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=25

Bx, WA HE L Tl — P 2R LITEIT 288, Thbb Y
=L aviENEAELTWS, ZORNRBEOZr — L2 Mb RS, AR
DYt WMEOHLLEHOH L VS LIRIEVWA T — VTERITH S, FESF—> 3
VIIATEYE, AR, EERAOBED S FEICIIZE I N T E 7203, R A7 —
FETF—=2avilEDI I BEEELEZ L0200 TIR, REL L DERMPEI N
TWw5,

K SLTIE, W=V R Z W7 FEBRZE L T, v AL 5 22 1] A
T=NTEDLIZFEET IR L7z, —MNRERLX — LD N— v Tk
ELOHTITRESE L 2ER3 A — FLDON— v AR AR W T, 2 DDA — )L TH
BNY =2 LT, ZOfGH, EEWE, MR, BRI & ofiEic s
WTHHE R AERDPBIER I N, i, —STORBE TORERDMBTT TOFE 2§
52 EDHERI N, TUT~ T ADEL D A7 — NV OED & B OGS % E L
TV IEZRBRL TS, EERZENZ L1, ZOFEHMRIEIFRITIE AR, &
B 7 B9 B T ISR LT ze,

KRFLF, N— v R D2 A — VL SBIE S & SR = BB I 5 2

% 558 7 SR PRERIVICIRSR. BRGEE L 72 W1 DIFETH 5,



&

118D FET—>3>

. BRBEICHEET 28252 o0, BEERCIEICHE S L THR
EREZEL. THT 28 N02R->Tw5, Z0kOICZ, BODMED?S HiEE 72 %
HS ECEET2RNDBNETH 2, ZOTEHIFaeRFFESF =L a v IR
., BYHBEGFTE ETAAIRTHD, ZEALTRTOFYICE L THBIEINS
EWVWI)ETARENTH B, FEF— a vRENIZ, BIEE 2 2 HUE ECoMBERE
CRBETH D, FEF— 3 v ORMES I CHRA B EHABE L S5,

Redish iICk % &, o WBDOFES—> avid, ZOEMS G TUTD
50DA 73 =I5 I N5 (Redish, 1999),

e Random navigation : Z DL )L TlZ, B HED T30 D R
Z—UIEHE T, MERICREZER T2, DF D, BIWIIRE D
W2 Fi72 9127 & M TEI L, HENCEARTNE T 2 Al H %,

e Taxon navigation : Z DBERETIX, BPIZEEOMEZME L, 2D
A>T, ZoFES—> a vidk, HENLEFI0 D ot
DBHEERICFE D O CTEEWICHEICHD? ) 2 2R ET 5,

e Praxic navigation : Z ZTlx, BWIFNARDEHRZH I, —#HD
HE) S — v 2 W THBRICHET 2, ZoFrEr—avid, Y
D3HE) 2 BAG 9 5 Hor OfriE & HEEDAERIRD—E TH 255512 D
AEINT B,

e Route navigation : Z DL ~)LTlE, BIIEEOMEERICNT S
AL —HOEB) Y — v 2 flAGbE THEICHET 5, Taxon &
Praxic % ##{NIFE RO LB EF Z %,

e Locale navigation : ik b#H#7%F ¥/ —> a v DOJZRET, EYIIERE
DOHIKZERL L., A2 & HEDNERRD & HEAZIET 57200
— k2T 5,

COFEICENT, TNEDEREFES = a VIBEMETRELRDD L 5,
Taxon navigation &, FrEDRMBERFNFET SN THENWLY FLFES =2 a v
ThHYH., BHEPEBNLZEMIEG S Rons, JiULEERE SIENS 2 LE23H
%, —Ji7T, Praxic navigation [ZAITHHZ H W, HOICERE S N2 EHRD &
Tifrhbi s, Zd Egocentric (H2HOLN) eSS —ravidbsEbit, 7v b
(Whishaw, 1998), < > \F (Patel et al., 2022), ¥ X7 7 (Miiller and
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Wehner, 1988) % &2l L LTZIF 6 s, Zio OEYIIEL SN 715, B4
g Ao TR ZHER L, FiMoL— b ZREE L CEBRWICHIIF 2882 K
D, INGOEYNIMEA LT EEREZGEL, 2o 22X PLELTRELAD
HTHTOMIE L ROMEDRZEIET 5, £/, KEofEeHEERzZ Hv»
TINGDIEREMIET 2BIHADERZH L2 EHH D, DX RlmHiae
J11% Praxic Navigation ®—#l & % 2 5415, Locale Navigation 1%, A7z 5 23—
RICA XA =T 2=y avidgbiiwEETH S, COFES—>a T
. B3 EREE D TR, ZIMANICKESE S 5 (Tolman, 1948), sBKIMLEIIX, B
BNOBENCEIT2ETLTHY, EOHHPL EDL)ICBEITS I L TRED
Bt~ T 202508 5, ZORAMKIOEEIC LD, BIZHCOME L HEE
DMEDIERZIEIC, 2HMORESRL—F2ERTE2IENTEZLEEZLNT L
%, ZORAMIXIZ, HICYMNZRGATOMERRZ T TR, 205 OEPTICE
T AREERPHERL EL 2 L TE, BYDERENTX D RN ORI THE)
T25D%MF %, Locale Navigation 13, EMALBRE T cCoOEEL Sy —>a v
B2 Bk L, B o=k IeilE o E MmN 28 d, Afz&T8% <
DEHEFINRZDIYA TDFEF—vavzHuTwid tEiIonTE), 21U
F o THMLBEEEICE W TOIIRNICHBICEET 5 2 &3 TE 5,

FES =y a v AT 2EIR N E LT o lEPHTRLOBRET 2 R
RKIHBRICHLE 23T, 2 22 0ICRR T 21781038 6 1T 5 (Eilam, 2014),
COPRIE THA—LR=2 ) EWFFEN, Z 2 TIEEBEMOZ EOREZTENR S
2, o WBIIHA RBREICE» NS L, F—LAXRX—20 6 BRKkL R RREE %
O, RAEHNCIE R — L R=ZANREZTHZ#DIRT, ZOfEDIKELZ@EL T, 8
VIIBRBEOEREFH L TwE EEZONS, F—LX—ADFEE, BYoFE
F—=ra ICBOWTHELRZEZ R L Cwd EEZONS, o, YR, §HE
R RS 2L BIHEEOFEX —> a vicBWT, BROEZED 5 DI
o TWw3 ERDLNE, DX REIKIE, BHBREIEIG L., SRR T
HDHEELTELLTEREEZON, FES =Y a v 12 %5 LCcHEER
Az~ L Tw%, F—LX—2AZHHT 2 I & T, UYEILRLIE o REZ
BRL, 2HL-ERE2. P—LAR—RICHS>TEA - AT L8 TE 5, Z
T XD, BEICE T 2 H A DOAE S HEHUS OAERR 2 X D ZIRICBE L |
FETS—=Y avoFEER EIE 5 EDHEEICK S,

Nz &QEYIE, FFOBRED & OBREEHRS H CICRE S N EHZ I
AL THAZEEL, 2R 27.00fT8 2T LN TES, ZhzdiT
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57011, HEMER L HODOMEORRMEZIEEL ., @k L—Fz2itE T 57
DD AT LDWMNICHFET 2B BH D, TDY AT LITHRLR LB A7 —)Lic
WIS LT 208NH 5, HlZIE, FEOHDOL XL SHOHFDL X)L FTHHE
R B2EMA T = VICHIGTE 2P RDSNE, a7 ) LCHAED I > I,

FRPZIYGDEL DFL v F A — bV A= —D %P, BN EZSILORDE
¥ XA =ML A—=F—DERTOFES = a VDA TH D I EDHISNTVWS

(Geva-Sagiv et al., 2015), Z#ux, 2416 OEYE 7 B3R — ) IZHIE T %
FRAMX, ZFf>oTWwW3 2 EZRBLTVS, LaL, BB EnLkHicL Tz
NOHEL ZRMA T — IV OBAMK 2 D HFZ D0, $ZNoBED K ) ITH
LTI TR, BELL CBRBIHTS 5,

