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Predation intensity of the portunid crabs Charybdis japonica and Portunus pelagi-
cus on the hermit crab Diogenes nitidimanus according to season, predator size,

and prey shell type and size
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Abstract: Portunid crabs are strong predators in shore ecosystems, and often prey on hermit crabs. In a previous study, we
observed the loss of larger individuals of the hermit crab Diogenes nitidimanus during the mid-reproductive season. There-
fore, we experimentally investigated predation intensity of the portunid crabs Charybdis japonica and Portunus pelagicus on
D. nitidimanus collected from the tidal flat of the Waka River to elucidate the effects of predator body size, prey shell type
and shell size, and season. Each predator was given six prey items with a combination of two shell types (Umbonium and

Batillaria) and three shell size classes. We replaced eaten prey items daily with identical ones in terms of shell size and
type, and recorded the number of prey items eaten over 10 days per predator. However, we were unable to analyze the effect
of season for P. pelagicus because of the species’ limited periods of collection. C. japonica preferred prey with small, Umbo-
nium-type shells. The total number of prey items eaten increased in summer, but not with body size. By contrast, P. pelagicus
preferred prey with Batillaria-type shells, and predator body size tended to be a more important factor in the context of me-
dium- and small-sized shells. Batillaria-type shells are likely more resistant to crushing pressure than Umbonium-type shells.
More smaller prey were eaten during the experiment, which does not explain the loss of larger individuals at the study site.
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I C ®IC

FREBEcofMERo 02 LT, Hig& v EY
ODBEIBEBOLNZHHRYIH 2 (BHIZD 2005, HARLRER
2:2012). WBEPHE I ML ZEIIBCT, 26 0HE
AT LLTRTAL TV, Lo b EOECEO A

PENTOWIF USRI A, EEIIEZ 0 & 5 ZEDH
WCTFICA S SRR S 2w, ZEIRIRAE 72 & C RO 2
DIFAIETETHOECEHEL BRI 2 2520, HBH

ZENLIREESR, BHOE RO N2 EPHBOBIEL 3
AR FEDOMO L —F4 7 (trade-off) % LIELITHR
5412 (Stephens & Krebs 1987, Hughes 1993). i
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o, e YD IICBRE 2R, (RO ERS I
BREAZOENZEL T, BWISE (fitness) 1CKS &Y
%124 5. Wemer & Hall (1974) (344 3 ¥ > 2 Daphinia
magna ® T % 7)v—F )V Leponis macrochirus %, Elner
& Hughes (1978) &4 Z 4 F 4 B4 Mytilus galloprovincia-
lis ®BT % 3 F Y H= Carcinus maenas % i\~ THEEx
fro, HE»brzvr s, fIovor s, 20 sico
W, B3 Rss R W, /D) oz Yok 5103
Lichkidirlz. €56 b, ke L TOMEEESEE
BTRASUIIZEACOHERERT V203, BHEEL
WA T NS R EAYBERTO o2, T ORS
R, RESBZEOTTVEHYNCE > THESEVEEZ S
N3, LT, BHEMD Ve SI3MEo S e 2 3R
NS B, B CRHIT T LB Z ¥ v ) Hjig %
¥ %Yz 2% (Wemer & Hall 1974, Elner & Hughes 1978).
25 LIcHIBE OTFAELITENE Y o TH) < 21 s
e 52 5. AR THRETRAIED 7 =HHP ik



IRHIEE - &

GRIFTANICAE R S 2 o EHEEIY o5 ) 2 HiBE ¢ 75 -
TEH (Ambrose 1984, Posey & Hines 1991, Bertness et al.
2002, Turra et al. 2005), HTH ¥ K4 U EIIH S OEEZ
BHAEYID—D>Tdh 2 (Powell & Gunter 1968, Williams 1982,
Perez and Bellwood 1988, Sukumaran and Neelakantan 1997).
Y FEAVHBHEED O 2 PE 2L T2 OfEfE e
AL TE Y (Hazlett 1997, Mima et al. 2003, Rosen et al.
2009, Alcaraz and Arce 2017), fliEE DOTAELE 5 O Hik
FIFH =LA (Bertness 1981) Se1&@IME (Mima et al. 2003)
B R L5252 EHMbNT0S. 27z, HEDY
AZNEY KA Y HEE O LT 4 RIS HIRIFET %
DT, P4 XA BHRRIARF I OE IS BT RHE O
BN ATVDZEWRESIN T2 (Yoshino et al.
2002).

