 1L - L (Polverino et al. 2016)

Ry Ta—=7) ) A C/L XA L L (Edenbrow and Croft 2011)

<y 7ua—7) A C/E AL TTENTEE AT (Edenbrow and Croft 2013)

4 r3 C/E FEBRARAT L - (Bell and Sih 2007)

] C/L At ITEIEE. &WIKfE &L (Bell and Stamps 2004)

4 +3 C/E FEBRAKAT - - (Dingemanse et al. 2009)

h 7 X RO —FE C/E FEERAKAT - - (Brown et al. 2007)

FWVRFT T HH I C/E HEBRARAT - - (Urszan et al. 2015a)

TN FT T HH LN C/LE LR - L (Urszan et al. 2015b)

I A I C/L - BN KT L (Wilson and Krause 2012)
i g

VAVELT AN C/LE - TTENRRAT L (Siviter et al. 2016)

I N FAY W/T BT © GR > witk - =L (Bajer et al. 2015)

¥ RIVAT AT C/L.E [ L - (Riley et al. 2017)

. _ BEFRE R <Hitk .

FHYTSXEY W/T SR S Hefk - Y (Sakai 2018)

BIH
- 2 BT
X arzsyvsr A C/L iz qb ?ET/”;}}Z% L (Favati et al. 2016)
TFHNT W/T.L - L L (Class and Brommer 2015)
. PR © Gk = itk TEEE. .

XrhFavy C/L s ks itk Jay— »HY (David et al. 2012)

*rHhFavy C/L AL TE EARAE %L (Wuerz and Kriiger 2015)
IHFLAE

42 (/8= F) C/L - %L - (Wilsson and Sundgren 1998)

(SN W/T WAL AR AT - (Roberts and Mroczek 2008)

v b W/L - L - (Harris et al. 2016)

<A C/LE - HEE - e - (Freund et al. 2013)

<A C/L.E AL ITEYE B AR - (Lewejohann et al. 2011)

F vk C/L - L - (Rédel and Meyer 2011)

INUISAF YV * XX CLLE PRI NS RN ITEYIE B AR L (Guenther et al. 2014)

FNTY—=Fv b W/TL RILE AR pefk [ mL (Petelle et al. 2013)

KIBE T NG 5E
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EP .

TEIRE~OREE N7z [EBRAYBIZE (Experimental
observation) | @ 3 FiFEIZT 720 B, TNHDH T T
VIR DO TIE R, BENZTA V127
S TWAIELHEET 5,

AN L E % 212, £FEicB 05 [TFfl
—BW] (R TREN—EE] OR R % i
L7zo MBOITENIE % 27 2 38 BB B C Lz L Tw
WA, FHE-EEOFEE RN L 72 F—EEo
W BlE A B o TV BAI. EFLARLVTO
AER-EM (BERE Lo r e ofF R Ik
L7zo BHBOTEIE 2 B OFEEERE TRV
B, BEN B F 2T L7z, b, k0%
EMIZ DWW T, 1SS % W Tk L~V o 28k % 54l
LW BRI RE T L o7z,

BREER

WHgET A e LCid, BARATHREMZ IS L L2t
FZ6BIOARTH Y, ZDFHHENBIETH 72 B
B TR O8RS & LM % s O LIR 2 L v
CEDVHATHEAZARET LA S DIRRT
bHEEZOND, FHTEFZNRE L7 28 FloOW
TlE, 21 BHEHENTIBIR A B o720 D TH Y, B4
LREA T H2EWE AR E LW d A 57z (Brodin
2009 ; Wilson and Krause 2012 ; Miiller and Miiller 2015 ;
Wexler et al. 2016 ; Matsumura et al. 2017), ZREZ 8 L C
AR R A BBRIESRE CEILT 28R IC BT,
D W % RN OER D) D3R %0

BRBE TN & BRI HIE L 72 12 BIOBISETIE, F6EK
FE DRI A £ 72 IR R E 5 2. €0k
DIFEEEFEIZ B VTR S - B - QB4 &% FHi
L72b O RZT SNz, AEEEZEELHME S 2
TZEN R D L (. SN F T T HH LIV Rana dalmatina
DFIII X 7 TRYTENL 7OGVIZBEENG L
[ 2> D IEEENIZE S (Urszén et al. 2015a). 7 7Y >
B —FE Brachyrhaphis episcopi &~ ¥ 70— 71) 77 )L A
TIEAY MZBWIZTHNLFME#HEYELZIT S LK
JRIZE S (Brown et al. 2007 ; Edenbrow and Croft 2013)
AMITETIT Y PT7 b EOBEBRERICL - TKIHE
SIZEA L 2 VAHMBEENDOBREEA T2 5 2 & e
ENTW2 (Belland Sih2007) o 215 DRSS i
B REAMEET A G- 2 5 EIAEIC L o TR
DI ENIDPDBRDL. Fo WHEERME LT HGEC
D # 5\ Repeatability 73 5 L5 A5, lEE R Z 51
WTH o 2B A ATEMER 12 —F L 72053 5

