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A Review: Behavioral and Hormonal Foundations of Dominance

Hierarchy Formation in Social Animals
—With a Focus on Winner-Loser Effects

H oW O FH &
Illia Aota

Competition is an inevitable aspect of social living among animals and is closely
linked to both survival and reproductive success. To mitigate the costs associated
with direct conflict, such as injury and energy expenditure, many social species have
evolved mechanisms like dominance hierarchies that help regulate aggressive encoun-
ters. The formation of dominance hierarchies is influenced by a combination of intrin-
sic individual attributes and self-organizing social dynamics. From both behavioral
and endocrinological perspectives, this review explores how such hierarchies are es-
tablished and maintained. We examine the role of hormones, particularly in mediating
self-organizing social interactions, and emphasize the significance of winner and loser
effects in shaping hierarchical structures. In addition, we discuss the hormonal un-
derpinnings of these effects. Finally, we outline potential avenues for future research,
including examining winner-loser dynamics during nonbreeding seasons and expand-
ing investigations from dyadic interactions to more complex, group-level processes.
Key words : dominance hierarchy, winner-loser effects, aggressive behavior, testos-

terone, animal competition
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TERE OBES L, EFRPBIHICEN T2 EELHEWHAEERTH Y, ez B ENRHERE L
T4 L DA FTH T & 72 (Nicholson, 1954; Trivers, 1972) o #4137 L HRAEZ L L XRS5 T,
IR NP o BFVHEBENLEGFICEE LSS, () MoEs) CBFROERL L) 128 RS
LAV F— D (Lehner et al, 2011), (2) HEOFERK, (3) Hlifs) 27 DK (Baker et al, 1999,
Jakobsson et al, 1995), & 5121k (4) ZIHEI DT (Goncalves & Radford, 2022) Z &A1) 5
Bo 72, BIIBWT, BICHABOBESFVPIAA L — 5L, BIUNOZIETRE: A AR EHSO
FHAOBEIZH 2%, EHROFIREZIRZ D TTREMESS 5.

ZDD, L OFTIIHEN LRI U CTHRFLHIB L, EALRBBIZLS T A N2 HHT
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PATEIA N = A LML L CE e EZON L, TOREWRAHMAD, BELIEAHERE (dominance
hierarchy) T® %, BHIAMEEILH 2% 2 S REEOPZ B 2, FEIEROREECH I BROMER:
WCBWTOEEREHZ R LTV D,

RFGTIE, BOMEETBICB A EEBOBES L ZOFEA D Z A LIERE LT, FIZESIERT
WO E TN E A2 D RNVE Y OBENZOWTHED SREFHIEE TESIH L 2D 55 Lz £ T,
B L EBIA = XA LR WA 7 RS2 IRET 5,

BHEOES EFHNER

ERBRIBWTEYWIFAHATEX2EHFEICIIRI PSS 5, HUEEFIAL, Ron/itTHiciabiE)iE
R E B AT, BRHTE S Lo 2RI, BARBOMEOH IR TH S, [F LK
RS A T, BROEETEZO S OPREKNZFIZDO %5 % (Austad, 1983; Dickinson,
1992) JFICFEEOMAR Tk, B\EE R EOBROEEIL VI L0 5, BFIMHEI A UL EAA
HDo L, BHFICLDZZANTFHERHEE) X7 & EOBFIE ) BEEN R 3 A b EBFERR
RIS 7 EOBON L RIS R AREAICER L, TEZRETLLEZ 515 (Smith, 1974; Smith &
Price, 1973) .