7B ) ¥ K4 Diogenes nitidimanus (30 E T T
BhET 2y FAVED LRET (- 2008), Al
FEOFEICBC T, KA ZOR S AR ¢ b1
7 HIZRWCIER T 5 (Koga et al. 2010). fAH 4 2D KE S
BB F O RERE T 2 BELERNTH Y (Asakura
1987, Yoshino et al. 2004, Yasuda and Koga 2016), 7 F %
VX KA OBGEING 10 H £ THid 0T, B oR
HRC BRI R 722 KRR S EARE 2> © SUSTHR T 2 DI
BBRZE . COHBICBT 2O —2 ¥ LT, HBED
BB DT o NS, AT IR AR D
KEOFBEESFRFHNAER L TE Y, KEMAEIEELS
728, KRIPMEADIHERIGIHEFIC & 29 4 BRIl
DRKMS T2 ATRENED S 3.
AREFFETIATRI I HEICB T F 7Y 2 FAY
Y AFTHNC AR T 28N 2 7 S HoMMBHF e LT, [
T TLERI & < " 2 4 > = Charybdis japonica €
&4 9 ¥ HY I Portunus pelagicus % i\, BHNEEIC &
D ZNLHBEHEIC L BMBROFEHZL, 7FHY /YR
AYDRAT 2 HRo x4 7, Hgy A 21k Y
1 ZOHEITIH~OFELHI~ L e e HNE 5.

M &

HNRE

FFAY X FAY ey I MoRESE, Ak
Wi d 2 fm O FE ofig] ok 3417 &, #HER
135.18 &) ¢, 20104E4 H» 5 9 A3 H 2 2 [ K 0B
M oTHEIKEC, 10 HA 5 2011 4E 3 FIi3 I 1 FE B o+
W E R T o7, TFHFHY Y FA ) ORERET
T, A IF 2 OB X EMAEEHL, A0 R
OHICTECIEAZ L 7. RERME R T OR1% 1 K
My L. fHL, 201046 H R, 8 A FANZEREL
Iehrolz.

BN - IR
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ENHBEEER

AFBEHCIE T FHY 2 ¥ BH ) e Blic k& S A
WD TEZ a2 FHE Y B Hh Y Pagurus minutus 73,
FIZU I =F - ~NF R VEHLA R F Y 3 Unbonium monil-
iferum O EFIHT 5 & BRITHIR D B> T3 H
(Yoshino et al. 2014, Yasuda et al. 2019), AFHEHITF F
Y X FAVSHHAT 2 @b zhedEchz (HE
b, KREK). 22T, HOFFHIY Y FHYOHBE
A7 FH a8 (A FRFH), vI=FH (vI=F
Batillaria multiformis, ) 7 2 =7 B. attramentaria, 4 1~
3 =7 B. zonalis, ~~F & V) Pirenella nipponica) D2 24 7
WO CRERICAER L 7.

TR IR LK ABE E P BEOFEEIT BT
BiRE 2CICEEL, 79274 v 27— (HEXHIX
M3 =19X34X15cm) THVUTol. r—RIZETF
BV IX AV & 6 A HiBED A v h=FTi3x 4
YA LR E AN, 10 HETHE S o fiikgz &l
L7z, MiB&ED»TFHY Y FHY 2BXRRHIEEY
BRLIZ% L, KO IKIFEATED SN Tzizd,
EEOKELZ 3 b otz 1, fHe LTANE T
FHY X FH VI Loz, 4 aRlo Hik
KOV TUGRIEER, v =FROHRICOVCTIREY,
JFZTOImm L~vECHIEL, ZhEnHiizx41 7
WOWTHA %K, H, /MNebd T UHlkdT D, &it6
k% r— 2 A, B4 208> 0Tid, ¥
H I ENGGENE 13 mm DL R OH A4 X%/, 13~16 mm O
A 2%, 1emmlL oY A4 X2 RKe L, vI=70d
R 20 mm LR OH 4 %/, 20~27 mm OH A 2 & H,
27mm A LY A X B K Lic., FFFY XY EAYD
R4 G HELE S, HR 4 X2k 4 Xofasie L
foo TFEHY X RAHY OGRS L o To. HKERT
BICHIBEEOHIEZ 0.1 mm L~uv: THIE L 72, BlgU:
FERBAIEH 2> 6 1 HEAI IV, 778 7 % KA Y b3l
BInT0UL, ZOKCHE RS A 72 KS S oftk
A —213BML, HEEICT - THEHPHIC 6 iikick 2
oL,