1.2 ZREIDBMARSR

iz, ZZREEICEESG T2 L 3N L O OBEOMENFE R I
TWwb, &2, BEICEET 280, TSz EE, LEN25ED
ZHEW L, PomBEIcB LT, BRENOREDHA» S B vF X — L
DINIZ H B D30E LT B BBICIEEIT 2 Z L 23505 T % (O’Keefe and
Conway, 1978), Zo O&Fildi:, H 3 B O IGE) CEIY) O 47iE % 1B
RUTEL7D, MAD GPS L LTHERBL TWwa EEZNTWS, £, Wl
LN I & 21l BREENISSATE O FIROZEWT 2K L. Bioiz
DI DIEMIZE L 7B CF kT % (Hafting et al., 2005), Z D X 9 k&1l
k. ZOHIANN Y — v 250 U CTHRES % EOMREBRZIEEL Tnwa &
NTw»3, s DIEFMEORZERTIZ, Bty F A= X— Lo
FIcH -2 2 LS I N T\ 3% (Brun et al., 2008), &1l & SArflaIx. =
NZNDRRIAN 72 AL EBIR PRV R E D S EH I LT w0 5, il 255
FBEOEDICHEN e N Z R TH B DI L, Sl OZRE B ICEL <
LT 252 T %5, 2O Eho, KD 7 F LGl D Z %
2T 2RI TH 2 L) BEZBRBIN T3 (Moser et al., 2015; Solstad
et al., 2006), L#2>L., EHFEDHETIE, FEEBRIED <7 2 2B T, Glido
ZRW OO ZRE X D bR F#ET 5 2 £ (Langston et al., 2010), B &
OGAHIIED & 7'V % FRG T CRIuEAMRT % L, Tl > 7 F v k9
TR D Y — v psBiinng 2 & (Dordek et al., 2016) 23M@iEZE Sz, T 6 DI
Fd, WSS > 7 F Vi X o TER S v, 808D £ L H
S SR 2 E AR 2 S L T 3 aJeE %2 R L CTw» % (Stachenfeld et al.,
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2017), 22k B 5-9 2 i & L Cix, Snfiiae Hliez2 i ¢k <.
iz b R4 R HEHOMIMEIWIZE STV 5, Bl 20X, SRR L, B o SR
DIAZICSOGL . FEDSFIAZ AW 7 BEISTEBIDSEMNT 2 2 LA ST w5
(Taube et al., 1990), & 52, A—F—flifdid, BYLEEL EDFITESIZE
TEENDIENNT % LS LT 3 (Barry et al., 2006), 315 OMFFENIE. fH %
WCRFEDRIE Y — v % FEo20b, HuICillAafdbE 22 LT, NI TRk
X, ZKL T3 EEZ 5T 5 (Knierim et al., 1998),

LoL, AL 72 k) ic, B RL 2 2EMAr —)LVC#EdicFer— a
VEITIRNIERIoTw Ao, TIRAHIK, b Z2NZFNOE/ AT —IZEL T
R tEZ6N5, ZiUd, B v F A — FILOPROERITE T 2 R %2 Fic
Hxua X — P VI RSIER 2= OBHMK ZFR L &9 LT 5 &, HEREHH
NEDE DS AR D% % L] 2 AlRE1ED D 5 7. ThH 5, EEE. Bl Z o
OZAETORE I, HHDAI B TELT S EEZLNTVWS
(Geva-Sagiv et al., 2015), #HlZ1E, a7V DBHEIF B A —FLIZbl>TRL 2
B9 BN TRMEEE L, e v FA— ML —F—DREIZMLIEL L]
REMEDSE, S, a v B Y BRNZT 2R IR L T 205l Z
HEB KD IREHIC KO, ZREFHE DGR A =R (£135) TH D I L2RR
LTw3, £/, O, BREDOKRE ST X > THIiloZEE 0K E
X L BRI B HEB ARG L T 5 (Muller and Kubie, 1987; O’Keefe and
Burgess, 1996; Fenton et al., 2008; Kjelstrup et al., 2008; Park et al., 2011;
Rich et al., 2014; Harland et al., 2021; Sarel et al., 2022; Tanni et al., 2022),
FETS—=2avDI ok MEEED 5I121E, 2D X BREMAT —ILDENWIC X
% RAMK DR DE S BRET 2 BB D 5, 72721, % DZERMYEE DEEIL
—EDKE IOEPFEPULETITONLTE D, INLDEMAT —LDEVIZIN
EFChTICBREES LTy,

1.3 Z2RHE0IE « PERER/INT T L, IN—2 KB

Y AKKEE L, FoMBEOFEr—> a VR ZERT 2 7D IC)A A
INTWVLEER ST FAL LTHS (Morris, 1984), Z DFEERIE., AEHZRIRAECER
FEAT IR T SNTITEO 77—V 2ER L. KEDE I KEL
TREED 77 v PR —LADREIN TV, TD7 Ty b7 4—LIF 77— L%k
CEWIMEAED S 1E, HW S IEHR T EITEST, 77y b7 —LICEMT
37 EVRIC B W TOAREEHHK S, TN Y, B e k) ik
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MZEKOTHREL, BEh7 7y bh—2z2BLET 2RO NS, YR
77y FA—L %z O 5 DICET B IEPRRE, TR SRl o
DT—=F%0HT 52 LT, Z0HYOEEERURFEZFMTE 5, €Y AKEHE
k. B0 F eSS —v a v 2T 3 ECENAETH 203, WD T
Ay POEET S, £9. (1) BYOEHRE DA I K E BT 2 fliZET
6N, ZORBIIEYVIDOEKEIIMEKAELTE D, FET =2 a VEEHDADME
REDIBVKEENEI NI BN H 5, RIZ, Q) MG AL L ADEI
D3, Wl 2 T8N R — v 2 Wk T RN 72 2 WIREMEDS D 5, JKIREE T B3 58
TFR— a3 CHEICHD flEr2d, TN HAREBORRTE 2L TLES 2
EDH B, mRIC, (3) MAKEDZ VTN, ZDPCDHL ID3H 5, Wi
DIEFFHMTHHEINEA XA =SV TN R L, KPTOMRICHEL TWwi
WIENEL, INDMROEMZFEIZ L Twb, IN6 DRI, T Y AKKE
ZHOIWIEZIT I BICEB T RZHELZERTDH 5,
N— v Xk (Barnes maze, BM) 7 A b iZ, 1979FEICF v )L « A - )N—
AN & o THIFE S 4 (Barnes, 1979), BAETIE, (Fo MBI E T % 22[EEHE - 27
PR ZMEET 272D DR ST VAL L E L THEY. SN T3, ZOFEBIZE N
T, ¥V RIRYNCHIED 7 4 =)V FicitZzin s, 7 4 —)v FRAICIZFRE T2
BDORDFETF 5N TV DL, WTNDDRD TIIEZ AT =7 Ry 7 ANFEINT
B, SORIIDZAT =Ry JRAICALIET7 4=V oI &
MWTES, w7 AEHS BT 8 (e 74—V F) ZARBENICZEHT 5720
1x7—7ﬁv7xmkai5%%6HEMT£b\1x7—7$77Xi¢%:
B3 Ta—n, L LTHEET 2, - LOfER~>T7 AT EICHEIN WS
O, 27 AR L ORIz @ U RO MRS ZHH L 26, AF—F
POHBEETOFES =Y a vz RE(bT 52 L3 TE 5, BM AH I35 KA
LTI EREICHMESINTE Y, WEZEEGL 22 X313 BM #{#EICE T2
fFdESL X —y a v oEELRT 2 EBSHOMR THE I LT3 (MclLay
et al., 1998; Bach et al., 1995; Mayford et al., 1996; Raber et al., 2004), %]z
¥ McLay 513, #EZ2BEIES 7V aalFaf Fofkbickh, N—r %
PEAEIC BT ARG 8. R EIERE, ERFIR MR T L2 2 |E L Tws, N—v
AREHEIZ, Y AKEEDO WL OO T A Yy F2ERLAZFETH O, @Y
DFIET—aviNzENRT 5 L TEMIGFIETH S, (1) N—v AR TR, B
Wik 11 Cld e < . WEROFBERE T s X 9 BT i L CGIVE
ZART 5, AU KD, EKEEIIC K A EEEDORE TR L, FEr—>a v
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BBNIZDObD%E XD IEMICHHET 2 2 EXTRETH 5, (2) B Y AKKEICHER,
W=y R TOEBYDEF X— 3 VIZHEKWIE G, Ziud, BH8me A b L
ATTIEALRS, KVERIGEVIREETHE S —> a VBN Z 3T 5 2 & 2 H[REIC
5, ZORR., HRGRRITEHPHM T8 8 — 23 X D BIEICBiEE I N5 C
EWHIRFTE S, 3) N— Y AR TIIAKRZHEHL w70, IMKEZZR T 2058
D, ZHUTK D, A X=V VT TNAL R EDORRA tRRER TS 2 &
DRI 5, UL, BT EREE) 2 FEIC iR L. T BRI R E &
R ThHs, TNODRHRICE D, N—r XK IZE Y RAKEEORZEFIEE L
T, FRIFMENEFEL LT BLAZHETHL I EDVFER 5,

— R N — v R A R, A 70 - 130 cm D 7 4 —)V R Tirhb T
W7z (Bach et al., 1995; Raber et al., 2004; Rosenfeld and Ferguson, 2014;
Pitts, 2018; Suzuki and Imayoshi, 2017), L2>L. k) KERZEMR 77— D
W=V ZRBETHE 2TV, KINDN— 2 TR L B3R A EOE WP E S —
va VREN 2 I L ZeitgtidiThb i T e d o 72,

