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Structural description of social interactions in mice.

Katsunori Kato and Junshiro Makino (Institute of Psychology, University of Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305)

ICR/JCL male mice were isolated at 20 days of age or were reared in groups of three. After 47 (+7) days of
confinement in the experimental rearing conditions, the social interactions of three kinds of encounter pairs (i. e.,
group-group, isolate-isolate, and group -isolate) were observed in detail with the aid of a VTR system. Interactions
were described in behavior sequences and analysed in terms of the dyadic structure. It was suggested that the
structure of social interaction in group-group pairs was fundamental and was transformed into the other structures

obtained in the different encounter conditions.
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< A (Mus musculus) 2 BT HIREFAE ORE
i, GOHEEEAMITE A S A LA £ TR ICHI
IS THB Y, Valzelli (1973) 13, “[AMESIEERE
¥t (isolation syndrome)” & WIHIKEEIZ L T, #

NoE—LTWD., B Th, HIZR OIS EEER

Bl ryBMoMEK, RIEELMAmTHY,
FRIZDOWTHE L OWfger i abhTE 7. Rl
FBEOHOZ OB, PEVRELLZDIOTHY,
FHMENZ 7 ) -y FIFHEN TV BIIET
&% (Yen et al., 1959).

[REERTIC L o Tl AOBEEIHERT S
EDOERIZOWTIE, ZNFETW L OPDRHINL
TOHMRE SN TE7 BENEALLIE, HEW
TUA R, MED CABEEDEBRORMABES
DEREDLLHTOTIERVALEZ 5N (Binon
et al,, 1981; Scott, 1966). FRHEFIFEIAKRTIE, Zh
b DRFERICEED { WEATEI OWHILS, EFITHEL
TWiawnohrd Lhkw, LrLl, ZORSHIE, <
T A BWTIRGEHOW L WS T LA DR E
BEINLWI EARENSZY, BRICR - TS
OfFEEE T A M ER O b 246K ORREAS, Y
HOWMKEL/-OTIEIMESNLY) L2

B

1 KBRS, BRFISTAERE SCEVERIEIRE (—i

Bge (C) :57510036) DHFBHIZ X HHFFED—E
Th5b.

2, bLwiddLhoi (Einon et al, 1981;
Crawley et al., 1975 ; O’Donnell et al., 1981).

D H N AR, FRREE KOO RI
ESLEHDTHADH (Welch & Welch, 1969 ; Cairns,
1972). Cairns & Scholz (1973) &, Z OB
PHETBOIZAA L —arvidlb L, TS
WETBORBUIIRET S L) e iRE L.
W5k, HPREORICHTEMICL - THHIL,
Byh A WHFE L TEIRBfTEsE LI nwZ
TRHEL, ZOHERIELA. LaL, MERE
BRHNHED, WREES Nl L REOREMDORE
KeRTZ RSN, — R0 BRI O K
EHBMDOMAR L FBEOITLZ EIIDWnTIE, 5
B2sHEE SN Twb (Crawley et al., 1981; O'Don-
nell et al., 1981).

Banerjee (1971) % Goldsmith & (1976) #S¥g4%
LTWAB LI, WEREOHMKE W) RMFETIIR
BT BRI, BELTRbRATWnAIZh»hb
5%, HEHIHE—FEN TR, TOZ L,
) LB E Lo TEREIIDWTDRE & &%k
KLTWLEUDEDOBEBIZ R -sTnA. Lz
T, HEMIE—DOHFRNEE b s LR,
IR TR 2B EDLVDEODHETHS
LEZBMD LN,

LA Ladss, $iaid, & BoMmEDS kR
LOBRMERTAIELNNTELLHICE B, B2



46 REXFELHEHRE £85

LT, BRIZZ 5 TH o OIRBERT 20240/ O MRk
RMELEDORFIZL - THS SNHBEMORK
&, WEHD OSBRSS L TORBEHENIZES
BB LBHIC L > ThA-683NsFEiE, FE
DbDTHDH D, I RCBIILRUATOHE
A%, BIZHBEHEOMKOAICET O WEHNL L
BoTnaI b, FMIBITAFDOEEBLHEEL
THLELE, ZhodedFAENLDTHAH LI
B L#Ev., i+ sMue o tEzicdne
LIIHENTH D5, FERIITHE A, TESZVL
FHEITE Y TE LR BHELFETNETAIL
EPDICEEEDLNR, o TWAHE R RMNLHE
MALLBEXTELOTRZWES S . BERME L
Vo A, RADBEREDTITL LT
KWIZERI R b DTH LA, ZO—FT, 4 DH
ol EEHRET AT A L EN S
TLE)EWHIRBENEG LTS, T/, Thig,
FAOBFEEROFEREY, BRINWE FICREE
R ZE DRI LA T A EREY bFo T b,
LA CITHERERZI LG, JLKABDBEEICL 5
TRIM S T & 2R R YRR &, MEITEE
WL DEWIIROFTIBZEL, FOEERDT
92 &THb, RADETITobIRTIRS
Tz ki, My ZOMETEE VS BIR ORR
THLENCEDbNAE, £ LBk -7k
TOT, Frid, B EREGTTHEONE
B2 ERICLE, KETEXLEOTHY, L1)HEE
ZUEICETEERAI LD, HAEAITITIEL{L
ENLDTH 5.