T — 2R

HBESCTFAY 7Y R A VIEEKMIZARZ LT3
7, TIRT4 v T =R %5 X LEBRY LT, Hig
SN ISEEE, WEEY A X, Biiz4 7, H
A X, Ei R FIHAR Y L THREFE T v i %
Totc. ZHIE, 3~5A%E, 6~8H%®HE, o~11 A%
B, 12~2H®& e L. WEEHTH RSN
BuaHhoy r57F=%2THYH, BHEERTY v HeaAn—
T 2 RE L Te — AL RS € 7 v (GLMM) ~O
MDD EUTH 5D (Zuur et al. 2009), FEFFI2 BTl
DI ZANT A= L o izizd, g3k
TEAE O EES 1T, e I v & A BINCIER 4
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PIUE LI IEHIEIRGE T IS & DT o 7. REEEEIC
BUTE0F— 2~y LTEFT— 21205 2Nz
(Yamamura 1999). FE@EEK ¥ 7 > & L K %2 /M55 Gl
BETNTE, 7YX 2EROHHESH WV F VT, @
D IEHRIE € 7V TIREIRDNE D F oA~ D EHEEDZ
L., 20890 %2EE L I:—>20k7%Y L T Kenward-
Roger O FMED & % H3 (Faraway 2016), E 7 /v HH{L
AT 9 1o DITIE D @ HAF AR O BRZER O 2
BB TAMATORALL. L L oikaic ks
72 W7 <% Kolmogorov—Smirnov #iiE, Levene test D5, 1
Bk, BRUKEROEEME L SN WERLH-
fziz e, HERKOAEMIZ O W T Kenward-Roger O F
MOEIZINZ, FEREDD A Z B L 720~ ZE T b FF
fliL 7z, Mi~EEZMETIRILD 7 — & ¢ HKEE, ¥ 7
YA ZBCEFCTHED, HHIEIT VXL vy 7
wEhreF—2Ey b 2ERL, FECHEE T VD
TAwTAYIRITI. ZOFERTKRICHEDIRL TITS
¥ T, MENEIESIHIRSHIE > T b ¢ S DD
MER SN2, #EOIKL 25999 OB EIIHED 7 — £
&2 L7z 1000 fH OHE O mflic BT, RF—20
fatm & O b7z 57— 2 £hs 1000 {8 (i & 2 2T P
HEFRT 2. S OMHTIZ B TE 4999 B TR L 7.
A~ 2 #E 1, ANOSIM (Clarke 1993) %° PERMANO-
VA (Anderson 2001) 5%, BEERAGEHENT 2 O REHRE T
BREMINCFIA ST 2. BB 24T 27 3D
BIERGCIR S Tutcle e, 7 — 2CfRE L T S fuicfd
HREA~OHBE 4 Te ¥4 X, fliBEY A XOREICOw
TIERMIBRGE T VT 217072, 72, REITIGU
CELHEIIRE Tukey D HIEIFED T T T2, fATIZ TR
T71Y—92=x=7TdH 3R ver3.63 (R Development Core
Team 2020) %\ Ci7w, IEHBEIRGE T 10T
DIZIE Imed 28y r—I O Imer () BE %, FEEEKO F
FREL car 28y r —3 @D Anova () BEER, W~ 2 MEid
predicmeans /% v 7 — ¥ @ permmodels ( ) Bz & 0 17
W, ZEIEE Ismeans 8y 7 — U R FIH L 7.

e 3

2ATYHF L 8~12 HOM, &5« WELHE =
25 1 AR S, 20 11 (8K % 5 v AT v 7.
A4 VA= FEREE U 32 AR G 10 ik, H Sk,
14k, & 4R »ERESh, KL FEICH VT
DIEHBEL L 72 B O 2 ik & B 72 30 {4 % i@ i A
7z.

