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A~ ¥ (personality) 71, 47 & FE 1 (behavioral pro-
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Tab.1 Glossary of termsrelated to animal
individual differencesin behavior

A term £ X definition
AP A S AEAS R B 25 15 BE T i SR B
personality/temperament 95— 4T 22 B2,
h ) B AR TE R [ s 25 1 58 T 1R %

i;“ff; . BB R 20 B M T 2 B0 i 10 7%
Pying sy A AT A TR R,

HCHEAT WA 2 FEAAAKT, 1%

FH G B i T 7R

A 2 B R 0 FE L B 7R B

K, — B AT S 4 AT AR A [ A4
AR B PR A _E AT A AR B AR
9] 1 A UL 452 A Y D4

behavioral syndrome

TR S R B B AT A A A B ) — 1
F|EGEL, HOCHEAEAFEE T L2 & Rt N
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A BRI T2, Y IR o TE AR DT, g
U B M 0 S e S R O 2 R BRI AT R, B
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TERT) o GYEGAT M AR I RS T 22 57 2 [l
24— W {H (adaptive mean) ) MR FAE S
NP2 SR, MAT MEMEA R 2ZES, IR
MR T PRI R 22 S 1 BIL A o

AR AT by 22 5530 5 LUAE BB ALY 7 00 RE
SE B AR, BT 94T il (behavior-axis) .
TR EMSEIE AT ()FZ&E-KIR
(shyness-boldness); (2)#¢%- [nl3kt(exploration-avoidance);
()T B (activity); (4)Xti 14 (aggressiveness); (5)tt:
A2 M (sociability) ,  H: A f 3 2 A9 2 3 25 - R AR,
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WORRREE S, HIGEK, il HYsh %, 15
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FReEpE e 2%, T BN ) R AR eI pg ™ A
SRR T LS Wl — A A o 4 A 1 SR 2R R, A Al
BHE N, SEPI . BRI . Gt
TR S AR STAT R il an e O¢
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WAL .

FIREACT LB ER, 11BN EZ i &
S N, S e AR Y = fil fh (Gasterosteus
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IR REHEBR H AL AL [ F RS2 . SEER = 5T
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A 3 00 5 RE R F A e e PO L PR, A £
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KARMAGETRAER D N TR, fREZH
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PLTIUI 5 FAH B AT R, BIIE ol o A e £ 22 EL O
S N B 2 0N, AR I AR
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BRI A R L,
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NG ER ARG, o7 MR ALL 5
% iV A5 AR AR R T S0 o e R R
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M AR, X 5 B HAEAE G . SR IR HL AL
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R ZARBEY RIS, IR E £ g R
U S A AR OR, MR Le bk sy fa, RELE Y
Plos AR D, (AAIREAR T e 2 i KUK
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AR 5 R L B A R SR g T T Y R
KRB BR A AR AL 2% T 22 i BF ] FE DK 1, A
I S BRI N, 005 | e A A 5 1 3
ME, R AEKORMEE S L YR, Xt AT GEFINK
DS P AV A 35 > A O, B A 1 XU 7T B AR/,
itshZ, MEIaZ, WK 2wl T
PREmIE, RmasmA s b — g R R ER
AR H N ATE G, A Sy W H A AN A
g2 EE P AR E AR, KIER R
N (Rivulus hartti)liFshiE g, HAK Sishib
BIIEARDG, SR, YR E AR, K 5
S B JOAR SR KB A A R R IR Pt
B TE A S0 R Sk A i A A,
M EE, RM 1 AN T8 F 06
(Oncorhynchus mykiss)ZE K FEFA: i 2 200619,
HFET- R H B 50%~60%", PR A\ T.7: 5 ff 1L
Y A fa R TE S AT Y E 1 AR
ENTFREFMET, TS FELEYALE,
MH N TR, TR TR, I A A% B i 5
FHFAFPRE, PR AP A0 A K ) P PR 5 (%%
BE L ORI E . SV L, BEONMEREZ, &
Kol SR, Y B BORNE 2 IR A SRR, F
Z ] AR KO T B i Y T Y R RS M R
T, K ERARE, 5o, EHEm