1.4 X558

Y ZEE LT 3 HEOM (e.g. BM 2B 2 T— VDOYRT) 7217 Tk <.
Z DFEDMRE (e.g. PRIV BREIREB TG bEE T 5 2 EBIESRITFANGNT
v» % (learning to learn; Harlow, 1949), ZO X ¥¥ 7Fakw 212k b, &3
AN EE U 73 L BRIoFVEIC B T, DA E L 2358 OER L 22
WTEIERINIC B 2§ 5 2 L 3T E % (Wang, 2021), #1213, Harlow %% 1949
RICHEME L 72 EBRICB WL, YIVIEAELGIREES N 2 DORG24 7Y 27 b
DHFD SRPE SN2 T Z2EIRT 208 N H -7, ZBEROHE, A7V 1D
PLiElE 7 v s I e, BIMO TR, 7Y 27 MEFi X7 ICEE
Z o6, BORITB TN, L DORTOLEHEERE L 7%, LidHlL vt 7
P FPOXR?PEAINTH, 2 [BHDRITT 90% ML ED SRR TIEL W
ERZ T2 LK)k, Zud, BT 20— (—F7 OYHEDHRBNIHE DO
TED, )Wz b 726 S h s, ZOWPHMZ L 76 ITYETH %)
BB L0 THB EEZ SN, Harlow 12, 20 k9 2l 028 %2 (e 3
3R 72 ER O & % TLearning set ((¢E X v b)) &4 AT 72 (Harlow, 1949)
o HBESEE, EuIlERIE, XY FEEO—fEE L THAET S (Braun, 2009) . i
ZIE, HIEHOMIENTE 2 AT =8 — A 7 O Z2 A5, HigH &€ —
8 — A 7 OFEEEIC A HE P AT DT X =8 — %y MIZEREDR D 503,
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ZFNEFNH LD EING, BEFEPRITUL, T—F =1L 7 D¥HEICIZ N
TRA=F —ky FRRORBBNEN D, Lo L, B854 7OHEHEIZES
TR D Y56, ZNoDRBRICHET 285 X =4 —% v b DIRRToEE L
RIENTES, b L IDERRIUEENE—F — A 7 DI H LT L T
X, ERRITCHEE DR TD AT A —F B2 TH) T LX), XD ERRNLEED
A[AEIC 72 %, Braun (3, 58 OFDREDAECLEIL L TRRI N5 HEEz21T
WV, BB A S N FOMEICIED E IEMER SIS R 2 X T HER S o 2,
ZOFEBETIE, MUY AT %2 T 25 LML TR L Tl iz, P10 T
DO#ERE X D b FOMNBEOHIEZ I YE L 7 (Braun, 2009), Z i, #ERHE
D37V LRIEERAICH b 67, HRICH ZIEOIMEMGEZFE L, 2z
Bt OMEIIIGH L 27D EEZ o5,

DEDEHlc, 2B IETIERAE» ML INTE D, ERIA
TR ZBRERTOFE S =Y a VICBT 2 X v EICOwTE, £
RS LT\, BN R 2R — VT =y a v EYET DR,
— ST DR AT — VL TOEE S T2 v + ) (Harlow, 1949) 0 T
(Braun, 2009) Z#hiti L. HMOZEE R r — 0 TO¥EZ{EH#ET 2 A[REELH 5,

1.5 INE

AWFFETIE, RERAT — VDR /NS e A7 — VDRI EB T 25
BPRRG 208 DRGEEL 72, RIS, B 3 m A7 —)LDN— v Rk % A
L. Z27Co» BM #f#EFO—#D LI ANIEEL, —BRINAER 1 m A7 =)L)
W=V R TOZNE IR T 5 2 & ¢, MZEF R 7 — VIS BT % 22/ A E RS
EDEICERLp2EHE LT, RIT, B BZ%EMA 7 — LTk I kb EHM
TRAYYEAPBALT 200890, THbBER 3 M 4 ZDN—2 ZREEICET 5
2T Z, ZOBRDOER 1 m A4 XD NN— v DRI 1T 222/ 2 eET 3
DEI>, FLZOWIETOEILT 508 ) R BGEEL 72, BfTHErS. —HD
BM 277 —)v (Bl 21X, BM3) TOIEITRERDM T D BM 27 —)v (1 z2 11X, BMI)
TORMEEZREMET 5 2 L PRI NI,
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KBEME ETE

2.1 B 1 m /\—> XHIKEE (BM1)

=B

EE 1 m A= ZRpEEE (BM1) (X, RO N — ¥ Xk 27 4 (R
SNAF AT A, HAR) ICTHEES N (K1), Zo##EZEL T, w7 A
I O RAHN & BRI B L, REE E TR Y — M S 2L T TRIFERNICKE
Bd a2 La2EH L, KK, EE98 cm. Ko DEE 72 cm OMED A —
T 7 4=V THERIN TV, 74—V FOHLICIE, AY—FHf L2
7 FOREINT W, V7 MIEBITORBATNICIZ 7 4 —)V FOEH D S 20 cm
TIFIEL TB Y, FATORMRRIC, vV A% 7 4 — )V FORMAE TEHAL, YV
7 FOREEE, EFEEPCOTHBroHEITE S LRSI AINTw
72 U7 FORMERE 10 cm)iZ 7 4 =V FERUEMCIESIL T, 74— F
DHBIIIZER 4 cm @ 12 HORPEHBICIEINTE D, IXTHLES
40 cm DFFEEICH 572, 12 HDRDI L 1 DDRDFIZF, RICA—L7—2T
AL CW20LFAUEMORBBIB LN REDOFHO R r —F Ry 7 A (17
x 14 x 7 cm) PHEINTED, TORZHEL Ty AB™®ITIAL Z L3 TEX,
CDIAT =7 Ry 7 ADBMEINTWVLAENRIZFES =Y a vl -1 Th
D, EOORIFIETNTH o, T— N ROMEIFFEZEL TELD, K~
ZIZE ST EDRDBT—NDE, 7 4 =)L FOHWREILICHIET S 4 DDRDI L
oI VALTEHDYTENT, 74— FDND S OBESGCRE 2 TE 57
W 272912, 7 4 =)L FIZREDOEDE - 3 A —7 VD) [T 6 135
RO (130 x 130 x 180 cm) THbN Tz, YT AWI AT — 7Ry 7 AN
229 K)EED T B0, 74— FIFAPEDORHAHRAITHLD (11 6 7 AELED
74 Mo T, EHOIEE (600 Ix)TH—IcHS SnTwik, 74—V FEIZBIT
5 HY DRSS = VO PEREZ IR T 2 70N Fnrh & LT, 4 @EHD
3D A 7Y =7 FBHNEDIURZ N F Uz, K25 86 cm DE I TRBE I LT W»
72 @R D= 2D 7HE)Z GigE Vision 71 X 5 (UI-5240SE-NIR; IDS Imaging
Development Systems GmbH, FA ) Z{iH L TRl#I Nz, A X 7 139MEDR
H (74 =N FoLns 93.5 cm L) I T STz, A X5 DO2ERIRE
£ 1.96 mm/E 7 2 )L TH-o7z, KA A=Y 7L —24 (500 x 500 7 &)L, 2
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x BN, 20Hz D S)VAH T 7 DAL B D FHCHS Z 4, FFFIC/NTE
ZY—THER SN T Wi, T HES, QL. R, BXUPHBIL Tw22TOT
NA ZDffENcfER & 7 a7 A1, LabVIEW 2013 (National Instruments
. OKE) THFE - EiTrI T,

RN

1.5
1k

y (m)

T

-1.5

-15-1-050 05 1 15
x (m)

(A IR —TiRy IR

L T

X 1 BM1 &B

BM1 &, EE 1 m O 12 ORI > TR & @ T
Hote R SF ), MEOR YD 4 DDA, HETELD ELTRE A
7Y 7 FOERE I T (FRAL MR SR V), 2 A (R RIS 20L)
W E2ERL, A7 =Ry 7 2 (R X S 2 V) SRS -8 JHo
\JBREH o 7z,
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EERFIE

BM1 o FiHix, 0 HHDBIL7? =—X, 1 HE» 5 6 HH £ Tl
7xz—RX, ZLC7THHD70 =77 A7 2—=AD 3 DD 7 =z —ATHRINT
Wz, &7 2 —RIBWT, 27 A% FEE 30 ST 7 v 796 EEREAE
L. ZfTUN ORI S — 27 =L O TR 7 v 7 ICTRES ¥ T/, &l
fTERNIC 2 &, v AZAREHLE 7 7 )NV EEZFHSTTr =674 =)L FDY
7 FDENEB L 7o, ST, S ORG L FKHZ, =7 R1EY 7 Mgk
T7 4 =)V FOEEETCHEWOGEIZN ., KT TRIC, 74—V FOEH%
70% L% ) — NI TR L7z b7 = — X3~ 2% 74—V FREZ R —7
Ry 7 ACHNIE27DICEMI NI, RIS T AZIRAT—T Ky 7 ADHK
W7 4 =)L FT 5 FEBEBICERIE B, 2 A7 =7 Ry 7 ANT 5 S
B, fEr—JWRE L, ZOFHEE 7 AT LI fTTofrbik, Blik7 = —
2D 24 Fef#g. 7 = — AW S Nz, Jill7 = — X3 R a— )LD
iz il - AEIE DI E I N, 7 = —ATlE, vV REZATr—7
Ry 7 APFREI N7 4 =V F2ZHBICEEREL, ZERFE I ABZRr—7
Ry 7 AN 2 &2 MR L IIRIT, Bz 4 712 L7 AZFT T —2ICR
L7z, b L7 AORERRD 10 nx2 B2 756, EEEE 74—V FFLEo=y
AxfEICAN, fEr—JIRE L, Lz 1§fTE L, 2T~ AT 1 i{f728
SET LB, RUNICGRITERIT e A5 ROBTVHB I N, A7 = —X
TlEE~e7 AE—HIC 3 MORfTE2E I %o, 6 HHDIIM 7 = — X226 24 K
MW, 70—752A 7 2—R%2BAL 7z, 70—7 572 72—XlF, T AD
ERIGAEOREZFHE T 2 oI Efis i, 7u—7 5T A 72—, 27 A
WGZ AT =7 Ry 7 ADH 7 4 —)L % 5 FEERL, Tl Ik r—or—y
s, 7a—=75 A7 2=REFKeT A 1 T3 o(To%k, TR—=T7T R
F72—2TlE, L2 AR 7 = — RAHic I — LR OZEEE 2 5 L Tv»
7t A=V RORFZ SRR T 5 2 LIRS L7z,