L UH=ZDHE LT F Ay 7% B )R B2
e Uik % Table 112 % ¥ $ 7z, Kenward-Roger F
FOE ¥ Wi~ ZREORERIZFIERFETH - 2. BEY
4 3T NOERK Y b EELLAFHEIME I -
i (TRTP>0.14), ZNo2EAEICZeDIED

BEREBIRdonkhr ol (F,=057, P=
0.45), HEEIF A R LEEICED . HiERT A 1o
TRMER e OLZREERIE R, FROAEETHY,
FieHiR & 4 T2 & b IT/NS 04 X0 =ik CHiEE
3% 7o 1z (Tukey HSD, #,5,=3.248, P=0.004, Fig. 1A, B).
Hikz A4 7 ¢ IO WU ERRUSNC HE - OZHAEH
DH N, BB RO itz 4 7oL &L
B21r5 Y, WA oL RS, CoFMTch FIa
Ao 3 =AY IEZEICHEBIN TV (Table 2).
Higz 4 7RO e EHMOZEIR 2175 ¥, U3
= F CRHBHICHEERBEHZTII b 00, FHail
TIEW O AEEICHI B - 712 (Table 3). ZEHfiIC
E o THIRBAMICEM R ZEAEL 2 2 i3EZ L7200
T, HAMCHBRZ A 7 LT3 FFailirptiznes
D, FINCHAESTERET 2 Z e Tif s 39 a0k
B E 5 collhie w2z (Fig 1A).

24TV HY UISEHE S N BHAIRIFROCIR & vz 7z
o, ZHEKOMTIETEI R oleds, 4V H= Bz
H, HEEOTA X (HIE), L THEEY 1 2 v L%
T A 2 OERELLZAERPRD LN, ZORRIZONT
b Kenward—Roger F MUE € i~ Z MUE OFEHZF I [FSF
THoTz (Table 4). HiEk x4 T OB O U HBY
4 RERHERD 2o izl ®, AT A X2 7—1$ 3
¥, ¥LL0HBAA THHIBEY A v e b EY

Table 1. Fixed effects in the linear mixed model of Charybdis japonica predation.
df

F df denom P perm P
Shell size 10.75 2 130 <0.0001 0.0002
Season 3.53 3 26 0.0286 0.0156
Shell type 47.39 1 130 <0.001 0.0002
Shell size X Season 1.19 6 130 0.3159 0.3162
Shell size X Shell type 1.2 2 130 0.3053 0.2996
Season X Shell type 21.11 3 130 <0.0001 0.0002
Shell size X Season X Shell type 0.33 6 130 0.9199 0.9174

denom, denominator; P, P value by Kenward—Roger F-test; perm P, P value by permutational analysis.
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Fig. 1. Predation intensity of the portunid crab Charybdis japonica on the hermit crab Diogenes nitidimanus in (A) Umbonium-type and (B)
Batillaria-type shells, according to shell size and season.

Table 2. Tukey test for shell type in a given season for the season-by-shell-type interaction from Table 1.

Season Contrast Estimate SE df t P
Spring Batillaria—Umbonium — 0.350 0.138 130 — 2.5331 0.0125
Summer Batillaria—Umbonium — 1.739 0.175 130 — 9.9498 <0.0001
Autumn Batillaria—Umbonium — 0.249 0.108 130 — 2.2996 0.0231

Table 3. Tukey test for the season of a given shell type for the season-by-shell-type interaction from Table 1.

Shell type Contrast Estimate SE df t P

Batillaria autumn—spring 0.130 0.293 31.328 0.444 0.970
autumn—summer — 0.010 0.343 31.328 — 0.029 1.000

autumn—winter 0.429 0.373 31.328 1.152 0.661

spring—summer — 0.140 0.372 31.328 — 0.377 0.981

spring—winter 0.299 0.399 31.328 0.750 0.876

summer—winter 0.439 0.437 31.328 1.005 0.748

Umbonium autumn—spring 0.029 0.293 31.328 0.100 1.000
autumn—summer — 1.500 0.343 31.328 — 4.373 0.001

autumn—winter 0.679 0.373 31.328 1.821 0.283

spring-summer — 1.529 0.372 31.328 —4.115 0.001

spring—winter 0.650 0.399 31.328 1.627 0.379

summer—winter 2.179 0.437 31.328 4.982 <0.001

Table 4. Fixed effects in the linear mixed model of Portunus pelagicus predation.