ff (Neolamprologus pulcher) i8> P #F 73 i % B,
Tk PR S 1 M £ B R N R A KR, SRR,
Tk A 25 SR B R MR XA G SR TR
PR FE5 0t G b i a R B, A 25T 45 SR
o AR AR O, AFEAPEA R ZE Ak AR
R XS, NiZREFHAERKEFWF N2 M,
fi] 4n, 4 (Cyprinus carpio)*® 1 4 3k # (Sparus
aurata) i B AT R (R IH) 585w AR A ¢,
7T ST AR CRILaBE RURSE 17 h) LA IR AR %
PRI, 4 T 2 5% BE 0 R AEAS TR B2 T A 1 Fn A
Ko RN AR SCE, A Bh T i e IR 5 R LA
UNGRIATE I TR B R e ¥ N R N NS
FRIESEAT IR0, JF RIS A RAE AR B 17
R R A
212 BENEMREEEMTEHOMEA ME
535 N P DIAR DG, R I 7 184 B 03T e ]
A R G T R R A A S ),
BERCI B I 5 75 RN X 5 T R T L B A
WG M e PR R S A WA 06, 3 R A
TP SE

B T S TR A N TR AR B A
AT R 2E S, DLECARTRIAS AR R TR I 5T Y
FINRMES . REMIEERN, SE AR,
N T FRFE 5 AT 7 0 Je AR 5 IR (k) 3 HL e
bk, i T E S, AR, AR,
SCEE AR A B, N T Ie ) ) fa L B A
0 5 IR () B L e 05 AR AT 22
TR BAE N . i, 43k 6 (Sparus au-
rata) e = % AT, KA H TR AN AR5 3
RE 70, T7EAREE B A 1F T, RN AR H R AR A
I ShRE T . X JE R TE S AT, Kl
AT AT T 1938 3 A e o 4 T T
XA WLE 25 5 5 A 1A 38 3 e 11 B 5 1
TR T 75 538 AR AR O R B AR — 3% iy
A AR RS . R R BE Th R B A,
% WA RTE W5 KUK . 22728 B 3R 55 v 26 B o 34,
25 I e BECE AR R AR K R AR e,
J PR R R ) £ 25 2 1 i A B I e o T
R, B E 2R 45 5] BEOL T R AR,
DA 358 A% 1R R0 30 1k ) 2R A B T (UL TR,
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FARAS R FPRE T RE S . DR, SO TR B
YAk e it L e At ] B A0 R B v ) A AE B ek
JpH b, R HE S 1 DAk 4R R AR AN AR 38
PEXTRP IR 52 A d 208

TR AL EE 5 JEARIK AP 5 ], 3B
2 TR EXT R A R BN FPRE 30 ) 2E i sg . i,
2 18 £ A AR 1 R TR 52 T L AE £ B 1 AT o
AN FAS A AR B TR A R L B — M A £z
"2, RFEEAME AR KANTT 2R 0] GR
TR — A B — 3 25 A AR B £ O IR
fifi(Dicentrarchus labrax) (I AF5E R, ffER A
W' A7 2R i A~ ) B A7, KR
(AP X f BT A R R A S BT = g
WG, AR 25 i 2H B 51 25 52 i b AR 1)
FERESERE o AT R 2R ARG B A B4R L 43
R AR AR ZH 5 BEAR A s A E 45 4 o 3 4h,
JI A A A I A e B R SR AR S
FEILEE (Rutilus rutilus) & BE, fE KA HE o 25
A AR T 7 03 B ) DA B9 T 3 R 371 . ik
SO ZE RN Hg T 1 O A AN A

Ve R H 522 BB, HAH G 2R
T g E s e, JUHOEX N TR AT R A7EA
TG E P RIE N . 2RSS NIRER L . 6F
FKRM, GRINSZHE . P& SO 7 055 1) 4
K WIAT A R P RE 52 e A5 5, 1 %) 3 T R0 ¢ U9
FEo flan, BREFAE A, A T3R5 E R
(Diplodus sargus)jift it J5 A~ 5 2 i 1% R BE#E AL
1 (Cottus perifretum) X o P F A (14 A 1A 5 40 i i
ME 2 B, Pk, W rEEROs i,
FAYIME IO Az B E A, X T2 5 4 70 A5 R
W H B, WFRIESE, B FEAFYMERT B
F2 0l AV VE A (Salmo  salar) 4 7 £ fig S %Y, 2k
i AE 1T Al g 1O R AR A
A0S0 o, PR A AT LR SR A
KI5 B, i 3R A0 AT b R B A 4 (00 0
1T B AR T I il g XURS: . N T A Ay Bl T
SRR R, T AT S S
SO IS I o & AR AR A, T T TR b DX AR 1 LS,
W& AEMUE, X ATRE S S EUE AN T kg
R IAT R R AE B . Koeck 289 fi FiY A= ) 1 Ik