FENAE IZ X o TR, REDRO EASCHEZ 2L OB E Wo RG22 B/ LI ENTE S
(Krause & Ruxton, 2002), — /4T, #HNOBKERLTERA LG T 2%, FEAMOEHEEIEL S
TRV H Do ZD72%, 20O L) 2E%e% MY 2TEES RO SNL, L L, MFZ0b0n
FEIHHREEIN L b TIER <, BEFrHEALL, I A Mok BE 2o THMAEL L TE 7,
ZO—BIN, BEMOBEBRNAMICED CBROFETH 5, BHIAMIE, BALIEKICORDS L) %
BN 7 B RRE 2 2 BT, B> OB SN ETE 2B L CERE SRS 2 A TH D,
BIG It A PRI SR D, BABIE LT, TH D (Cervus elaphus) O F AW OELNELLAZE
Fonhsd, ZOMTIE, ZIHYPIZF AFENEAZZD CHMLWVESF RV IET LA, F0idE ol
A, BEELME RSO LB L - THET 2 (Malo et al, 2005), ZHUZ LD, EFER % HEW
Bl E ) A7 2 i/NMRIZHIZ 5 b . IFEEP OB T, EHRERTTE 0 CHBENE
27 578, ENERER DS O EBICERIIC T 7 v A4 5 =T, ERIEVEEZEETEZ &),
EEALARAR L AZBI OB IR B L THREF 24TV, BIRDSHENA TRIZEMIC T S b A DSHEFR S 1L
Tw% (Appleby, 1980)0 771 ¥ H OATEE, #FICL 2T A MEHZ 225 L, BHERATOMEMKR O
BELRLGIROF IR Z WIS T 270D EA DX LD—FlE VR b,

DX T TR EN/ZLE (ritualized aggression) | & FEIZI, WA 285 % R/ BRIC
Wz oo, EAECEMEERIZOICEIL L2 Z2 5N Tw5 (Fox, 1969), i L& d, ZUELT
BSELRET 2@ U COERL SN, MWEFOMILED & %00, BB OBES 2 RET 572012 S
NLHMAEIRET. 7TH T HOMIZE, £ XROEPE COFERL Y X% EZ AW RD BN % R
T2ITER, SVl Sz L L THAMIZHT 2THHRE ST 5b (Fox, 1969) .
FREDFTENE S V) NF OJREATEY (1to, 1985; O’ Donnell, 1999) % b # 7 ORIz TREATEI R W - <
& L72kBidRY (Van Dyk & Evans, 2008), FTEEHOMEN 2 FE4ETH) (Lazaro-Perea et al, 2004),
717 AOMGEE T (Massen et al, 2014) 7 Ehfx 2 R THER SN TV b, b oEAfba s
TENE, RAHMICHN-ETOBEINTEY, EAMOBREHRL, BPHIEVEHERNTEEER
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729,
ZEEOMEBERD SELIEM & FRT S &EORES

By, EEOMEE»S2L, HENRFLF IO L THD, HIE, KRELFTT2O0M
M»% % (Hinde, 1970)0 F3—21%, HENLOBEM CHEHWEMIZH > TEL A EEMRHBIZL 5
TRAESNTVEHETH L, Z2HIE, EEROFFEOHMARAI TR\, MO E % Foth &
PHEINEZ ETHE, BHIEMAIZZFD L) HEEEED—DTH b,

HNEROMP T, Bk L BMEOBICH L WBEBTENROND DD, WERLWHNKEENRL
EITERRAELED) L) BRMLWRBITHIIR SN R R oTn, el Lz X912, SR s 478~
ERATT DO TH Do DB BRI - 7B AT L CIRFEESERL I TEIZ &), S545
WEBRZHEDPHTOSNDL, DX RIREEIZ R o 72 2MEMICIE, BHERIERINTWS EERL,
—H L TIRIELHE MR TE 2 & B G E S ERE L, ) —FEBEMEEE T200E6TH S
(Drews, 1993)c 215 2 AR OBELBEROERIC L > CEINIBED Z L %, BHBIARL L5,