HEE, WEROBH T H AR BT A E RO
BECEmT A, FOMEE, EEOZKRILNRZ ML
ERIC L > TRB SN, WRESFESIHOBE & 2%
5. BEORERE, NEFHGOL)LRKELREIE
W2 ED—RIE, £ LizRRdsarWikoE
B IBREORELAH LTI b ilhbe#
ZobNb, ThTR, FEHEVWHIBERIIDODWTIEE
ATHH )W Fahid, “HHRATEENLTW
AL RBT A E I ITHOREICR b
Lt Th B EERX B, 2 LRI,
HEL TV H»E ) »INMES LT, FHE &AL
FHEEI TR TnbIETHA.

IyaYvz b, 9 Lttt s rehic
WAL 5L, RITEICE2 BN CoTEiBgs
e, Wb A E—FFEMOY A N—47E)
HEFED B, FhIEDSWCTE % Flal L7,
L L, 16 2SHUZHEA DITENE O ARIERE D&
FEELTW AL, Zvad—-045 otk
Dol THAH., ZOT Lid, EREZEDOFHHAE

BETHRVWEW)ILEERLTVWEDbIITE W
A, {TEHELE, ERREEh L CAHEICEERE TS
DTHY, FhwEHR LTI, fixed action pattern
(FAP) dHIB—FUC#ES O R T o5 Tc& %
MofoTh A, [T8LVO BRI, Rk, K6
ECHFELI>T0WBELDRDOTHE. L2L, 20
&, fTEEB TS 2ORBEEEENDH B &
Vool e UOTLOEKRLLZW. FI2E, “ik
795" LI FTEEIZIE, “BRICZITLT, “BIEIC
D" LV BA TR —EDNEFCTE TR
TWaH, Zhid, RENLZEFEEVWI L E L
LR A TH L. RUTE R, 9 LofT
BOFRE L9 b DL, A ORMIPoTH5D
DTH A (van Dijk, 1980). HEAMIZTK L X, 1TE
RIS R 5.

EIAT, KIZLD “IRfTT A" OFITIE, RA
EERDE, T ANTRHOBE PHEELT
WL EWGAE. DEY, "BUATL, “FIHEICHES”
Lo ATEENS, WRATT AT LW HTEIEIICE
FRTWEDTHAE. L, FRENOTER*Z
NoOAEBIRICH - TEFRDILE, g ‘B
BiEE" L% (Miller et al., 1960).

4 lx, 2T “RYIHEE (sequential structure)”
EVIOIBATEAT LI LIZT B, FTEIRI DR
Lo )% “47ERF] (behavior sequence)” &
MR 50F, RVIREE &1, “TEIRTIOFB KT
DR L LTERSND., 12721, ZOHFICE
2HEHEHAZLICEELRTRIER SRV 5111,
RO RO THY, H21k, FhEBERT
LHMOBFETH 5. Bz L, FAP RHli—Kic
HEIIMEORETH Y, “IRITT A LW )17
BIGRENZANTH () & IgEokFE T
HoE, RAGZORIIEEL VITSICL T, §F
TEDOEREHT CELBTHEEKE, DE20HD
ELTHDED) LTI E A, S5 ICHEIC
i, 9 L7ZBIRWAHIZE 5T, EEOEBRSME
FTTHRESNLTEHEH 00 1 HOEED LI
BRI A e TE B (g, 1985). =
I LT8Rk %, 34 1, “ITBh oRE s Etah”
ERT BT LT B,

TEOWENTRELITH ) 7202, #hi)o
EEPLETH L. [TEIRFIOMFEE, L DM
DORJETH 5 L iFak_7-ith & d, ZIUTFEEN 2
BHTH-C, BRBHZEORATZEOT TAMTS
BT ARV, Fxid, @b a s EEL T,
TERFIOMT % RIS L W) BICES SE2IT
NERORVDTHL. NFEIIB W THIEDFH5H
NEFHOBEETH 5720 & FkE, RIIHEEERT
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72DITiE, SERBITCHRGZEOMIT 2 540
BB D, ZRTEANT PVZERNIE, TEIRRICL 5
TEEBWIOENEDTHA.