H A X H A 15(Diplodus sargus)#EA7 Wi, #F57 3%
B 2 B ) B A T AR U N TR SR A 22 1]
AR, N TR 0 3 B R B =, i K 4R
£ N HA B X AT RE T PR S
TR R 2R S EN T R ESR . BN A
TFRAE T RO G A S R R a2k AT
R A N T e 2 A o R P A A A B )
I SCHE S,

BEXT N TR SO AE RS, gt
SZ S E AR, AR B A 8RB e 0 R mT A
S R AR T AT R ] B AR A S i
LK I 7 P BB SR IE N M, AT B RS AN R
FEP, ORI 20 50 RE S AT L FUR S IR
KA, AN SRR RS B 0 R BT TR SR AT, AR h
Yyl v] R T L 0 P A B S — P AR T SR
I J5 SR IO % G B 455 17072

ARG B2 AR [T R REAE 2 A DGR, ENAT
R o ISR B AT O I N T R S
RN FRIZEIAT A OC . ARG AT R (BN, K
AT N . BEAEIREE TG R, DX B XU e
(1) 55 BICPE ) FE AN TR) & 7 B B 1 ] 8 1 T B LA K,
{H 3k S B — 47 SRy (] A AH DG M HIAR RS o X 156 B AR
AR B REA A TR R AT R A
U, I A P 58 DL R AT AR .
213 BEMMMAREEEPHIEA ®RFMHCD
BN K= SRS . N ERE TR —, AT
PR R FRIA L ATER, Wk KR &
1, X AR PR B 2B T RE S X FR A X B AT R
FROE ;= A BAMN AR 5, BE 20 T AT WARIEA &
(B, PR ARTE KRR | B H M A A
B 1T h), 2B e TR R
(metabolic trait), M-S 34 A ki 2 QI ok
FINTERIA X 47 Ry AR 5 0] BB X IR G AR 7= A
O, F, fEANTSERE PR EmEE, L
ST TS A P S B o O 3 R

TE B R R % A 5 — AN R AT AT
Pk (behavioral plasticity), BIA1A 547 bt S0
ol R R AR AL T AR fR I BRI . ZEBA E AR KR
P 1) 35 1502 5 6 LA AH DA T Sk ™ AR B AR I SRR
TRl ¥APE v REE H 2 . WUR/SMARRRAE X A BE
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AR A AT A RO, SRR T A2 2 BIRR . ok
H, WRAT N BB H AT, KR
SUNEI (8 vivk 2l N [E s R R 2 N DTERER ZN
(B RN AT AT S, PR R R E IR
B QA 520 47 R nT S KO, RSk IS R B
ST X A B TR X,
NIRRT, EAX AT A 0 52 e 4 25
i, BT AL AN, YRR
B 38 0 2 R BT 28 7 1) BRI R ) HL AR B 2R A
B, REAEN (maternal effect) it 2 3, et
52 AR A AT B R AL BE— T BOB A LTk
hEL EFRMEN . WELS . RO AR
SAE A S B T IW, DL R R B A A 1 A5
AT UL A 004G SRUP L BROAR o 7 i
AR TEAG 53, SEACFARAT R A5 i)
A REARG AR PR A, B T3 E I %
FBVE A AS AT Z 40
22 BENMMMEEREFEREREBEHNIID
221 AMMERWERKHREMER RIELRE
S B B —, MRS B 1 bE
FASEAE G, JEHOEAH R B ROl 54
PEEUIAOG . WFFE R I, S qe B iR b O S fdi
AR == B | R e S DoKW v D3k R’ =P S
M AEAAAE B I S48 S A A7 AR . filhn, JCIR)
PefE BAAFeRt, =l man R Ewil, e
Fe, R A AR R, R 2 1 2% 78 40 FLH
EYHEFERHLETY, AN, FAZRBUKE AR —
FEREERR, B CIHRRIREIES BT
SFERR NG 1 HLET I 8 22 AU, (AT L3RS
A GRS A B A OB s B . i, K
N FESAMAAE BV 2 WA A R 3R, A
A AE e HE e SRS 0 28T A A X 28 B AR FIIR £
Trompf 2518 £.48 1 (Poecilia reticulata) 5T
X4, WA T S MRME B 54285 B & ARt R AT,
AN G ] 5 e B A b A LA £ 0TI PR R B
7o IR 45 SR 2 B B At se v 2 S i FL 4 £
X PR A BRI PR oR o R RH ) e A 32 A Bk
RE T 4 ST A S JRFEDE, T AL 32 A
R KRR, MAREENREILS,
T 7 25 [a) 6 AR 2 ) A 55 vh O 75 BE A K B AU AT