2.2 EE 3 m /\—Y XKIZEE (BM3)

D

32
H

=

B 3 m N— AREEHE (BM3) $BMI & RIS N b D2/ L
7o RREHEANA A AT 4 B, HAER), HE7 4 —V FOFEMIE BMI & FR7ZZD3,
EEIZZFD =450 300 cm TH-o72, BM3 D7 4 =)L FiZ, ¥ —LL AITHERS

i
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e 10D XD SR I Nz (K 2), A¥—rDHDY 7 bk BM1 LRIU |
74—V FREOHRICHES N, V7 MI74— L FERUEMTESR, B
i3 11.6 cm o7, 2DV 7 MIZTHIBIRICKE 7 2% ) 7 F T (7 4 —
IV RERS 22cm F) 2267 4 =)L F (K256 79 cm OE X)) T CREISEM L
72o 36 HDEIRDI7 4 —)V FOIHGEERO X #5 - 10 I E[HbE CllE S 7, &
EROME., E&. ¥RiEFZznFN8cm, 16cm. 4cm -7, AW TIE, 0
5 11 B E T 30° HAITHIET 2 12 [HOERBIME, 74—V FEERL
FMDOETEHL 5N T\wiz, BM1 B E FHRIC, £ AICE>TOIT—)LRIZH
FERGALD 4 DO T v ¥ LIGE IENT, 77V NVBOI R —7 v %)L
(F, B, EZ¥z2nFNn9cm, 85cm. 30.5cm) BT—LRKDTFIZ 20° DAL
TREIN, STRAE 74 =V ZZI0RNAL I L3 T& -, A7 =7+
VENVDRIFF LT =P THAL TR0 ERUEMOERBTELDN TV,
BM1 &3\, 43— VR T— LR ERFDRICHEINT T, Z2DTHA
VIEFZ AT =T PRIV ERILED, KB w7 AKITIAL 2 LI TER
WEIIZHRo TV, DY I — vk, JEEMENREEKE L5 A%
BT 27-0ICREI N, Tabb, IT— IV ROMEZEET 2 LD b, Hiffiic
7 4 =)V Pzl > TI =)V 28T L v I RN R EE Mg E L5~ 7 2000
UL, ZO9 TR I— bbb 7 7u—F92% 2 ERPRIN (K
TIFFEEPIZZD L) BRSO Z B3> A MR I NG o7), 125D
T4 A7 L4 (112.5 x 65.5 cm; 3840 x 2160 ¥ 7 +)L; DME-4K50D;
DMM.com, HA) PWERET7 4 =V FZ2HTG X ) ICiEI N, &7 4 A7 LA
BZNEFNRL606%2FR L. 220074 A7 LA ZLICHEBORIENRRERI N
Teo WIRODEZLZ 45D 3D A7V 27 b7 4= FET 4 A7 LA DRMICHLE
SN, LEDBoT, Gil 16 A 7Y =27 P3RBT D & L TR I Nk,
74—V FHNOBEENTELR2 D E b khnkHic, EPICET A AT LA DA
= —=»oFx7 A4 b A X IN, 74—V FHD/ 4 XL Lk 55 dB T
Holee 8 DDN—LFA PRI T o, 74— FE2—FRIC 500 Ix
ﬁ%QLkOBMBM DI DETEHRIEL & & %2 W3 2 7212, BM3 HEEIZ W
MO - EHFH — T v oS N ZZRINICGERE I Nz, RfTHho <7 21T
% GigE Vision 4 X J (UI-5220SE; IDS Imaging Development Systems GmbH
. FAY) ZHEAL ARSI, A AXT1E7 4=V FOXRH (F05 5 160 cm
) IcHUY £ S0, AREEIAf L~ X (Theia MY125M, Nittoh Inc., HA) I
ko T, ZEMSTRREIR 7.43 mm/E 7 L E > TWiz, &R 7L —24 (404 x

-14-



404 ¥ 7 k)L, 2 x B 7)) 13 20 Hz THS SN, KHDOINBDOE =¥ —I2FR
XNz, TYHUS, WH, RFE. BXOHT 22 TOT A ZOHIHD 720D
7'v 7' Lk LabVIEW 2017 (National Instruments, K[E) THIFE - 731
72,

e

1.5F
1F
05F
ot

y (m)

-1.5

-15-1-050 05 1 15
x (m)

TARAT—Th2XRI

Q Escape tunnel

Xl 2 BM3%iE

BM3 1%, BMI O =f5DEEE 3 m oI 12 o 2SI - THIT
SNTHEETH > 7 (BRI 2 ), HEFE2D & LT, HEORD 2T X9
W12 DT 4 A7V ADREI N, 2=— 7 BEOF30 ) 2 H7HEd % L FKIC
FT7A4 A RCEBANEZOBERZT T BRI S 2V, £MEORH D
4 ODGFICHE T2 D E LTREZA 7Y 27 PORRE IO (R i
WS 20v), =7 A (fkE; IFIRK S 2 v) 1P B2 RR L, A7 —7 v 2L
(IR I S 20V) DR Z 729 o 23503 - 7=,

-15-



EERFIE

BM3 o7 v tanix, b7 =—Z (0 HH). 7 =—X (1 - 12 HH).
78—77AF7 =X (13 HH) oI T/, SfTHERTNICEREIZ <Y
A%, F=L7 =057 4 =)V FORPICERBRICRES N 3 DOV Y —ZAR
AV FDIDETRAT VL ABOW 2L TEEISE, V7 FOIEHICY Y — X
L7z, ZoB#Eh, =7 2IFHHOHEICL > THORBIES TV io, FHE
LI ERTERD» o, ZOFHEZIE, HEHE (e. 7 ADY 7 F15
74 =)V FIcT Yy Y L-BEE) ETC, PEEREPHORZRAREDO 11D I
FoTHERIT—NVDOHAPHHMINEDZ CT-DICEITINT, YT A%Y
)= 2T 3MEIERTRITT vy by, TN TR TXRTo~ Y 2 CHE
Thote, b7 =— X, 7 = —AX, 70 —7 7 A 7 =2 — XDMDFNHIZ
BMI1 LEIRTH %D, AT =T Ry 7 ADROVICZ AT =7+ v 2 ILHMEH
SINTHBEL > Tz,

2.3 AR (T ERE

RISV S X . i 2 AR, B2y 25 4 (O'HARA &
CO., LTD) THffid Nz, 1 HHITIZ, =7 RAIUREBLS 3 v 7 £ DA %%
BHL% (7 2 —X), EBRFEIAKZEM L, #4755 30 Eiic> 7 2ADfH
=V REAE 7y DO FEBREOE T v 7 I L, BTRIRERNIC, FEERE I
RKEDF v P Cli7-INTBE T —P 2L T, K~V AZF—LT7 =060
HFHANDF v o N—1ZB L%, 7 ==X IflibhiiFrrN—ix, HEHDXR
F 54 FOREREEO 7 7 VLB (17 x 15 x 12 cm) THo 7z, 2T ADF v v
N—=IZANB EFITEE D, 9 D72, RITHHEB2 S 148 Mg, Fx v
N—HNDOEIETIRDKD HEES 2 v 7 (0.4 mA) 25 2 BRIEZ 541, 90 BIEE
THMEED BRI N, SUTKR TR, v~ 2RBEr —C2REL THE, — VIR
I, HFAATHBENIC, BigRy 7 A, Ty — KIZ70% =¥ /) — )L T
fRI3Ntz, Fr o= FEBEEDOHZ IZZNZ1 70Ix £ 80Ix TH -7,