AR, ERFATEREGERATEEK, PRk
AERAGIBEERE RE, ERFATEEGRERE
BHEDOIHDIY v & — « RTIZBWTHEL S
HEATBOMENRE LT R, ZOMEEONL
gL, FhO 3TMORTECHERETAHZ
EERBME L [TEIRIZ 5T 570 O8N
FIT—HIZ "RYIGHT (sequential analysis)” &
I, Ficzvad-oaHCiclsnTirs.
—ZRIIGH L E - TH, ZOFHIELEICTE
Tu % (van Hooff, 1982) 7%, AR IZBWTiT,
Lehman & Adams (1977) & Morgan & (1976) %
£EZ |2 LT, 5 (first-order transition
analysis) & 7 5 & ¥ — 5 # (single-link cluster
analysis) #PFH L7z, 29 LARAGE®®R - 720
oL, THETIRERVA, LIS~z L Sz, 2
HHORT 2 R ORTIEE R T LT, &4
LRETHLEZEZOND. B, ZTITOHTI,
TERFN ZHEE TS 2 00T L VK5 “W%
5| (dyad)” AR AZEILE o TiTbNHD
T, ZOREREONLRYINE 2RI 3RS
(dyadic structure)” &#§ A LUz F72,
HiE EORILZRT L0012, TERE2EL LD
TR “r 5 Ay =" LIRUY, HEOK, 1TEE
BELTHGZoNBITERERHTHI EIZLT .

B &k

HERF FUEARF LHERBMERBCHRES K
72 & 72 ICR/ICL =7 Z D H1SIEAH W H - &
fEfAi, 2084 CHEFL S h, EMFEFRAETHERF
BEE, MRS E B Ra A B R, ERAER
Rt PEEE A E ER o 3 FEHOMARI, 6LTD S
U FAZIRY 5 b,

B EMFFTHIC25X17X 12em, [BEESFE A
25X13X12cm, FTEYBHEIRIIZ50X26 X 20em®D 7T A
Fo 78y A VPRV RESES A 0L
T, R—RiCL > THET N, 74 TAOHEEK
WAEE SR Z v & ) B X /e, £H, Rkt
RET AV OFREWEC, FIZidAF 7 o8h
n, 8, K7 F) 75z en/z SIE5r400
EREEIZ 1 T b, SEERAEE, HiLvty
PADASTzr A VI SN, 1 HBEI, ik
HESNGmM oh, KidHtEz b o LD ik
2N #FE A VIE4e T, L-D : 1000-22000
MBEA&METICH 5 EREOMIZIE~S N7,

TEYRER 7 A 2%, ARz y - Vs 4+

oh, EHISFIERZLDTERRBET )L
WO L > TEFIIGITL A T2, WhiE
FTLWRELEHT7 2 UVBOEIZITLN, K2
HE T A4 PR F 7 XhgEhns.

BEZmMA T, THEREDNLDIZVIR ¥ A5 4

(BRAT;F2aF NV VY-A4TS, ¥EF+5—7L
I—%—;+3a}+INV-8030, 5% - ¥ 1M <v—
. FOR.A VTG-33, EF 4+ E=¥%— ;v =—
PVM-170vs) A¥H S hiz.

FEE MR, EEMEEEFRIL VT
T, MREESIHRAIEHMT, 47 (£7) BHEAT S
h7:. Z2otk, HETBHBEORBEIC, B¥r(4Y
~OBILD 70, SEEE, HYYICL -T2l
ST ONIBREF 4 PO—FN1LFDANSN,
1REHRE SN B, BSEr 4 I~ AT SR
i, BRI DD—F 2 TR AFL Y T
W= X o THTe b 7=hs, ZOW, MFliE%EL
{FTBLDIL, =7 Ener o EERLEH 24
TIZ¥ohi,

THBER, BEY 4 V~0BHL T2 bn/z A
DB HDIBVEAEN, LRSI Nz, ETHESNS 2
A, BIfLEERR, B8Esr M JiIcAhoh, 109
B D pE SN, FLT, FOH204H,