F df df denom P perm P
Carapace width 11.93 1 8 0.0086 0.0532
Shell size 35.06 2 43 <0.0001 0.0002
Shell type 12.96 1 43 0.0008 0.001
Carapace width X Shell size 591 2 43 0.0054 0.0038
Shell size X Shell type 1.16 2 43 0.3232 0.3264

denom, denominator; P, P value by Kenward—Roger F-test; perm P, P value by permutational analysis.
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Fig. 2. Predation intensity of the portunid crab Portunus pelagicus on the hermit crab Diogenes nitidimanus according to (A) shell type and
predator body size of (shell size classes were pooled), and (B) predator-size-adjusted means and standard errors for each shell type.

Table 5. Fixed effects by shell size based on the data in Table 4.

F df df denom P perm P

Large size

Carapace width 0.1 1 8 0.758 0.0911

Shell type 15.12 1 9 0.0037  0.0026
Middle size

Carapace width 7.54 1 8 0.0252  0.4042

Shell type 1.94 1 9 0.1972  0.231
Small size

Carapace width 22.76 1 8 0.0014  0.3947

Shell type 2.31 1 9 0.1631  0.1848

denom, denominator; P, P value by Kenward—Roger F-test; perm P, P
value by permutational analysis.

THY (Fig. 24), HiBHEI A X bZHEMD 2h -1z
DT, ZOMRMEFTHKET 2y, 4 VA= KT 2
=FRpFH RIS IAFHEBIN TV
(13=3.60, P<0.001, Fig. 2B). L 72> L 7245 i & O Hig
ERHEAEH D & - 7o i 4 XHNCAT - 72 @ T,
Kenward-Roger F #E € Wi~ ZRE DFEHRIC 3 CHIE
OB BT KIF 2 TEHE»FED b/ (Table 5). FHE
TRPROFZEIHBSHY A X, A ZXTHETH
D, 7ry b THLHIEC ¢ BICHBEDHZ 2 KO ICRZ
% (Fig. 3A). —J4, Wi~EZHRETIEHFIROIRIZ D
YA X252 THMMUTE LD o705 (Table 5), FFICH
YA RSV S, Hitx A4 7k - TR a =R
WCEZZY, vI=FRIORBERRT 2 ke 2 CHBRL
TVB VISR Y % -7 (Table 5, Fig. 3B).

39

Z =

AL TRONIA Y=o T, 4 Y H=HY
DIARZTFHY /¥ FAHYOHEBRIEEL Tk
otz —H, il aRlo B A - 7/ NMEDER %
ZAHWBT2 LY, HOBHBED hoFHiL h 2
(oo T, BICEICA LRI ZA T Y HTHF IIO0T
3, A VAR TY Y B, —EO RIS
DV TAAREE ZME ¥ FRE T ORISR & 72l &
bhiz. 20®, BERLNTY 2 F— 2 IORENES
LSRR Z R L T3 A[HEMED B VDS, Hikx 4 Fi2ow
TEFYaME by I =FRHOEBICA - AR 2 IO
CEZLND. WEEYA X HikT A4 X088 T
VI MR ¥ FROE THHER ORISR > TE D
T TINt A 20D S R ERE T IUIBIRG S TR 7203
LEHODERPEETNEI»HWT2 2 Ci3EEL .

AT H=IZBC I I =F8 I Y 4 9 a5
BI20IHFRELEEVHY, HiRT 4 XL 3E D
WTHREI AL D /NS RO ABERICHBSN
Tz, —RISGRD NS e iES e TR 5. Ll
75, SHOMERE AR, F49a®o ke FH
FTAMERIIAIETL LCHBINTEY, NSVHEBOH
BEDZ > 12 DEHBT A ZOECIZE 24 2 =0
PHEET T OBES T 72 <, /NS W ETROMEA % BRI &
LicborEzZoNG. 2k, FHITROHBIIKRIIO
HNCHEHEDSBRCHIRBH Y, iz, HEHOHTEH-T
WEE LB Y I = FHLVRBICEND. 20k,
I FHROHBE D HIHEI NS T VIEAS. e IAY
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Fig. 3. Predation intensity of Portunus pelagicus on Diogenes nitidimanus according to (A) shell size and predator body size for both shell

types, and (B) shell type and predator body size of for large shells only.