BEHNERITIERBIEIC X - THBE O 51 b (McDonald & Shizuka, 2012) . HERME L (X, K A A3HE
ABIZH L TEMTH Y, EfR B AMEM C L1t L TEMLTH 2854, R A ZER Cloxt LT HER
ERDEVIMBEDZETH D, B2, =7 M) (Gallus gallus domesticus) T, A A 23HEN
o&fifkr oo %, ik Bid itk A DAto&fEkE oo 28, kA oo EZ RS Vv, F/2,
& CIHEME A BLUB UM OLEEEE DDA, R A L BIZIZODEEE %\ (Schielderup-Ebbe,
1975)0 2D X1, BHBRSHEREICEDS W THEEILS NS Z LT, BNESERONEMDHIEIC R %,
NEAZ A X, C OHERIEEZ S > TLEORMZ RIS 20 HEBMEOFTTEOBRIZIL, ELBERIERST 2
[FIET AR (Z3LABR) ] oflaGx V5, BEHICIE, BLUNTHZINZZT ABROH
%, MR L2004 ATHRELELIRKDZT L AMBROBTEHL Z LT, FETLHEBROHEE
2EHT D, COEEINEVIZEERBE BV E AL SR, WRBMEIZEENIC [FEOLRE] 2R
JHRIE & L CHERES A (Appleby, 1983; Landau, 1951), FIED 22 WEIMRIE, MHFLE, B, flHz&0
2L O TEIE SN TWD (Alexander, 1961; Archie et al, 2006; Franz et al,, 2015; Goessmann et al.,
2000; Schjelderup-Ebbe, 1975; Shizuka & McDonald, 2015) . @AM AR ILHAE, EIR~NOELEY D
(Banks et al, 1979; D' Amato, 1988; King et al, 2008; Post, 1992; Rebout et al,, 2017; Stahl et al., 2001),
TENELT AR L B AR % i 2 2 & C, BN TOBREZKIMFOT A M 2B L, BHRLHEM O
REZRNBICHZ 2L ENTWE, ZOL) RHEESEEICLDY, BESEOFE(LEL HSE T A b O
WS RENZ % 5o

Wk, FT0L)BEIIBNT, BAOESIFMICBIARY Y a v ERETHIEELRERE LT
FoENTELDRR, BEOKREIETICER T 2 NENIFE, 62 34EE, FE BERCENTH S
(Beacham, 2003; Parker, 1974) . fR{KIZTC 4 fii> o TV B RFEEEI I D B = D X 5 2 WEERIS DR
L 5T, MBREDSREENDL LW T F )T THDH, —5T, BEONIENEED S RO
ETET LI EDHL N &, BELIEMOEOWE 2 S EEIFFEIC L - TR I N TE 72 (Chase,
1974; Landau, 1951) Z D14, SERME T HW72FZBRIIRICBWTH, WENFEEOAIZEK DV TR
faFlls5I DML SHPHRESNTVD, b LINERFFEDNEM RZOME—DZEKNTH D LIKET
L0, BYBRLEREZT-CH, D& UIAMSTHH S, BOFEIIZEALEL LW L
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WFHMENG, LrL, 72&z21E AEO 22— Fsa 77 A - X755 (Pseudotropheus zebra) O 4
A% FfE S, L% L-BEHIRVREE LT L7k, BEEH 4 OKEICEEL TroBEGSES
EETIE, 2B EICERSNANEMGA L RH & —F L7270V — TSRO 27% 1B E e h - 72 (Chase
et al, 2002), FFEIZ, =7 MY O 4 KM CESIAVSTEE SN S £ TORER L% B L /-W7ET
&, ML DSEEALS N AN 2 AR OBBAMTE b i3 5 2 LA HE SN TWS (Chase et
al, 2022; Chase & Seitz, 2011)c L5 OHIRIE, BEHNENR O P58 AMEA O PR RS 72 0 RS L 7
WZEERRIEL TS, LA o T, NIERFEFESIEN & OB FHOHETH-TD, T
HEMZERTH 2 & HAMIRET 52 L ITEY TR WITEEEYRS 5.

BLIRAL ZBAHIL T B TEM 7« — KNy =T

A D NI L 2 FHARETH 512 0 0b 5T, S OBWHEIZ BT, M 2R
&R FEOEBIANEEDTER S NS, ZOBRIE, B2 NENFEORAERTIIFATE S, HE
MWOMEERPEY R INDFRTHRSEMNIECLAI8BR L LTHEBEIN TS, AIFEHSKEIL,
AEBOFERRLPFEIC L 2 b DO TIE R, EERMOME/EH?S BREWICE L 5HER/ XY — 2187,
BRBOBNTHE SN MFAN B X ZRIBBLOMIBITH 5, ALEORIE, —RT 52K
AT L) — =T H LD ICAZ 505, FERICIEEESRFHOME & AHEERH L 2255 v
TWLZTT, V= —R3FELEV. ZOL) ZHENOBEZHMTLETVELT [KS FETIV
(Boid model) | ®° [¥F = v 7E7 )V (Vicsek model) | 2L E T % (Reynolds, 1987; Vicsek et
al, 1995) Bz XK A FETIVIL, BT T 2 BESUTO=>0HHi e HANI > TITEI§ 5 &
Ralb—YaryETNTH L, [HE] 1, LS DBEERIZEOD S v X ) 1EY) %2k ROBAIT
Hbo [HEHI] L, & OEREBEBEESLHAZRZLHANTH L, [FHE] 1E, EOMEFICED L
HAITH L, 250, ZEEIFBHFORLOMAEOHBEBRICE ST, AT X8, BT X7
LEGEL, FMUAMESLZ LT, BR2ET)—F =20 {Th, —AFEZoTw3 LHIC/Ax
LHNEROEE S MNFEIHTEL I EARINT VD,