Kb LN 2 AEORTHETEA VIR ¥ X
T AL o TR S N

S EERR%, BAESKAETAREEMCE
YL LIt y, EPTEEASHE SN H
HkEIZdH 725 Tid, Grant & Mackintosh (1963)
*>van Abeelen (1963) 3 & UF van Oortmerssen (1971)
B BEICUTHRE LR, fICLUT o4
MHW SN, 1) leaning-against-wall; . H EAY 5
T A TVOBELZFEY 2 5B, 2) rearing; BT
B2 CHRIETAYDL EDSD, 3) sniffing: 7
A VDOBERK I X, HAHEZERIZENTEBE
ETIZAZARICEH» T, 4) locomotion ; FUNE % H
Wi B REROBE), 5) digging ; MY THE, 6)
retreat-like-locomotion ; #& % & L C retreat {2 7% -
T L ¥ 9 locomotion, 7) pausing ; —lDEl, 8)
odd-face-washing ; EIZ. LI % A%, OTICHIFO
B2 L CHlA { B9, 9) stationary posture ; It
BHFEVERE, 10) face-washing ; PEEEEN{E, 11)
grooming ; B AWVEIE, 12) turning : F DY T
DG HREROETE, 13) touching ; AT CHIF (2 fih
N5, 14) crawling-under ; #HFDE T IZH D AL,
15) licking ; #HFDORELELZ VW LOOREH% 20 5,
16) nosing ; & CTHFIIMMN 5, 17) following ;
B FE B B, 18) social grooming: A F 2T 5
grooming, - 19) approach;{# ¥ & {F, 20)
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leaning-against-opponent ; leaning 72\ L rearing L
TWABMHFIZF Y 225, 21) rooting; clawling-
under L7z C, HFLMLCHBEHZES, 22)
evading ; #1FE» 5 F %51 <, 23) social rest ; I8
W% o THE 2 T8k RE, Hidfkeoh,
HizfAL 65N Twab, 24) lateral attack ; HHFE DM
WIZIE L, BBLWAKRELLHIZLT, HFOR,
aiE, B OB %~ biting 2177 ), 25) de-
fensive upright ; ¥ 5 EAYY, FEER 2 HFIZHLT,
B R E oo THF LRI THA DTS, 26)
facing ; MFDH I A MIT S, 27) fighting ;
FERMEICRAUIRES, 28) wrestling ; 2 {EEAH—
K& 5T AIFES, biting, kicking & te, 29)
sideways-defense ; fiFICIE T L, ExHE5
LI IR A ORI % LU, EHER R HFEOFIZMIT 5,
kicking, biting% & s, 30) boxing; L EATH,
BB ESARD, B THFEEZIT D, 31) attack ;
HAFIZE Y A5, biting &, 32) biting ; 1K
Ao, MBETHEULBEDOATIELS, 33)
kicking ; B CHF LB, BB TELLBED
HFCEk L7-, 34) incomplete upright ; F /5% Uit
WHT DRI ARIZ DWW T B REEL R E LR, 35)
offensive upright ; ‘FHFIZIEAF L, incomplete up-
right 22 SR EZHEOF ML L TRUDH 525,
attack IZIXE 5% vy, 36) upright ; B L8, 37)
fixing ; AHF D J7 ~GHEL % 17V 7o B0k L%, 38)
freezing ; M- ¥ 5, 39) sideways-attack ;
HFICAEE S5 L, WFO, %k, BES~
biting #4779, 40) side-display ; HFIZ k% 4}
DHIZENTT, ElA LRI, HHVIEZNETH
T 5, 41) retreat; H F A b & 0 B, 42)
mounting ; HEDEH NS F ) » 25, 43) sub-
missive upright ; B2’ & &, FEHERAS L X
1220, BESEIFHINTEEIKRICRA T DT
LE) A, EEOupright L B4 5, WEIKEE R
5, 44) facing-and-upright ; T O F I HEK % M)
V} % & [FELZ upright (272 5, 45) chasing ; #HF %
BVDT 5.

ZOFTEEICETE, VARV - H Ty
sk, 2EEOHEATEIAITEIEBSI L LT
SRSz, ZOXHILT, 1HEEOMAEEICD
&, BEAENRTIA6 K, HEBRTIA3AE LN
A, B, SEEOBEENRIICEEINIETO
HHOMBERERETHIEPBOTCH LI o7
7o, BRELFLAEROGHHLIIBNEELE 2
Iy ESWAS

1BRDEENRFNL, MRS 5 2 >DTEIEE
LYW AWFRFN A S, BIREICHERITHIAME

WE Ntk SHOMAEEEIZT—NEN. 728
L, EMREOEEETIE, AEEGOREZ LM
KOF—5 %7 N$hE, FREROBEDEER
BRENTLE) ZE2HMONTVWAEDT, KREE
TRmMEOT— 73R4 ICT D 5N,

UEDFIEIC L - TAROBERBITHIGH S I
A5, FNHE TNV LIHEBITYICOWT Y IR
% —44F (Morgan et al, 1976) »f7Zbh /.. #
DR, FUEILROFIHEICL > TEH SR, T4
bbb, EEEIBIE 7~V L HERITHD 4T L j
T, L jFlOBEREREL I, | 02ToME
B (2L i) oW RS, THEESIHEE O
EHRATENRL L FDE L L.