G 7 2 — A0 24 K, v A2 Ha o XRICEEE L, BifiiEomt
DHEL TN EZER L (R 72—X 1), ZOXRTIZ, BiERy 7 A
EF v yN—=Ix 70% 7usX ) =)L iR I, HE7 2 —ATffibitsF v v
N—=lx, RIZ7 Ty 7 Ay =D Bpn-HED7 7V LVEOH (18 x 11 x
10.5cm) Tdh > 7z, EEFEWNIZHELT, BEfNERTIN TR ), HEEAN LT
RNOHZ ZRRZNFN8Ix & 401x THhot, HFHIZ, vV RAZMET v 7
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DEFr =P ST v =B L, T2 L 72, SEUTIE 6 2 E .
HRATav 73 EAoNEhot, TR TR, ERFREIESTIAZF ¥ v N—0
SEBME T —JICR L, 72— 1 0 2 Kiig, 7 23EE7 2—XD
XRICHEZ s SIN 7 2—X 2), FHiKL7 = —X 2 OB & FIHIZES
72— RLRLTH-70, BTHMIZ 6 DHTH., BRL a v 73RS NG
oz,

COAD, 7 2= ADXREERY a v 7 OEAEEFE L TC0DE5,
M7 ==X 2 OXR»SERY 2 v 7 DFk%Z P L CRMINE 27T 2 &2
I, M7 2—X 1 OXR> S IFEEX> a v 72 Pl wizo, Bics%z
NI EHFIN, RSt DT N7 74 LICBIT S~ 2D RHINE X
ST ATE) (7 ) =P v P) L LTcasn, —~ERMEM EOBEBED#IEE LT
miEnsg, Fv v N—NOTXTOITENIIA X 7T 2Hz Cid@I < hH ., —fF
L 2 70 — LA CTHIEDRZL L 72 7 2 VD 30 DI (.e. 1T & A EEA
DIENIRAE), 22D Z DIRAEDS 2 LA Bt w7562 B iieE & L TER L 72, &
MIBERIE, &7 ADEBITICE T 2 B SOG DRI D AR LSRR 12 X %
N—ktr5F—= L LCEINL, L7 2 —X 2 TORMIGERNPHEL 7 = — X
1 coznkh bERICETUE, URMEREMEDSIER S e LAk LT,

2.4 B

AitT 115 LA+ 29D C57BL/6) =7 A (HATZ AT )Ly —, HA) %
L7 IRTO T RABFEBDPIHKREARHT2-3 AHTH>7, v 7RI 1
r—PIZDE 2~5 LT, 8 W5 20 HiE CREEN. 20 K5 8 i °a
W E T2 A 7LD, I 23 ~ 24 °C, {BSE 40 ~ 50% DBREE T CHE I N
Too B —DITIEEBREYIHIKE (RX—27 Y —v: HRZ AT )Ly —, HAER) B
o, WAL (MF: 4V = v 2 OVEERF MRS, HA) EKIZHBICENT 5
T EMBTE, TEEBRIZTXTEIIfTbNn T, Eiag, 2To~ 7 R IEHER
FIC ko> THaar L 72, 2 TOFMEIZ AR ZEYHZBRZ B2 ORI > Tirbi
72 (A& Lif-K22008),

2.5 Jik— b

B AZ 7T Oo0ar— oI EEAICE DB TN, ZNFN
DaAF—MIRBZHFEFAFY 2— NV TH->7 (K 3), 2F—F 11X BML IcDH
EFHFL7z, a5 —bF 21 BM3ICOAREFE L, at—bF 3~51F, 2 fED N N—

_17-



v A% E 14 HoEZH I TE I %>, 2t —1F 3 1F BM3 O BMI1, 2
F—1 413 BMI BMl ECHEZE %I DD, BMI1 & HEk 2 3DZEMF 030
DR, 7 c—XH%Z 12 HIZEELZH D)% BM1, ah—1 5%
BM1 oDt BM3 IfEFH L7, fE>7T, aFx—F 3, ai—1F 413 BMI it T
ZnZin BM3 A, BMI' e Ccho7, £/, ar—1 51X BM3 icEWw
T BM1 & Th o7, Sfrifdeiz., BMI 70 —75 A 72— XA THA
RT3 v BAWKEBIE OG- DRI 22 2R RIT B 2 55T 5 2 L2l L &
(Suzuki and Imayoshi, 2017), AL TIZ, ZDORIH BM3 T [ARICHEE I 1
AP EI DAL b7, ars—F S1 TlE, Jlfi7 =z —AFCcldars—F2 L
W UFERA T Y 2=V %27\, 7’B—75 A7 2—XD 20 4rHfic, 0.3 mg/ml
DA AR 3 vEKEmME (Santa Cruz Biotechnology) % 0.9% EBRLA/KIC A
WL, vV ADKHE lkg H72 0 3g #5 L7, atr— b S2 (34 AHHFEIND
SEATREERDY BM A5 2 2B BEE S 2 72 DI, T ak— b Iid
BEE L LU COURBMGE SO EEICEE L7205, 30 HORKEZ H 17T BMI
IEFH L7, X9 FBz2ED7, BMBEDAT Y 2 — LV OBMEIEIN 4 D X9 I
o T\,
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JmR—k N Bi#p PERI SBITERE  RGERE

1 20 2-3 FX BMI

2 20 2 A BM3

3 16 2 AA  BM3®

4 20 3 A BM3 BMI
5 17 2 ZAA  BMI BM1
6 14" 3 ZFA  BMI BM3
S1 g 2 ZF A CFC BMI1

B3 a/k— b &8

BEF 7 oD 2k — k23 ZIEFPSMET BM B AT o 72, N 35T
BN L 727 ADREFET, ah— S1 i3 CFC COIRBMiZAED \F #iE) % 5
fTHEE LCfTo> 7, BM3" 70 —7F A7 2—XD 20 H4HICAaKRT I v
DEEI TN, 14 DI b —Tid ™ A X/ THE & SO I e L
72,

A Habituation Probe test
BM1 beginner BM1 —6-0-0-0-0-0- o
frainin
Habituation
4 '
BM3 learner BM3 -0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0- > ermeeea » BM1 —0—0-0-0-0—0-— ®

BM1' learner BM1' —@-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0- P » BM1 —@-0-0-0-0-0- P

B BM3 beginner BM3 —@-0-0-0-0-0—0-0-0-0-0-0~ -0

BM1 learner BM1 —@-0-0-0-0-0~ PG » BM3 —0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0— —

2 wesks later
X 4 BMBRBRATY 21—

Hrd 1 Ho#BE Q5T 2& L, fulZ BM 07 = —X%2 &7 (F: BMI
Bt 7 = — 2, #:BM3 B 7 ==X, ¥ 7v:BM1 {7 =— X, AL v
BM3 {7 = — X, #: BM1 70 —77 2 7 = — X #:BM3 7’02 — 77 A k
7 2 —R), HiTidznzh, ST gidEOMAGbE 2R, BiioHE
2BM1 & BM3 D ELE LT, AERIFBORY—ViZgTons, (A) BiED
s BM1 Th %87 — >, (B) BFEDMED BM3 TH % /88 —
oA L BESVEO I IE 2 O A — A7 — PEEHRR T 6 i,
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2.6 T— R

BM I BT, SEI NZBHOE 7 L— LD <7 ADNIEMERE,
LabVIEW 7°8 75 L2 X ) FEE I NBREIS S 7 Mk F I3 HE 7L
TYXLDVTNDPIT L - THEE Sz, BEDKRRIT—F 11X, I—ILR23~= Y
AMCHCAZEIC % 5 & 9 IChBRZ I 7z, RIS, JRAERE, BRI TS 3%,
Ty b =2 frhn, WET ATERES I S N, TS OREDES
2. DAEGTOHFZE (Suzuki and Imayoshi, 2017) (2325 < . BREZMECIE. I
7 2= ADZBATTOR~ 7 A DIREL, B ING, B EaRE 2GR L 2, 3R
Bz, =L AR DORDEER 80 mm (BM1), 270 mm (BM3) D&~ [
MIETH D, T—NVRUNDROEBERME DI E U le, B - Bt
ZNEFN, RTADBAY — 5 T—=)VIRICA S T 0 7R (7)) & Rt
(cm) THote, FHEEIEZ>T7 2D 1 Hb7-h @ 3 FUTHDOFEEE L TR I N
7. BM1 & BM3 D2 EHi#IZ, SHREICOWT, IR 7« v 74 v 7
DOofEEINZY R EEEICI o TERLE N, U= T A7 2 — X TIE,
BRIz =7 ADPRR LR ZFHIL 72, Znidk, v 7 ABERzHne L7
—EDFREDMHOHIIHAE L 2R, PRI EEERCTH -, 7T —7F
A2 FRITORERETE 2L, 27 ART— LADMENZ LICRDE, T—L R
NDOREZRET 2R E 2 RERH D, HTE 5L, I VREZHERT S
R D e B 72 i, B PEAL L 72 &9 a2 Wi T 2 -k T—
IR NZ IR D -2, 2D, A By b F A MNIHEDSE, Ko —
7T A FATD 300 BD ) b, mHIDFS (1608) DT —5 DAz L 72,