Hhoghxnk )12, ELEMD FLAERRE L TERSNLEEZ SN TS (Chase & Seitz,
2011 DL BRIEKIZBWTIE, TTEINT 1 — NNy 7 )V—TPEELEEHZ £ LT b, 1TH
B7 14— BNy 7 )v—T7Ld, WEZBOFRIIGROWBLZS TCOMEDOITEN B L5 2, O
0 L AMERONEG, R SREE TR L T BN 70w A 2383, 728 213, MHoBE
B EEEL, BECTHR CONE 2B, L TEOMMNE & SITMILT 5, T2, By
2L, MR E OF VR BT AEINE RS DT 4 — KNy 212k Y, BHBIEMIZPENEED
FNARAE L 2 W CRIRH 2/ & L TR T 5, S EIER A Y R E b B CEE o NEIR
REAYEEHT S, MERDNERIZE D 2 HFEICR & R ESE TN, L% L7 aiE 2 54 2 A
ThbHEEZLN TV,

BEMR EHEDR

B O ESWHEERHIZB VT, BEOLELIHROREIIFROLEHRIEEL 52 585 E L
T, [HEEshE] & THeEERE] 88PN 5 (Hsu et al, 2006) o BERNE (winner effect) 1%, #FED
BRINZ DBOBBEL I BT ARHER T HO L HE %2 L, AR (loser effect) 1ZF DT,
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BEDYILPROBELBTAMII L L E2ERT 5, ZOMRIIKROWBELZBOMFENHTH S
PR T, AH A RE RO IPEYMTH 2. BEOBFIMEAOBEE NS &, Bl %R
EL, &5V IEHALPHEEORK TR E#ITE 2 RE T 23 5IE, ) = (Goessmann et al., 2000;
Momohara et al, 2016) #*5 bt b+ (Page & Coates, 2017) T, ZUIZ b7z 2R THIEIN TN D
(Rutte et al, 2006; Yan et al, 2024) o ELOWERRBORE RIS TITEIT A 2 & T, TEITAKEM L
IANF—%HHL, HAEFEHEZFETETREIHESINTED, #HEMERLFO LEZ LN
Tw% (Lehner et al, 2011),

RN & WCERNRAS X BATENEAIE, BEHMEMREE DT & ZECHFS T 5 2 EAERMNITRS
T &7z (Bonabeau, 1996; Dugatkin, 1997, 2001; Hemelrijk & Wantia, 2005; Hermanussen et al,, 2023;
Van Doorn et al, 2003; van Haeringen & Hemelrijk, 2022) 25 DETFIVIZIET L DI1E, BB
DB ZEEST D (1] DAL T D EVHREICES X, BED [11] o BE oD % #HARA
T4 =Ry I ANZALE{NEZ LT, BFOFRPEZILL, BIUNICESIEMDTER S b
CEERLTVDLHETHD, TOANZALEHETLI LT, WD [] IZEFZVEETH, &
VIR A RO SRS EAL SN D, T2, BEDIRT ZEIREDRO VTN —FDOFLEDAT
LEBNEMOTEBIITTEETH 5, [J1] &1L, BRI OBEBONNER ZREIICER L 72ELE T EE S
RTA=FTHY, BAEMITEZIEL T2 000 EIZHRD 5TV EbITTlE R\, [J1] OB
EATHZEALOE R, FVE QSN - RN AESIEERZE 2R L TCwbLEEZ LN,
BZT7 Y FOyr sy ChiLTANATFOYR, ZVIAaANF a4 RCHLIANTF S — LRI NFTA5T 0
Y, kR b UAEHIN TV,