BB, FITCHROLNII IR —IZHDNT A
BMOMEBITHIN T LB SN, ThoFEHEIN
72 HERBATHNZ Y U CHERE 9 HT (Lehman & Adams,
1977) ASERA SN Thbh, FHEBITHIZ2X2
OITFNCE L DETELICL-C, HBLAE2TO
WRFNCH LT XHRED T b b Lz, &t
YN DFRERE # IR CEIL Z L0 X o CHER
g sh/sz, LT, UTO3DnHKMERGH/-
FHRERTNC & o TITBIE 2z 0 1) 35
REEEAEE (X% P<.05) THoHIE, 2)
R >1.1, 3) AREEZ6 ERWER, Mk
stREEE), AR =3 (LR IEEE 0L FIE & & fE
R ) .

# R

Fig. 11, 79 2% —H5itOFRZRIEIRET
H5H. HUE.72TY - 2354, HEOTHE &
3D IRy - LE—OITERIL Y RA1TED
2525 -0, MOy 52 —IESNT.
Table 112, BHEOTHHELELIEDIr T2 —
OHRABENFFTLENTWE, 2T, bt
“individual (I)”, “approach-and-nosing (AN)”,
B XU “fighting (F)” LRI EI2T 5. FEIMANE,
ZFNENDOF THAH. Table 2121%, FHi2lBEs
NI200 D7 25 —hS, FNENOWES LI
AFENTWAS, 7527 —1IZETENLTEIRI,
F—Tv 74—V FETHESND, TOEHL,
MWEERELEE LEWLDILE s TEDLNTWY
B, FRIIM LT, 79 A% — AN 3 EEDOELRE
DA RBZATEHENC L o THBR I T 5.
B85, 79 2%—F BHBHEOHNT, 5K
BIZREE LTRSS CELTEMOAEREAT
Wa.

Fig. 213, EFRHEAD 7 5 2 ¥ — 1 RFiE% %
RTATERARTH S, Hidr 9 Ay —%, KA
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Fig. 1 Dendrogram of behavior in the encounter scene.
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Fig. 2 Dyadic structure of behavior in the encoun-

ter scene for the grouped animals whose
partners are grouped.

IR —HOWBEENFIRLTEY, Mok
&, BIUKRHOKSIR, £79RX9—LFN5
DEOHERDEREEDOILEE ZhFnEb LTW
5., BEMERTI, 7925 —-1L252%—
AN DERRIEE L 2 6 OB OHEBBEESEEICK
&L, LobZoWBERFRETHY, O
BE -AN A, ERBHMERIOMETHO, Whidd
LEBRLTWS, ZLT, ZOI-ANEEORY 12
75 A% —FA & FlH 5585 H5% FA-FI 575
ETAH OB, 79251525 ANICES
—HHEORBEER LTS, /2, 7525 —
REW, 79 A% —-1BLUF ERNFRAEOHRES
FoThh, FE30WAMBELHBHELTVL I
RZ5B. 85I, 75A%¥—MBLUDU I, 2
FRAY — AN ERHE ORI & o TRHETRT S
NTBY, 7525 — AN OFIEE 2K L T
5.

Fig. 33, WMEXIREED 7 5 2 5 — 3 RE & %
RYTERNECTH 5. ERIEFOMEE & T
B, REHOTREEC B B2 EATEOREAH S
B ThHAY). ot AN &, HK%RELTHE
FETEN, 7525 — ANDBIPLRYPIEL 5T
5. bbb, RHE#ECTIE, 7925 — AN S



Behavior items included in each cluster.
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Table 1.
1.
2
3

Cluster I

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)

1)
2)
3)
4)

leaning-against-wall (LE)
rearing (R)

sniffing (S)

locomotion (L)

digging (D)
retreat-like-locomotion (RL)
pausing (P)
odd-face-washing (F ?)
stationary posture (SP)
face-washing (FW)
grooming (G)

" turning (TU)

. Cluster AN

touching (TO)
crawling-under (CU)
licking (LI)

nosing (N)

following (FO)

social grooming (SG)
approach (A)
leaning-against-opponent (LO)
rooting (RT)
evading (EV)

social rest(SR)
lateral attack (LA)

. Cluster F

fighting (F)

wrestling (WR)
sideways-defense (SWD)
boxing (B)

Fig. 3 Dyadic structure of behavior in the encoun-
ter scene for the isolated animals whose
partners are isolated.