HJ9HR
SO
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T LAY 6 B 3 B TH STV % (Edenbrow and
Croft 2013 ; Urszan etal. 2015a,b) o Z O & 9 ZfEH[A D5 A
LT () WEERSE TS L TEEN R EEEDN
TEVRE Mg EL LTEREL TS, b LLIE (2)
BN R 2REOFE A 2T A L TRRLEED
ZAL% L TV AT RREDI B SN TS, T b O
DI LFER S HRORETH 555 WO OBYHE
TITLEREEIC BT 2 W &# & O M BRERDME O A2
EELEEERZLTODLIEDRIEI NG,

W22 < FL S 7 0 (X FAEABAE 7R DA AE S IH T R 12
G2 588 eI METHo T TS VE—T —
Poecilia formosa R VTHER~ 7 A Mus musculus TIXEE
BECBU A MR OGFAERC 7N — T2l 5 A VN
— D AN ML B L HRREMIITZE L 2w
EDE STV S (Lewejohann et al. 2011 ; Bierbach et
al. 2017) — /4 C, AEMOBLEMREZER L2 /K
) A 7§17 Egernia striolata DI TIE. BRI AERL
PEARIEER 2 IR 20 1) SRR AR 12 A 2 W BUBE I A D A
BEZBT L L1256 EDPHEINTVDS (Riley et
al. 2017) o [EIAEAAE K DAFFEDMEIETE 5 R 5 S
AR L o TR Y HAREORE LS AL 12K
HFT5E)ThHb, oI, IFEMMLERE LT, B
ROREMSE N 2B S . HESM TRINIEEE DM E 1T 2
5.2 2B e R 5Nz, PR~ T A
T, BEMIZEAZZ YY) v FRBRETHET A L8
REII— 2 EHAPIEBIEOMEAEZESE L TV 2 e
W XL TW S (Freund et al. 2013) o /S /82T Y
JAZXITIR, PEMERHEMFEEASRETHI » AM
fHF L7282 A, 20 0 CIZALELEE R CATENME O 71X
HHNZEVH, 75~ 100 HETIERH S THEE L7 1H
ROBERMEMPEHFHO D O L) &L 2 FPHE S
T2 (Guentheretal 2014), CALODWFEHI S, 4
RIFICREBR D DR 2 IZERE L. BES Sl T\ b
CENRIEEND, L Lad o, WEE L - A oB
Sk SNk I A OGS RN DS - i EaNAL A E €GN
TAREE & R C R URERRIC R L CRIBROZALSE L S
DOMPITNHTH L, 5% [ & DOFEBERE ORERH 2R
IR ESTA5D7] v Hxe X DIHMEIZ L TwL
CEDPWEE RS TL DD,

3TEHO—HEOMPEE T LOL LA, [THERO
SPIEREE ORI SEER I IS L o TER D, FES
L CTETEDYZE L TR WHIDHE 4 B B W
RNz T —E k%5 L7z 24 B TlE. 203X
TICBWCHEER M TITEME OB W 2 s L, 22582



FEEMBLE 2 5 OEPERTZE

—E VA Rl L 72WF9ETld, 92% (23/25 1)) THEE A
LCTHEEPLEL TWAEWI L2 W N2 OTEIIREIC
BWTHRE LT/, fEER— B %25 L 72058 Tl
75% (15/20 B) THEEFERHIZ BT 5 EMEOMEEDE
T LTz RO e 1SS TREAM L 72 #7813
E2 4 BITH Y, EIERL NV OZEALREE x5 B
KWL ) ThHb, ¥ A~Y=T I 34 5 Euprymna tasmanica
TIEHERAFNCKIETH > 72 AR R E D KBS %
HEFES 505, BT o 7oA TERHA & B KN & A3
ZAELRTWI & HE SN T2 (Sinn et al. 2008) o
Y ¥ 23 7 YT A Gallus gallus & % ~ 71 F a v
Taeniopygia guttata T b FIFRDBIRIIA LI, HFRMER D
S E RN R EEICIEEERDH S L) Th D
(David et al. 2012 : Favati et al. 2016)o F7z, K 7 A A
2 Pyrrhocoris apterus OBITIE. 5 Edh A & B S
T T DL DRI R E BT W & i
L T2 (Gyurisetal. 2012), 7272L. 25 OFKHEDH
WIITEIRE O L > CTER—BEHORE IR 5
#1%> (Gyuris et al. 2012 ; Petelle et al. 2013) . MEMETF3
E—BEUCER—BUORENIRZ 265 Ao
(Hedrick and Kortet 2012 ; Favati et al. 2016) o 2415 D3
B o ATEIREOMELH L Vo 2 EREZEE L 72
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