BEMWR XA 2RENARIVE EE

Ty Rur L 3ECHEBRASTWENDLRNVE Y Thb, TOMENIE, HET BT A1 b
(HPG i) %L CTiibN b, HRTEL S 5w S5 HRAIER VE VA VE Y (GaRH) A5F
TARATIE 2L, Z ORI SN IR AR VT PR E BT 22 & Ty > Far v i
ENB, Ty Fuarvide b E2EUEHWEi<T, WML IRE LBSITERIEVAES 2 ETLRHTF L
7o CT\wb (Giammanco et al, 2005). Bz X, 77U > 270 v K (Astatotilapia burtoni) TIZ,
FENAN OB FAERDIATEN % 5 & RV OBERDSREIZATE 2228, 305U T A M ATO Y
WREEDS LA LU CTEAMER E L TORBHNEIRT LD 12% 5. ZOTEELIIEHEOELBETE)
OWEMME TN, MENFWROBRLFENHE L Tno L S5, BEAMIZIE, GnRH =2—8v>»
DIEALR PR AR F OFBIIMHER S, FEICMHh 7 A ATy BL -7 7 A PAT0H
YOWRED PAT L, S5, TAMATUYALA MOT VAR DR THLT U Y —EHH
ZATH AL, F A0WBE A EET S (5L <13 Maruska & Fernald, 2018) .

TANATO U ARNRONSEARER B L5252 8 2 BIEOXFEFEER & SEIEREERIC L - T
RN TV D BRI A AP EE L 2HOEEE, TV —F2REL, fEFOBETIIESIE
AEEZ R T 5 2 P WME I NTWE AT AX A (Oreochromis mossambicus) DX EEERTIL, B
FILZEAIETANATE Y LRV ER L, KROXFETHEWEELZ/R L7 (Oliveira et al, 2009,
Oliveira & Almada, 1996). X 512, 7 A b A5 10 Y OHER 5 SN2 BE L, KO TORBE
PERT L7zo BRIROT A P AT70 Y OGWBHEENREFHRTH 2 Lid, BEEICBVW T HESNL
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Tw5 (Fuxjager et al, 2011; Oyegbile & Marler, 2006) . = D#EFIE, BRIHZEOT A b AT 0 ¥ 23 HhE
RNRAHN L, WEEOIINEZ M TCROBANIO D5 2 L 2RIEL TW5,

MEMDREX A 2R - REWERILECEE

Ty RaS IBEITE R RET ARV E L E LTSN TV, BERR, oF ) KdbBIcK
BATE IR SN ABRITIEILT LS EEMICHEG LTk, 728 21X, 7 AX X (Oreochromis
mossambicus) OFEIEERTIL, WILBKIZT A MAT O V285 LTH, TOHBOME TR, LA
Lozl EAVRENTEY (Oliveira et al, 2009), MEFIERHIZT ¥ Fu X Y ARICED DT
7% <, MOFEREDES L T ARk RIE ST b,

BB FEOMRAN WG HFEST 2 ECEELOIZ, ko b= of#Elcth s, Titkroto
M= VEEO AL, RBEOMHIRPEET B ISR, £, EEMNLZEIHBRELLT, &
O b=V RFICHTBEAT R R AR 2 SIEH T2 2 8T, WBERERASEL I EPMON TV
(Summers et al, 2005), —J, &0 b= IIHENIC D LB Z T 5, SR TE- T EA-ET R
(HPA #h) %M b3 €22 & T, ¥ b=V E 7 VI INF A FOFWBERAET 2, EBHEMIZE
FNIAIANT IS FRETEO = CAEEEROEEEED, Mo F = RERENSE52ET
IR O R % B S &2 (Overli et al, 1999) 6