H = Gaetice dipressus \Z 7 0 A ¥ 5 T B 3 A Nassarius
Sratercula, ¥ =% >~ ¥ a v 574 Homalopoma sangarense, 7
VYU I=FEHETSHRYY KA P filholi 527225
OEEHER,» S b, vV Y I=FRERLBEESI I v
# Z 51 % (Yoshino et al. 2002, Mima et al. 2003). D %
D, 4 H=3REBN I N2Vl TTe, FHaMo
INSOCREFHT 2R HATHET 2SR 5. Zh
WL, 240y I@dFyafliindyI=58oH
BEFIHT 2 AL ERICECHBEL T, oK
RHIE D3, 4 WO BB YENCEE L3 Th B
RPESIINYREYVYIWLIOLL Ty I =FH IR HCD
HLze. Ly I =FR3Els @e LTsh,
IR A X TH B3, & 0172 ieae J1 23 Bz 7z
21255, IS ZAMEDHRLEET 2720613, H
WA ZXBRE G S, HiEPHET 2HALA LT
3. H@hvh 4 ZThhidy 3 =710 B olrae
WWHHBE Y A4 RIFEETIER VD, KA X0y 3 =58
TIIHREY A ZDE NI & 2 EE I EEIC 25 T
2Z8ERLT03D2b LN0R. A=, XLTY
Y IO &M RITE L BIERT 20E D 5.
AT, FBICE > TTFAY /¥ FA ) HIHES
NBEIF LA T 3 —OfkE AL T 20T, flill
N o TRHOFERFHY 2R HATREMEIZEF L { oo T 3.
BA T YHY DT TRl T 37w, 4 o=
WG, FAME, H 2 VIGEEEHFE L THIUSEE I
REED LTINS OEREFC I EREL TVS. L
LS, ZOREERIE, Kogaetal (2010) THIZZS N
TV B EHEHO ' — 2124 L 2 KBk OER e i3 o8l
RTH3. —DOOFHY LT, FHTOFRRMER, #EEE

BRIEMEERDIZE S 2/MEMR L D b @b Ltz o,
Bz, BRI 2287 FAY )X FAYV LRI A
VR o R RS2 R S 5 RRERT T — RATEI 2 AT
5% (Asakura 1987, Koga et al. 2010), /NMEA 23— F
fTEhC SN L 2\ (Asakura 1987). 7z, #— Fiffiz
EARIZ T — FHEL D /NS 0D, RIBARKR D EhERARTI
oM%Y LEFRICSINL T2 GFEIE»>, K
FHR). KEMARLO T — FR7IEFHCHEE IR S
ne 3L, KEEKOHEKICLEE L Tw 205 IEH
5.
BHATIEY FA VEOERY A XosKE e e, FAHN
A4 XL EEL YA XOEKREFIH L e 2 iko
G232 < 722 (Bertness 1980, Imazu and Asakura 1994,
Shih and Mok 2000, Yoshino et al. 2001). BIDFHHY L T,
Rigmrgsimaa, RRerilrs iz CLigsnsEl
EHE L 72 B 72 (Angel 2000, Yoshino et al. 2002), KJE
fEAfRIZY A XHBRSCIEGTHRHRD XA 7, F4 ZIZBfR
ZAHBEORIGYEL 20 5 5. MO THETO T+
HY ¥ BAYHA R iR A REEEOBRICOWT
BEIED Y 2 AT — 20372 { S DM S ELT & % 25,
SRIOFEETIIRIAMAER T 2 EIE A v 7 =0fi&
HIISTEFRLL TE D, 2O ¥ el > TRIEMEKER
WHFG LT3 AREMEIR S 5.

AT, 74V 7% K H Y MO RIBEKEL O
JRK Y LTKIEA =80 & 2 IR 2 Y TR 2 1T-
Tots, WA OHBEY ETEL BB KIFL T 30|
HEED H 5. KIEH=FLNOHEE Y LT3, fAFrE
2o, FMENFEEOTEICE 2 v & A Acanthopagrus
schlegelii, % F X A. latus 75X D 2 4 FH2 7 W7 7 Takifugu
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alboplumbeus, 7 71 A Dasyatis akajei E\>> 7127 F 0 7
Y EAVDFIHT 2 A e s T et antR
LT3 (HfBREEREY Y 2 — « b 2By
BERS 2000, TS - Ll 2012). & (ooD) &, JUNOT
BIERT 2777V 2 F A DML X 21T & -
TV EKNe LT, AHOENA YR~ TE Y, FRE
NEYI» S T FHY 7% FAVIERD»P> T3, Ll
76, HWBBF R EsTwd v ERIELR
Tz, TR R MERE e b KIEMER DS 2
L T2 DT (Kogaetal 2010), FFHY /¥ KA YD
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