BORENEL B oTWBEDTHA. F7z, FA-FI
HELEMLTWAE, 75 A7 —FAH»DL FINE
L—HAMHERIED ) VA, 2 5AF—-FAN
JEXL, 795257 —1LOBIIHhERYKELNHR
HERLTROLIICL->TE. ZLT 75 2R
¥ —FliL, 279RA%— ANICTIR ARSI I AT -1
~N—FNZHER TS, 0% ), B9 HEE FA-FLIE,
FNEEITKREL D ERBC, 77AF—1ILH
VRABDY FAY — ANNER T L0 L) i
LLTCOBEERLTWA. E6I7, IR —

Table 2 Twenty clusters obtained by single-link -cluster analysis.

individual (I)

facing (FA)
fighting (F)
attack (AT)
biting (BI)

kicking (K)

W 0 NN O Ul AW

—
o

approach-and-nosing (AN)
defensive upright (DU)

incomplete upright (IU)
offensive upright (OU)

11 upright posture(UP)

12 fixing (FI)

13 freezing (FR)

14 sideways-attack (SWA)
15 side-display (SD)

16 retreat (RE)

17 mounting (M)

18 submissive upright (SUB)
19 facing-and-upright (FU)
20 chasing (CH)
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RE DB LE->TETWA. 75 X% —RE I,

7S5 AY—FhbINED, Ph)RE—FHak
DEBORHEIZ R > TWE, MAT, 7 FRAF —
FORMBIZBREBRBARI o TWAH, 75
¥ — CH, AT, BIZSHHL, #Tb27 72X %—CH

i, 79 A —F ERHTMBEOHEBTERIKET

FnTBY, FRH4DDIFTAF—iE, B&EDD
WA YE F-CH-AT-BL# o L TWwWab., 75 &
¥ — AN ORFIOEED T8 LTBY, 79
¥ —1U, UP, FRAHBELTWAE. ZDHTY,
25 2A% -0 L UPIE, 79AF%—ANHHF~
Er—HAEREOD#EL TS, —K, 7
FAY—FRIX, 7 5AF— AN#BI«@ Pt
BEBOPHSE L 2o TWAE. ZIZT, Fig. 90
LR EHOTALE, FANEEIOEBET
7 5 XA ¥— AN O J& L H #% IU-UP % & T
F-CH-AT-BI ##E~EY), #5AF—RE 24 LT
MO I-AN ~NR 5, —HEOMEIEK © B¢
ZEMNTESL, #LC, ZOMHEBKRICEHSHEE
FA-FI 2MA72d 07, Wl EEOMHETE 2
KOETHLEEZA.
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Fig. 4 Dyadic structure of behavior in the encoun-
ter scene for the isolated animals whose
partners are grouped.

Fig. 4 121%, ERHEEEORBEEME A O RFI#EE
PRENTV A, EFHEF O RTIEE & B3
bL, BBHEE -AN-FA-FI-RE IX, 7 9 A ¥ —
AN 725 RE NDOHEBFE L TWE Z & 2 KITIE,
FMETH5H. FAERGEFAL T 5EH RO
HEL BT A &, I-AN-FA-FI-RE#EICEHLCE
z i, AN, FA-FIEES KA SR TWDLL
HiERL->TWA, FA-FIBENHEEEL LT
WMEIXEbITWAL, V5AF—REIL, 75X
¥ — AN oL—hFRAEOHEBE ST LKL, 75
Ay —1LORFMEHER LR - TVE. Ll
O KREREWE, 75AF%— AN LF ORIIZHE
LTWh, 79AF—FRAVFTZAF— AN b 1
ADOFHEE LTHEELTWAHEIRFEI L TH 555,
EBERIENLETTH D, Flcr I A5 - 0U,
SD, SAHHEIL, 792 %— UPFEELTWS
L2d, 752%—10, OUW, 9% — AN &
BEMEOHBTHEBICHE T LI, 252

—JUDS0U #BTSDICESL, —HHHOR
BEHRLTWEY, 7527 —FIZ#BTHZ
LBV, IR —FRFEECASLLEY, 2

1\\

®

Fig. 5 Dyadic structure of behavior in the encoun-
ter scene for the grouped animals whose