HPA $iOEMALICHE D 7V a2V F a4 Famid, MRt BEmic b B8 KT+, &2
12, v b (Rattus norvegicus) Tl&, WHEZIZINLVF I X570y 25 SN2 AEED 1 EME
LBFEL % BT 21782 R LCBY, ZVaaFa( FaamldtoiiEsimit L (Timmer
& Sandi, 2010; Weger et al, 2018), M ZMES R LT T 2 E R TH 2 W HEMEITRIZE LT 5,
T, v anFas FIZBRTES L O FEMAET GnRH O W 2 3H L, =9 F o ¥ ol
£ (GnlH) OEBEZMET LI EHMO5N TS (Attardi et al, 1997; Chandran et al, 1994; Kirby
et al, 2009) o GnIH (ZMEBBOFTEH O AL 5T, HETHOMHN S BELEHEZRZL b, 72
Z1E, 7 XF (Coturnix japonica) Tl GnlH ORREWNIL G- S BATE 2 KT 4 2 L E SN TE
D (Ubuka & Tsutsui, 2014), Z4Ud GnlH 2S8R THTZA bu s v Gl aREL, A bor Vi
FEalinses 2 & CRBEWZIHIT L2720 THLEEZLNTWAE, 2O XH 2, GnlH IZHFEN S
WROBBOERZHET S EELHREEWE CH S,

Eo2tu b= HEDGnIH =2 — 1 Y IZEHEEHT 2 TR R SN Tw b, GnlH =2 —n1
AFu b= VBERPFIEL, TOEREN LI T FIVEEIC L DAEA A VT AR
52 EDPHERINTWS (Soga et al, 2010; Teo et al, 2020) o =D X H = X 4 7H GnlH DiHFHEAL %
# U C GnRH 7 O B 53 A W Hetk s % 25, BRI R ERANTOIEREFE S, ZVvaaLFa
A RN LR EDREIZONWTIEE L R LNERLETH L,

FEENEEICEDSICFRILELDIBEERADE WL

BEEN R L BN R X R D RIVEVERIOVTEII— NG AN AL EHmETELD, Ihb
DFIVE NERITAERBNERRBIEHEIEIC L > TREC R R WREE S 5, 7T Furv oo
VF a4 R, BONENZB L HSATE) % A3 2 NN e B & L CikEET 425, Z01EH
BFERRICE > TRELSER D, FFIZEWT A M X710 ¥ L) VIZBIE TR B % 50k 3 5 —F
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T, ZO%EN, FRERBNEFICL o TRESELZLZENNLN TV,

—Rk—FEH 2o bIEVHOH ) 7 NV=T <7 A (Peromyscus californicus) T, Resident-
Intruder test # W 72012805, BABOTF A MATF Oy O EAPFRON K TOBREEZOL L
DWRENTWAS (Oyeghile & Marler, 2005), ZDOffx, —E%2BLThabIX) 2HFL, T XHFH
BICHHEE5THEEZHED, 20X REMHETTIE, 20000 RBITHLEFRITHZ
FEICRETZ2LENHY, TAMATO VP ZOEELRRAERE L THERELTVRREEZLNS
(Trainor & Marler, 2001) o BEERIFEIL [FR—2 - 7 ENY T = | RBEOBRRERDH - 723412
DHRFEZETH Y, B 2BAREZTTETFANATa O FRIFERZ S 2wk &b (Fuxjager et
al, 2010)o —J7, —REEHIPOLDLIEVITEIOL WO T <Y A (Peromyscus leucopus) TIZ,
Resident-Intruder test THRIZICT A PAT O 254562 T, ANLWICHEEDREZFRETELZ
EDTRENTWDS (Fuxjager et al, 2011) 0D, FFFIRERIC X 2 HK LT A MATO O ERHITRE
e YUTYRYADERETIE, bR PR EEN#EPLEATII R W20, TAMATO YD
LRI X BENEE 2 BB O LR ROBEN LS, a7 <y AQEREIZB W CIEEIS G 2 Rl
ZH725 VIR E . MEZ KT 5 &, ) 74 V=7 < T ATIE, BEWRETADAT
OO LEFEFHEOOE, bEYPHEICHFES L TWRDOICHL, a7y AT, INHOHESFN
HETRW2O, TAMATAYHPLERLZVHREYRD S ZOENIE, TRENOEIHEME S
MSCIRDEZ KL CTBY), 7R AT Y O AR ERIGR RFET 5 E2RLTW5,