AR, AR B PR FL2E £ Eb 5 2 10 B P 2 2T A5 o
e, i,

222 MHEEmMEENEE AREEEAIE
SRR, AR BRI, AR AR 22 AR K,
fil4an, fill(Carassius auratus) B B~ AR KBUE B
RE 7798, 2% ) oY = i f4 (Gasterosteus
aculeatus) () KA IRAG(F B, Dot T3
TR A5 LR HE AR 5 Y =0 fr 4 B Y
i, 5 B WAL R B RO, I H AR RIS FLD,
VP2 MR RNE B, Bl KA L )
B, A5 BRI, IR 4 B 2 R K
B, VA 2 58 X 25 45 7 52 BEUR B B3 AT A A4
M, X T TS BAERE R T AR B o
EER = WA U1 40 4 S & ol B O E B s ]
AP U 0 BB B304 o S X B R T
YA+ T2 TR RS BT
Ty, ELRAR, BHHERENER, SEUL
VA B AR PR, R AR R A
R, T B O A ER A AT U SR, RS
OB Al Sk, R P A SE AL Sk
i B I A AF B nE, AT w30 Js 1 B A A
ERE ST o — 1, RIB/MARCR G Y BOE ),
SRR, X TR BAZ A A T4 B R AE
B —Jrm, FEEMEAERRG, BE A RGHE
RS T, BT LLE MR Z b Ht, A3
(A AR S X P R A M ) AR R AT I 28, R &
FREREREAE I,

223 MHERMEROEE SORBEZ R R
AR EZE R Re S £ 5 A R Z
(AR AR T AR, — RS I, KH
AR Gy B AF AR, TR R R IR Y . Bh
PERR R PR R AR, 38 22 A Ry a] ek s
=, IFH BN A KEE S 3 E AL R,
T 5812 b 2 > G o R 3kt 25 A oA IRURS:; 55 —Foui
SO R KRR 5y B 2 AR L, T R 2R
RMA R T 25 5 i 3] 27 A A, I Hopk 27 A HUse g
AR AR K, R4 2L R AR, FRREPETRATAK
NOZA RIS T), AR T IR R R
S S RE T, M AT LA & BRI A 38 2 2 o 909
Barber ZE19F4R Mt T S H % B O 97 S2 B IE 4,
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AATTAIE B K I 448 S (Salmo  trutta) ™ A 75 2% >
T 2 AR T 25 A, R R
FIBESEREITT e R AR . B E R
1k, AR BT LB BIAN T R ST A, (R
10 AT R ST 2RI TR S 2t 1 5 S O
23 AHMRERS. RESENEP EOEA
Y 9 U — L S DR AR R e
WS R, ik A8%NFhREAE W% T H A%
A0% [ A 25 T T SR 2%, T Bk 00T K 5 %
HEARRE, Fik 6% RN A ) R T R A
2906 A REFI IR 2 TH 3yl e K
GG, JEH L5, P AR A — R
FE A7 (R A 85 R R el ), T i 2 e 25 A 1Ak 1
5 R T, O A 255 ST RE S IR 1 SR R % 5
BERRAE A998 Jili s ooh A % o kA A 7oy 25
A7 A e S 0007 ST i A R 1 25 R
o 1981000 b i AR SR R AR A,
R 77 £ WA 15 #2010 (size selection) ™Y, i,
S 105 AU S s R VR R e, B T
S O —— R R A TR, AR
WRR I s MR R B H 25N L 4
AR T 008 D) R AL AR R,
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Abstract: Personality refers to consistent individual differences in behavior over time and across contexts. At the
population or species level, there exists a behavioral syndrome, wherein individuals display a certain behavioral
type. Currently, behavioral syndromes in fishes are reviewed with respect to five main axes of animal personality:
(1) shyness—boldness, (2) exploration—avoidance, (3) activity, (4) aggressiveness, and (5) sociability. Personality
affects the behavioral performance and fitness of fish and has notable consequences with respect to the welfare of
fish, stock enhancement, fishery management, and conservation. This review summarizes the current progress in
fish personality research and provides an overview of its application in stock enhancement, information transmis-
sion, disease prevention and control, fishery resource management and protection, and biological invasion preven-
tion and control. This review aims to provide fundamental information for future research and the applications of
fish personality.
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conservation
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