PREBE TG FHI . 2R EhE TR B 1 5 22 R T O it b 2 Bk 3 5 7:
DHIZHW 5% (Barnes, 1979; Bach et al., 1995; Eales et al., 2014; Suzuki and
Imayoshi, 2017), &7 CTO~ 7 ZDOWIEHME, EEICH-D S, MY, Wi, MK
RO VT N DT g E L Caidns, dfTho~T7 A0, 74—V F2IU>0D
R T 7R O RIBEI OB D72 < | 22D 2= VIR BN D IRADF RIS 3 0]
Kl TH - 76, EHEWARICEI N, 7 AT —)VICERET % ¥ Tk
THRICEXR 7 7’0 —F L, RIREOBE D 3 [RIRmTH > 7256, Eiciyrigic
SR, FRICOBEI NG0B TONY — BRI -
(Suzuki and Imayoshi., 2017), #EZEHMETEIZII 7 = — XD T — 12D A
SN, MTHIBERD 7 4 — NV Fodh, V7 FEATORNE) Z 1 X > T
EAAMGICEHID B TonNs Z Ex2uT 5720, 7 A0Y 7 56 8 cm (BMI) %

1%

i
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721% 27 cm (BM3) DA DB ICHAE L T\ 2 RIDEE T — % 1%, BRI D
o RS Nz,

Fv b7 =7, AR ZEEREBERICHER L 72y bV — I G ER
L2708 bit, Weiss & (2012) 1T X > THES. S 7z, kD 2eliE R
TE)Z, FIkt R Z ) —F, /= FHoB#HZ2) v 7355y F7—7 L LTH
Han, ZEFomEoL A4 7T MG U 2, R REED % v b — 27 D8N
% (Weiss et al., 2012), /N— XK 8T 74 JTB T, ZEHEYE OB
EE2I1EER Y b — 7 EEESHMALZ 1T { (Suzuki and Imayoshi, 2017),
v b7 =I7@HTICE T/ —Fid, 1 OB EOEIREE» S BRSNS, BAR
2, BENERD 9 6 3 % 2045 OREEIEREDSEIE R TH > L E. 2D
20 HIDOELNZT 1 DDIFIERDPER I N7z, AR TIEEIMEIX 4 cm ITEE S
., ZHUFFEEN R A0REDEB X2 ThHh o7, ZD#., City Clustering
TT) AL E 5T, WREHEDHZINEETUTD 2 O00RT v TZ2#ED K
LT, /—FE4R - HE L7 (Rozenfeld et al., 2008; Weiss et al., 2012),
ATy 7 1 Tl »3FIEEERS N, 2225 4 cm KisDFPHIC / — F93H
U, Z0EIEREZZD/ —FIZHID B TE, ZOEIERBED 7 —FIZbEID Y
TonkrokGh, Z0EHih/ — VL THKbir s, A7y 72 Tlk, &
/= FPOMEREZ ZUCEH D Y CONLBFIEROBRELE T 5, RTOEILEI TN
D/ — FIZHAEIN TR MR ZEIEL, 29 TRIFIUIA Ty 7 1 ILR S,

Fv b7 =7 OREEIZ L OPDNRTA—=FIZL > TERILEI NS, (i
(order) 3%y F 7 —7HD /) —FDWTH 5, X (degree) I, H5/ — NIz
Nt v 7 0BTH B, EE (density) 1Z, v b7 — 27 N THEEWIZHREZ
VY IBICED S, EBICHEET 2 Y 7 0BDITH L, 77 AFY) v IR
(clustering coefficient) I&, 2%/ —FIZYV ¥ 2735/ =K, W) 7L<
W AR TH 5, EAFERRE (shortest path length) (X, 5/ — F &flD§RT
/) — FHORBEFRKOES (Vv 7 D) OV TH %5, Btk (betweeness
centrality) 3. / —Fi23® % 2 D/ — FORBOREREE FICHEET 2R %R
L. XoAlck-THEZ6NS,

i
n
st

BCl - SZt gst

TIZT, s, tx/—FibkHNOEED 25D/ —FDX7P, /J—FiH

/—Fs#%/-Ft«@%@ﬁ%tmﬁﬁﬁé%Q\ﬁt@1?\%5@&w%
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BE0TH2, g, 3. /—Fs»o t \ORMEHKOWETH 2, ZDLHIL
TRonf /) —F BT 280k BC 22T/ —FTPFIT22 LT, &
5%y b7 =7 oFENHLMERR S, O (closeness centrality) (&, FFE D
)= R ofthd ) — FNOREFEKEORE S DA OB TH 2D, K, 77 A5
v URBL R AT, EER ORI, — F 2 LIRS

ZN6DVE Ry P 7 =7 D7 XA =5 LTHW, RIIED Ry b7 — 7 i
MR 27 72 MEL, L7V Yy 7 I3RELkdolk,

2.7 gt

BGRB8\ TE, G 7 = — A DFRE SR, ARG, fRrE BRI L
TEATET VO I GIBHE x 7Vv—7) lESHOTZ2E ML 72, 7ua—77
AL 7 2= RITET 5 HZIR L TORMAERFIIN L TXEAET T VO ot (RO
B x ZOV—7) BES OIS EH X v, REERAP IR CEREEImEB S
56, SEHEE LT Tukey @ HSD BEDSEEI 17z, SHIEOEE =Y b7 —
ZARTICB VLT, EAHMOMEHELE 2y 7 —7HEICN LT, 72V — T DKHE
UG U T Wilcoxon DMEMAIRE £ 72138 7 = v —=#iE I 7z
Kruskal-Wallis #%E % 924 L 7. Kruskal-Wallis #iE CHEZEDR 20> 254,
SEEE L TRy 7 28 —=fHE X 17 Wilcoxon DENFIRE ST S 7z,
TRTCOBEHEITICEWT, Fv 7 zu—=IEROAREKEIX 0.05 ITREI N
koAMﬂ%kVWamm®@ﬁﬁ@%K0wTﬁ\%h%hmfkrﬁ%%%&
LGt I N, AE X2y 7 =270 Mcon T, HahiiE OfG R %2 Hi
Al RIcF LD,

28 J—NK

T—=Y G E T D - DT XTDa— ik, LabVIEW 2013, 2017
(National Instruments) & X *MATLAB R2018a (MathWorks Inc.) ¢, h A% A
ENV DY —7 A7 —3 a v [Windows 10, Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-7700K CPU @
4.20 GHz, 32.0 GB RAM] L Chi¥ S 7z, RTINS TW 5 a2 — Fid,
https://github.com/suzuki-yusuke/BM_experiment.git,
https://github.com/suzuki-yusuke/BM_analysis.git CHRICFHBIEETH %,
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oo

3.1 BM3 Tl BM1 D HREELERRRZERT I ZLOHICEDZ
ORITHIRZET S

RPN, N— v Ak (BM) 8z WO TR T 52+ 7 RITB VT, ZE[HY
BPREEDOREIICL > THEINLI»ZHGEL 72, ZD7%®, BM1 & BM3 @
TEREZ S L7z, 28—k 1 (n=20) 13 BMl O&I{EFH L7 (M 3), 25—
F 5 (n=14) IR BM1, XIZ BM3 IZEHE L7 (K 3), 2D7d, akr—1 1
. BMl IcBlFJ2akx—1F 51& BML cOoWCREEBTHD, liar—FDF—
5% 7—)NLLTBMI ##¢t L7, ax—F2n=20) tat—*t SI (n=16) i
BM3 OAIZHEFE L 7 (K 3), ad—F 3 13w BM3, X2 BM1 ICfEgH L 7%
(K3), 2D, akr—1+ 2 Eatrs—*F Sl, BM3icEi}32a+r—+F 31k BM3
WOWTRERTHD, ZhoDT—F%27— )V L TBM3HEE L, B, 2
F—=bFSHE 70 —=7 T AP TRART IV RAWKEBRENIRE I N0, Fl
7 2—=ADT = DARMPMEH I (K 3),

BMI1 & BM3 70V — 7Oz @ U 748K 2 M6 2 720, B, &
W L R EIIEEEDS, JIEEM TS L D 7 4 —L F LoB8ihp,» o B &
., %~ ADFEEMBEIFEE I N (X 5), BM1 & BM3 Dbk & it @i
MDA E AR 2 IOUR TR T 2720, &~ 7 2D E MR R AME & m/IME D
ZNFEN0 & 112423 k) IciERbE e (1M 5. IERALHT ORI & fafs B
HEDFERIMER 1 220H), ki, 1 HH25 6 HH Z coailfTo#H i L #
DIBBIBET L y = ae ™ L O FTHBGEDRANE 55 X 5. IR ik
Ta bt B ERDL, TITHIFRIT. v IZZNFIRBEEIIEEE F 72 13RI
e ldAA 7 —8ThHhH, B MEE, FEHMEPINKT 2 £ TICRVFHZET 5
Z L2, Wilcoxon ONEFFINE X, RREL. WEHER:, BBt~ il
FRICBIFBWE AT A—% B 5, BM3 TBMI kb ERIEHNI EZ2RLE
(%802 =2.87, p=0.00, r=0.30; #R: z=2.11, p=0.03. r=0.22; LEHIE
Ht: z=3.02, p=0.00, r=0.18 (K 6)), X, Fl# 1 HE»S 6 HH X TDO%H
D 3 MTOMEZ IME & T 5 Higo#Ehfk %2 BM1 & BM3 ¢l L 7z, FHE
. BM3 T, 7 ANIT—WICEET 5 £ TOMRELDL ., BB &R
FFREER R W b o7, ZTHULFIFHICBIRZ AR TH -7 (K 7), &
B, WERRERE, R ENEEEIC O\ T ORATE TV IGRLE S BT 22 A — v
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5