—HWOBIETIE, 7 A MAT O V5WSFAFE I L CTHEBEIZ RIS L 2w & vw ) BIRDPHE S
NTnt, ORI, FICKHOBRPTOEFICE > TEELRETHETH 5, 728 218, —K—
FER P OBIEIA I bIX VM Z L 2T H )Y AFHAF 0 (Calcarius ornatus) TIX, F+ ADFEH
RLHEOME R EFRICHERIYICE ST 5, ZOMTIE, Simulated territorial intrusion (STI) 12x§ %
TANATO YA EH L%V (Lynn & Wingfield, 2008), STI i3 B%HfR Resident-Intruder test T& 1),
BHADORDIED I AR ZERE L, ST LABEFEL A -7 —CHA L TEUN R 2 LIT)
ARREEY) BT T AP TH L, 51T, ZOMTIE, FHPICERNICMHBT A M AT0 v % L4
SETCH, WAL Tsb00, LHROFRITHPET L2 EAE SN TS (Lynn et al,
2002)

I d, FIC—EERGE S LM, BHEZEHE S 2l TSTIICHLTT A MAT R Y 2 ERAS
HRWEADH 5 Z EPMESINTVE, COL) ZMETIE, 7AMATEYOER L) aVFaR
T 0 T 5 (Landys et al, 2007; Pinxten et al, 2004) o Z V2 I )F 2 A Fix, HEFHALHRHHE
OB ERT NS, BZDIXNFVDL I IZEEDA LA IR TOZ AN F—MHGIZHFS L
TWAHREMAE 2 515 (Landys et al, 2010) . I 6 OFIZE, H—OF)IVEVIBE TITHPL &
N WML ABENRENH L Z L2 REL TV 5,

INHLOMAETRETHE, TAMATO Y OBWMEINLLIRE EOERIFEM TRECELD, &
RESA R HFEMMEAKGFE L T de HY T HNZTITADLE D) bl & FW 20D ERETIE,
OIEDICBITABEITESR T A P AT O Lo TlfbENE—F, a7 A0 L) ICHFERD
EDHIOFETIZT A MAT O Y OEBEPRENTH L, 51T, BEOFHFITIE, BBEMEL D b5
WZHGT BITEPBERE SN TV, 2O LI, ARBNERSLBIHEIKIZL > TRVEY T EED
TEIDS R 5 2 2%, BE - ERRICBIT ARV E Y OEEDOIRIKTE T AT %R,
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RIEHTIE, HEUEWICB T 2 EBIEVHEEOTEEE L O 2 1 = X 21200nW T, fTEIFEM B &
U N I IR S 2 S ILEO IR BB L 720 SN F TOMIRERIE, A0 NFER 72 81721
ThE, BE - BEDRICRBINDIFTENT 4 — RNy 2 )b— 775, LBINTAIZEHI NEATHE & % 1§
S DEME L STHBY, T Fayr Ry aalFaf FevoRVE CEEDBE - BEDR
AEZTCWBERIBLTE, 41, ZOMNE vy Z7ICHT2E 2 LME0KEY Bif3 72012, iy
REIOOMEEZLUTICE L0, AEHOMEL Li2v,

E—OMEIL, ABNEROZHENTFICEBEIN T RVWETH L, 50, BEMEICEDLSL S
VEZELTT Y Fuyry &2 ) FiF7e, —MIc, BB TOBFIBZICT v Far ol kddsL
W) WA 8y — VIZ S BRONE, 2O LD %8y — iE, BEIFZE TR EN TV BBV
ETWEELELTBY, SO LARFVEY 74— KNy 7128 > THILEN D 2 & 2 BT
5o =7, WFESLSBHEHEZMNRE LBWTENY: - AN O Lo T E DI, ARNERS
BT RNV E Y DB L OZOERICEERRIZTIETH L, ZDL ) RRIVEVISEDLIRE
&, AR ET LV CTH W BEWEONERIER A 7 = AL % HAT 22 LI TERVERET D, FlZ
EEREITD % W CIREIN 2 D ERN 2 FEEFES~OBIG & L CHAMZ RVE VInErsEL L7
DKL, FRAZATH TR 72 250 50 R R FAG OMERF I8 L - MIEARH &, X0 5%
RIVE ¥ FREERREDMI T 2 W REMED R Vo SR L 72 B0 OB S NEAHE & O F M & B AR IO
WX, Table 1 I2F & D72,