partners are isolated.
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FRAE—SAHBTLIOATH Y, WEHETHEEEC
BWTRONAZZ 5 A% —RE~ND, HirhhkExwn
—HAEOHERIIE kbR TS, 7525 —
SAW, 77A5%—-SDEMNMLTZIA¥— AN &
BAMMEDHR 2H-TEBY, 7 9A5—CH, AT
EMITNES LB EREL T A, oS
F-CH-AT-BI D@ bE 2, 795 2% —SA B
FAY—FORNE2HBEOTHB LI THHH,
HxtRBECR Oz L D &, FANEE2LS
F-CH-AT-BI ¥, 75 A% — RE ##&CI-AN#
ENRLRELRBRBIIRBT I L TE LW
Fig. 5121, REXIREEO%EFREADOT AT
PPN TS, FEEGTZE L T2 EEHER
D& L BT 5 &, EB5- & I-AN-FA-FI-RE i,
7 FAY—FA DL AN ORI HFEELRVEY
B, &<REcHs. /7, 75X5— AN P
LOHBIBMOTRESINTVAELB TS, L
LD, MO TIIRELRERENSEL TV A,
RO BEMLD®E WL, 75 A5—SUBOHBRIZL S
TH768NTnh. 252A%—-SUBIW, 75 A
Y —FARIZUDE S DDI SRy —h oLl e S
FTBY, ZOHIHLOIRI—FAETH L. R
BEOKOCHEELILBRLTALE, 7525
SUB X, FNOLDEIZBWTY 5 A% — AN A
HEOTW, INERZSAY —~DFIEERE NI
BErERLA, WhiEE L) MEY HHTW
BEICRRB. 77 A5~ FR OMIEDS I ICHR
oTWh, 7525 — ANDE I ~DOHHETH
HZEEEDLY WA, 75 A& —SUB, U~
BIyLusSREA, 85612, EFMENOHETR
b7zy A% —DUDMILTWES, B
FHIZBELY, 7525 —F poliBi2, 75
2%~ SUB~NERET /WIS 2A%—1U 24 LTH
BYDH, 79525 —-FEFEFIINEL, 752
¥ —1U 26 RENEDL—HFHEORKIZMET S
i, WMESRELFLTh LA, EoHEE
F-CH-AT-BL iZ I ITELEIWCHE L, EREED
PR AEAE PR D 3 R, SRS B RRIEAFTE L T,

2 =

7 AY =5 & 5 C, individual, approach
and-nosing, 3 & U fighting & \» 9, EHOITHR
REL3ONs IR —AELR. FREhDY
I Ay~ DRFR, KehInE CHBIICTR 5
TELTHOHEEIFEIM#E - Tz, KRBT
HAwbhizs 7 25 =GB A80EE, 178
BRI ORI T S IZETWTB Y, ZOFRRIL, Fi
DEBHIRT I S TERY EORFEAR S Tn

BT EERHELTVD, HoHVidHils, b LEAD
BEEMZDEL TR o TWAEDLR S, 9 LR
B & - THL I SRR, TR
FOMRBEHLTLIDERBELTVWEO0b Lk
Wy,

WSO EIZHE L T, ERXER O RT]
BT EAEEL R 2L, E&UEORE2T2 5
TAbLE, TR LECAE T 5 HEaA X
%% 9 A%— (I, AN, FA, FI, RE) X951
S, DR ORER R STV L I 5.
BRUEDERTHFEH ST TWEDIE, LLA”DOT
PNRLETB/NE R 525 — X DA TEEET
37’)07:.

LA L2d s, LEEEICd BIREWERILERS
Nz, WREEXTIRE T, FA-FIHEN Y 24— 1
PHAN NEDR YD, TICERLDPDDPEEIC - T
Wi, ZOFRFEE, BEEESHERICERL TS
MR A O Z LT AL o TWAH I L EFE
bLTWBEEZLND., EHITHERLMLED S
b6, FA-FIHEIZBWT, %6 3/ 28R
—EEa 7Y MIHAEESTHRVAD LA
7w, F72, 75 A% — 155 RENOHEBIED
hTw/izzed, COMREESITINSG. 727
A5 =16 RENDHEBEHLLWHZ LIF, H
FHIEEII W T L BGRITE R LT b e
ZEERLTWA., ThiTIE, ITEIHE OEFE L,
FHULMBIHBELL R, D0, REEEAK,
MFEOE L TRBERITENELNZVOTHY, HS
DITE EFMEROGFEEITIG R CHHM L TwaE 2 &
DBRBDTH 5.

T/, EFREEOREEKTE, 925 -
AN 5 RE ~NOHEBHFHBL 7. i, HFEIZ
BELTLEDICES»AEANHLZ LERLT
W5, KIFETIE, 79 A% — REIlflee DFES D
EINTBY, ok, HFIOESWTIIRITA L
WHFERERLRTWEE s THOEVR D LI
v, ZORIE, E5IXONTELEND LV, B
BT RRBE L 3BV OR S 2 REHEA OITEME N 22 5
EZDHE, TP VAREMLRFERTHL EED
na.

TEEEICOWTR S L, EMTEME, Fhis
RETEAE LWV &V ) TR SR, Bk
Ml BROHEE F-CH-AT-BI OETE & 2 OME %
EUHEELARBOEEIL L - THEMSIT S Rk
—7, SEEEETE, WEEAS X OERBERD
B, FhenfEHEdimEs L ORI ERORE
HEOERE LTIRALN:.