N

(BM1, BM3) x {lli#iH (1 ~ 6)] 226, ZERIR 7 — VDO ERMREIBEH S 7z [R5
F(1, 88)=21.11, p=0.00, npzz 0.19; Ji: F(1, 88) =59.82, p=0.00, npzz
0.40; B EIRERE: F(1, 88) = 19.08, p=0.00, npzzO.IS]o PLbEX b, 8K

BMI1 X b BM3 O BEREICED -7, T4k, BM3 D Jis3 BM1 X ) b 222

BICIRRDSD72 5 Z L2 RRT 5,

REW RE3EE T B B ENEERE
1r o 1r
- —BM1 e —BM1
o [M] i
QE, LE’U_S i BM3 _..é. 08k BM3
g g I ©
n — 0.6 go.s
5 3 g
- 8 -+
5 = 04 ©04
(]
5 £ 3
o ©
2 = 0.2 E0.2
o
0 Z 0

K5 BM1 & BM3 [c&H1F 3V ADEH R

% BM BT 2~ ZDFITICHE) . IR RS (A: SR B: kg
IR, C: #eBEhEEEE) D%, BMIL 25F i, BM3 23R TERIN TV S, Krlld&
KT T ZDBRBOPRAEZE £ L T 5, dEER, RBBIHEEIC O \W T,
BM1 & BM3 DR 7 —VDEVZIERLT 57912, BMI1 & BM3 212D
F—8 Zh/AMED 0, RAMEDS 1127 3 & 95 I IESMBALBE DS & 117z (IERLRTO
T — & TORERIIAEE 1 22HH), BM1, BM3ZNnZFUzo>WwT, 7—% 2 IERE

BRI 7 «+ v 74 v 7 LD FER RSN TV S,
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E71HORTZFYULIEBESH. BM3 IE BM1 &D HEWEFEXREZRT,
1 HD 3347 Ccnfiz iz L=zb 0%, v Afcf

%z & ->7-bD, BM1 & BM3 iZZnFhurfa t FcRINTV 5, #iFZznF
D BM TOWGNARA %R, HalTIBREDRERIZO WL TIIA L Z S,

R Zznzn,
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PRER T I, 22 BRI B 1) 2 ZEHPRR T D il Z2 WREE T 5 7
DICHV NI, Flffizd L T~ ABRRTTZ wdfl L 7256, FiGR» o
T—)VECOEM L2BEIT 2 (2T, KE & FEI DWW TRER LA (5
ZIE, T=iE 7 4 =V FANgRD 12 fHOROWT NI H %) 2RO~ 7 AL,
T—)UICTAD > THERZ NIRRT 2 GHKEITTIg), <7 A D3 & I L C
FA—=7Th Y56, BRIEIANEW Y — v 2T (IEATNE), HllleEaE
2.6 (F=sp) RS, 1 HH2 5 6 HH oI HICE ) 2 £
iK%, BMI1 & BM3 CHE#ZL7 (K 8), 1 HH. 3 HH. 5 HHDZMKIm
DI BM3 T BM1 & ) b FEICED o7 (el 1 #13, 15, 17), —J5
<. 5 HH & 6 HHDEMEL MO IZ BM3 T BMI Xk h yHEICED > (i
AR 1 #5, 6), 24k, BM3 2BMI kD 6% 0T 28 L, BRI
R LICE D% DFMRERPOHEE 22 L 2RBRT 5,
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X 8 BM3 (& BM1 & D HIEZERMGIERABRDEIEHZ
o8z, BMI & BM3 2B} 5., HBOWRGEOMEHE S %23 L

T3, BMELATIN (Random), fxA5EFEHY I (Serial), B ASZ2HIHY /T
(Spatia) 2" 9, KRDOTAFZ Y R 7 13H % HDOFEDREHMDEIEH BML &
BM3 THEICHZ 2 Z %R T, BM1 12 6 HEDFI#7 =— X, BM3 13 12 H
MO 7 = — X2 T Tz, FRHVEE DRI O W TIHEFE 1 250,

TONNTOVIFEBRRITMEDME b N AT oM 2 R8T, Target 12— LR ZR
L. 27 ADWMEFNFERTRINT 5,
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70 =77 AL 7 2= RIZE T 3 EALTOMRAER SN T 5 RAET L
D IR ST BT (22 A 7 — v (BMI, BM3) x X (1 ~ 12)[id, A7 —)L & %X
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@iﬁ@ﬁ%%LtﬂﬂL7%pﬂLw\p:&mLTﬁ=OJQO%

FHERIZ, BM1 & BM3 Dilj /5 ¢ 3 — )L JE D BRI Mt 0 7 &3 D 5 I
MEDIERICEVWI 2R L, ZOEIZ. BM1 & BM3 CTZEHE 23T
LCW3ZEERT, —H, T—IREZD+30° DI TORHERE A, BM3
TBMI XD ERICE NI &6, EHERIE BML X dH BM3 THIEHETSH 5
TENRBINS (K9)., B, 2= £90° DR DOELERRIZ BM1 ¢ BM3 k
DOERICEDPS7, ZOBAE L T, BMI IZE8WTERFRLH BT — )L
N T—=ILRK £90° & +180° DIBICHEINTE D, v AVBIT—ILBEFEEL R
LU, IS DFRD ) ORI ZERIICERE L Qoo fgetEsiE 2
5%,

70—77ART7 —XIC
&1 5 BN DIRFERFE
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Time spent around each hole (s)
) 8

0 I—1l201 —éO ITar:get‘ 66 I 1é0 ‘ 1é0
Angle from target
K9 7O—7FAKMEEWT BM3 (& BM1 & D HI—)LRHEDRFBRREDFE LY
FRI 70 =7 T A7 2= R8T 5, ZROWRKEHE O IE% R T,
Hld BML, JRfaid BM3, 3ROSR 2ETH %, Target 1 3 —)LiX
ZHRL, BEOEMEIX 7 ) —F oz fiR L LRO&ER E T— )V RO D
Thb, TAZ Y A271E BM1 £ BM3 O THEEREVWDDH S Z & x2ART, Mally
BEDFERIZ OV TIIAIZ S,
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BM1 & BM3 I8 3 70 —7 T A7 2 — A COMEE LB L
Tro BBBOERIZIGR EFAETHo LD, 78— F A 72— TlE, TA
T=T7 Ry JAELVFNE TR =TT AL 7 2= RATRINY RPN TL L5720,
7a—7F5 A L TOER I, RITEGD S <7 AW T A=)V REAT 10 FPEL
G L CHEET 2 ORI & L CEE S Lz, BM3 TOERIEY LT BMI
DY 3 5K -7, BM1 TOHIR O FJfl & it 13 28.13<11.78 B Tdh
D2 L, BM3 Tld 83.13+25.93 #TdH - 7 (Student & t fE, t(72) =
~6.45, p<0.05. r=0.61), ZOFER»PS, T ADBYOTT—)VICFET B £ T
DIFRFIT AT — VDR E SIRET S Z L2 MERL 7z, —J7 T, %% BM3
DFiHs BMIL kb b EEICD 72, BM1 DR D ddufiti & dhdeifot 22 13
27455 TH27=DIZH L, BM3 TlX 1624 TH - 7 (Student & t FE.
t(72)=7.08, p<0.05, r=0.64), Ziu, YEVER, #lz1E BM3 IcE8IF 5L
NOMDHEFEDIMIZ L 2bDTH Y, LHEERK, #lZ 1L BM3 IEBWT27 &
DINEME R EERZH L T0E 2 LICERT 20T EwEEZ 6N D, FHEE
I, BMI1 & BM3 CTHEEDHRIHVICHABRE L 22 D1%, 2124 90 & 150
BThHh., 2O T TORNDFERIFEIC O W TRAT T NO It BE S I (22
i 27— (BM1, BM3) x /X (1 ~12)] #B %) &, A7 —)L & ROMEDOHHAE
M s 4 [F(11, 792) = 4.62, p = 0.00, np2=0.06]. ZHEHLKDHIR, H
X OPREIRIZ BM3 ¢ BM1 X ) b HAEICE» > 7 (K 10), Z#4d BM3 12k
\J % 2R ROMEIED BM1 L D) bR EZ2RBRT 5,
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FNXDMAER I ONT (K 9 EFER)%Z. BM1 12702 —7"5 A b DHiH: 90