BOMBEIL, BB EEMEN R L0 (25, 2HENESGHICRONTBY), S5
ERCTONRITER & DI K E VT L TH Do HEFITHRVE VB2 IEMICRERT 572012
&, PEOERE AR BERT R TH S, D720, BEEE RNVE X ORRIZET 501
ZeN% L, WBEES N7 2 A Ot ERICE SV TN TR, L L, EEBOBELNTIE, it
Y2 2MHEOHRE ST, ZOMOMEAEDIEIEDFEATEN N U CHEL RIZTTWUREND L LE 2
bNb, TOEERETLHIEDPVOPIMEINT WD, BIZIE, BEOH T AZX A (Oreochromis
mossambicus) \ZBWTIX, FAFMLOMEFLHEL TD [HR] FAOT7 » Fulr igE» LT
HZEPHEHLMZEN TS (Oliveira et al, 2001). F7z, F U AHEDNY (Betta splendens) %
L L7 Cld, BRUEOBRIFEAET 206, BOREICMEONIRE: & OFTE)2SHE 28T % —
BT, HENLZEETETH HHO IR TEATEIPIIHRI S NS Z LAVREN, BURMEAKM 0TS
BB 5.2 HREEDURIE X TS (Doutrelant et al, 2001)0 E 512, =K YT AT T, U4
T —=Ay B LICEZE (BIR) 28R LCEHTT, dEi RPN NOBELBERIGEE L5 25
Z EDERE S LTV % (Hirschenhauser et al, 2013)s & @ & 9 BRI R & OFEBEOMRETIE, 2 Bk
MO BRI IRE S NAEROMED S, NS Rot &S, 372 bbEFMNOMENER O &kl %
BHOPICT 5 ECEERREZIRET I0RERESD 2000, 1FEAETOR TV RV, SRk L 7
2BV T 3L NV TOERPLESES I,

F3oMEIE, HmETNVRY Iab—Ya VIUEPIEVIEBEREOMFICHI L T&72b o0, Bl
EOEBW T O LA LTRHEL TVDHTHL, 7Y FUF R T a)F 3 A KOG E R H 2
L, HEHEBROEED SR G/ A= PRSI R T0nE DD, THHDKRVE Y DFEEEL
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DL ORFWMISEDMERZHRFETNR Y I 2L —T a3 YIHAE LR AIIEEICRENTH
o RNVEVOFEEBRWHF LBV WY I 2 b—2 a3 VIFRIZBWTYH, RVE VEEDHEGIC L
FLUBET 5 &) MG 2 IREICEDWTEB Y, BIEIH 20 ) BHREOEWZ il W Tid—i% Y
BAFROLNL00 LN wA, HEOEME 7O+ R L 13I8 L TWAIEEENE V., 72, AT
EHFRICHRERNRIER L Vv aa v a4 FOBEEEZIY) RIF7225, ZUIBEE 3 2 EEERA LRk dLE
BOFEIIOWTOMEEBBIIZRIZIZITHELELT, bIDIIRE SN TV EIIED S, WEHFORG %
AT BRE)), T b BEMEEA, BSEET A5G, BHIRMEESHE S A TSR S uTw
% (Camazine et al, 2001; Dugatkin & Druen, 2004), L72*L, IS5 DOFZETIE, BeE - lEshE &
RFRAFE & OBREEWISHETE TV ARV, FIZIE, BEMREBEDROEVEEELTBES
¥, EEOBRA LG L TN EELZEE L2 32— a ydfThbhTtnd, 2)Lkvia
L—2a v oo EoffE7r—4 L, EBOELoTF— s 2 kis b2 Lickh), Tl
MERTE BB G- 2 N8 L ORI A B = X A &2 TR EEE T 2872 Ml AL S D 2 & 05 fF
721 % (Hobson, Menster, and DeDeo 2021) o

1922 412 Schjelderup-Ebbe AMES NANAR & & ety L TLLK 100 SEDL B L TV 525, 20K E
L UOHERE A S = A LDV T, K E LTRSSV, S, ERISUROERE, HEko 2
R L~V D FEERD & 3ERLL EOEF L NXVUANORFEDIEIE, & 5I12IdRVE VIBEB L OERGEHA
DEFEMELYIab—Ta Va2 B U, Mot a i HESTIEICT L & b1, Bl
LEMBEOERICH S5 A I = X LDMIHICHES T 297 2B AOREENZENL, ) L2
BT 7a—FICL 5T, BNNTESHRISN, HSHREIHERFSNDE A =X L2 THE
RODLZEDFEIN S,
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