B e ERICBIET AL X, RABBALRI R



IIEE - B < R BT B BT O RSk 53

B[ THW BT THL. LorLads, #9L
TRERNESRE, AMICERIL S VIR ) EERE
FORNTIMEEAR . TB) O ERETE O B i
i3, BEEOEBICL > THZORAITEE VI
ZOBFE, BRAWEFHREOL LT, TELHHED
EFRLL, MIEKMEZBF—7 L LTI
5.

) LIBE,IORL &, AFRIZIZE { ORI
PRI N E1E, HEFBHORLWAE CH S
BRI OB E LT hb TR v . E 212,
RO NG5 WA, 1TEIRFI O R~ D57 %
THIZLTwAELDIL, LY EHIZELRE 2 TRT
ZEMWTERV, FE 3T, RIBEDOFRR, Rt o
RERFHTTHRONEEMORBICE LT, &
WL T2 HEDPTRE v, 418, Ferld, 2 L7
M Z O LT oM LTI R ITRIER S v
H59.

5 B X ™

Banerjee, U. 1971 An inquiry into the genesis of
aggression in mice induced by isolation. Behaviour,
40, 86-99.

Cairns, R. B. 1972 Fighting and punishment from a
developmental perspective. In Cole, J. A., & Jensen,
D. D. (eds.), Nebraska Symposium on motivtion. Lin-
coln: University of Nebraska Press. Pp. 59-124.

Cairns, R. B., & Scholz, S. D. 1973 Fighting in mice:
Dyadic escalation and what is learned. Joumal of
Comparative and Physiological Psychology, 85,
540-550.

Crawley, J. N., Schleidt, W. M., & Contrera, J. F.
1975 Does social environment decrease propensity
to fight in male mice ? Behavioral Biology, 15,

© 73-83.

Einon, D. F., Humphreys, A. P, Chivers, S. M., Field,
S., & Naylor, V. 1981 Isolation has permanent
effects upon the behavior of the rat, but not the
mouse, gerbil, or guinea pig. Developmental Psycho-
biology, 14, 343-355.

Goldsmith, J. F., Brain, P. F., & Benton, D. 1976
Effects of age at differential housing and the dura-
tion of individual housing/grouping on intermal
fighting behavior and adrenocortical activity in
TO strain mice. Aggressive Behavior, 2, 307-323.

Grant, E. C., & Mackintosh, J. H. 1963 A comparison
of the social postures of some common laboratory
rodents. Behaviour, 21, 246-259. ’

TNEE ekl 1985 vy XA DATEIOATIMEE

PR KPR FE L EN s LR 3

Lehman, M. N,, & Adams, D. B. 1977 A statistical
and motivational analysis of the social behaviours
of the male laboratory rat. Behaviour, 61, 238-274.

Miller, G. A., Galanter, E., & Pribram, K. H. 1960
Plans and the Structure of Behavior. New York
Holt, Rinehart and Winston.

Morgan, B. ]J. T., Simpson, M. J. A, Hanby, J. P, &
Hall-Craggs, J. 1976 Visualizing interaction and
sequential data in animal behaviour . Theory and
application of cluster-analysis methods. Behavionr,
56, 1-43.

O’Donnel, V., Blanchard, R. J., & Blanchard, D. C.
1981 Mouse aggression increases after 24 hours of
isolation or housing with females. Behavioral and
Neural Biology, 32, 89-103.

Scott, J. P. 1966 Agonistic behavior of mice and rats:
A review. American Zoologist, 6, 683;701.

Valzelli, L. 1973 The “isolation syndorome” in mice.
Psychopharmacologia (Berl.) 31, 305-320.

van Abeelen, J. H. F. 1963 Mouse mutants studied by
means of ethological methods. I. Ethogram. Geneli-
ca, 34, 79-94.

van Dijk, T. A. 1980 Macrostructures. Hillsdale, N.
J. : Lawrence Erlbaum Association.

van Hooff, J. A. R. A. M. 1982 Categories and sequ-
ences of behavior: Methods of description and
analysis. In Scherer, K. R., & Ekman, P. (eds.)
Handbook of methods in Nownverbal Behavior Re-
search. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Pp. 362-439.

van Qortmerssen, G. A. 1971 Biological significance,
genetics and evolutionary orgin of variability in
behaviour within and between inbred strains of
mice (Mus musculus). Behaviour, 38, 1-92.

Welch, B. L., & Welch, A. S. 1969 Aggression and
the biogenic amine neurohumors. In Garattini, S.,
& Sigg, E. B. (eds.), Aggressive Behaviour. Amster-
dam: Excerpta Medica Foundation. Pp. 188-202.

Yen, C. Y., Stanger, R. L., & Millman, N. 1959 Atar-
actic supprssion of isolation-induced aggressive
behavior. Archives Internationales de Pharmacodyna-
mie et de Therapie, 123, 179-185.