5. BM3 HRE 150 BICHE LTl o7 b 0. HetiBE ORI TIRAK
% BIH

Wy o
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FATIETlE, BM1 TO 70 —77 2 — X7 A MZEBWT, IHERBL A
AV TR F VY URERETRITD 5 X a xR 7 v EKEREZ &G I
7o AlE, T=NIUEADONR Z EHRNCERRE L, HED 5 WIRORR D 7% <
%52 EDHEE TV B (Suzuki and Imayoshi, 2017), 22X 7 I V&G
ABIT DD &) BEFNLER Y — i3, BY ZAKEBETOHIEINTV S
(Huang et al., 2011; Lo et al., 2014), A TIZ, D &) BEEFE N — 023
BM3 CTbiffRi SN s 2Mat L. ZOEKE NS — VDT NICHELS 115 D 2 g
L7, RaR7 I vhbeyRE, RG> 2 L L < BEICERE T 2/8T
DERRINH DB RICK <. HEE L JOHI D/ TOERERIN DR D> 72 (ﬂl 1), 2h
5DfERIZ, BM3 BT 2 YEEiE=2—u D& 50 BM1 IKEIT5 20
XD LA EERBL TV
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o

— SCOP
— NO-SCOP

()]
o

o~
=

]
o

Lo

-120 -60 Target 60 120 180
Angle from target

K11 BM3 IcEWT, RANRZFIVEREEFI7AO—TFTAMCHBIFZT—ILIRGHED
BEFRICHEULRL,

f@@&}»@fu—f%xk20ﬁﬁ*x:£?=y%&5tkvﬁx
B, Bt (NO-SCOP) lFa v bu— Vi, HallEDIERIZOVWTIIAL 2 S
e,

—_
o

Time spent around each hole (s)
(%]
o
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32EMAT—IEERFETREICERRXY NI —VDBEICTS
EE-)

74—V FTO= Y ADOBEEEE, /—FEY 7 okBlEnsxy b
77— LTRETES, 220C, /—PFE—EREEILLZ2EBE, Vv rik2o
D/ — FElOBE L L TERI NS (Weiss et al., 2012; Suzuki and Imayoshi,
2017), BA 2T, 2 v U — 7 TIZ = 7 A DZEEERR P22 EH O Fi 7 7«
BN ZREL T3, BENIC, BRER/OL A 77 MBS U TR RE = v
b7 — 27 3B 5 (Weiss et al., 2012; Suzuki and Imayoshi, 2017), %7-. BMI
B 222 EE TR, FHOERE EHICHEER Y MV — 7 ofEsHEiib S 1
% (Suzuki and Imayoshi, 2017), AWf%c ik, BM3 & BM1 O % v + 7 — 7 &
M 1 -6 HEHIZO U TED L) ICZBLT 22 REL 72 (K 12), *v F 7 —7
fEtr DFENIZEE 2.6 (7 — S AT % S
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BM1 <

BMS3 <

-

X 12 BM1EBMIICHFBEFDRY 7 —V7BEDZE L,
(A) BM1 ic8 7 3il#7=—2x1HH., 3HH. 5 HHO®&Y7AD*%v b

T — 2% —2DKIHERH L b D, F£27 ROV T, T—NVRDBE BTk
K91y P =7 ZEHEL TRE LTV, ZNZTNDRIFETT AD
TLRDFHy b7 =7 D/ —FTHYH, hhhroDMEICL>TaEfFIFINT
W3, &/ —=FEHEZ 725 ) 73, Zua—)L /) — FEEEHO A
ZOM)TERINTVWSE, J7ua—m)L/)—FDRKEIIZ, GATVSE/—FD
BOMNEIHH L T2, e L —oftiz ) — FREL2FER8) v 7 THh
D, B L—DfiZ e —" L2y b=V ELZFESY I TH S,
M ZzERD L, 70— L/ —FRZ2DY Y 7> TfTE, v b
7 — 7 BHML IR T 2 EBDbD S,
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B) A) DFy FI7 =% FRuP AN TRELLZLD, Ju—oN)L /) —F
FZNEEDR ST VIO TY — I, Vv 7 DI Z > TR
B IR SINTWE, b Y v I73% 0w ra—)L )/ —Rid 0 oI
MELTWS, Yy I7ix%nw/ —FRiEEROTERIN, v/ —FIZER
B TERIND, &/ —FPZ2HIPIEEERDOY v I ThHhs, 266, Jl#fH
BoET I M I N T 2T EDBDHH B,

(C) BM3 icE1F5% (A) LHICHD, BMI 870, J»EATH, 7Y —F
DRBAE E LIS Za—N)L ) — FE ST 5,

(D) BM3 i2&1F% (B) LRI b D,

_33-



Al 7 = — ATl Bk Rg, A, REG B X OmRRggR I, 2dlsH
IZBWT BM3 TBMI X hyHEICED->7 (X 13; gt 2 #1 ~ 18 X33
~38), ZNH5DfERIZ, BM3 TEBINIER LY b7 =213k D% D/ —
FEVYIBHD, LED 25D/ —FiElZBEHT 2D BMI X D % OfFEE
DT H B Z L ERT,
R L LEIR 5 HEH £ BM3 T BM1 & ) HEREITED - 7258 (i

2 #19 ~ 23 B X O #47 ~ 51), R BM1 & BM3 D CRIFLEE D I R
L7 (0 13), Z#ux. BMI1 kb BM3 OfER Ry b7 —27 T, HERNICAREZ
TRTOY 712 LT, EBRICESN) Y 7 DEENI W L 2RT, 57
N—7"NTHIFHM O RZ K2 &, BML Tl 1 HHE 6 HH CHEE Ligks
LRI RIFRETH - 7208 (Bidths# 2 #25. 53). BM3 <li 6 HHoZn»' 1 HH
IO LEBEICED -7 #EEE 2 #26, 54), WIS, BEATLEIZEE OMET &
412 BM1 & BM3 TE ) EICFEL TWwo e (1K 13), BEaduiEix 1 HEHO
BM1 & BM3 B CHBETH o725, ZDHOIEH T BM3 ¢BMI1 X h b F

BB (Fiah#E 2 #39 ~ 44), BM3 Tl&. At tdiH 28 L <7 —
%%@%ﬁ%h%\IEEkIZHETHﬁﬁT%OK(mﬁ§ZM® xf R
IZ. BMI Tl 6 HHIZ 1 HH X h b AR > 7 (Biats 2 #45), B ik
X, %y b7 =7 HOEEDOMD 2 5D ) — FREIDRERE FIcd 2 /) — FHMiE
THMHERTDH D, ZOMPD—DDIRE LT, Jlf7 = — AHFDOLRICE VT,
BM3 Tl3H IcfhofE bRz ik d 2 L 9 RFREDEIER Z B E 55, BM1 T
FEERICENZ NS BNEEES o T L IR T o s, Lt X 9 %,
M7 = — R B T 2R, aEdtk, B OEOZMIE, EER 7 —)L L 22
FEEROM I T 5 2 L 2R BT 5,

3
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BM1 & BM3 IZEWT 8 DD %y M7 —VHREZEKL b D, HDEMHE
X BM1 I2BIF 2% %y bV —27HEOHBEOHIMETH D, Znid 3 MoiffTD
PIMEICHE D W T W B, —T7, FAaDEf I BM3 TORKROEEZELZL Tw 5
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70—7F7AF7 2—RIZEWVTSH, BMI1 & BM3 O] TH vy F 7 — 7K
WICHHE B OB SN, B BE, 7725 v 7RE, agdot:i: BM3
T BMI1 XD b EREICED -7 (X 14; Hial2E3 #3, 4. 5. 8), Z15 DFEHRIZ
BM3®/ —F 25, BMI kb fhd /) —FEZAR=ZAIZY v 7E3NTWBI L%
AT, AUk D, BM3 ORFERIIE BML k) b ARICEL &5 (X 14; #ish#
3 #6), FIoBY & FEIC, BM3 Tl BML X b b BEATLEDRNERICE >
(X 14; #5HE 3 #7), 23k, BM3 TIEIER 2 Y 7 —7 EOEED 2 DDfEIE
RORFER B, X0DZ S DEFEILRDFEET 2 2 E2md, —f, FIEREE AL
13 BM1 £ BM3 ORI CTHRBETH -7 (X 14; #Hil#R3 #1. 2), ZofERD—>
DIFFRE L TlE, <7 ADE 2 6 RN TR T 2 854, BBz

IR 7 — VICBR R S —ETH 255, 2N 5 DHDEBE /Y — VIFZER A7 —)ViC
WEIN AR EZ SN 5,
EIE D% e TIIAFVVITRE RAEIERER
e 25 . N .
8ol & L 25% - 28,
60 - C e - 20 st s P ‘e : o £ 4 .
L B S RTT. C W S8og| . to3) & m
401 = T = B e % | m S5,| #
: C10 . =0 nwo
é 20 . 5 J Qo 0 .o _'r.‘l ai
BM1 BM3 BM1 BM3
BM1 _ BM3 BM1_ BM3 R
A R TE Ok BARDE SR ——
o w
I - - 04 g 204 8206 .
© P eeilpme e . . — = | eetssen
o, BL B3, g § 503 o . ©504f B g
by . So02f imr .. o2 = i
002 B g 2o o Sao.,
[a] 1 (] 0.1 ) g 001 1 o o U
BM1 BM3 BM1 BM3 BM1 BM3 BM1 BM3

B14 70—7FARN 7 z—XIcET3 BM1 & BM3 DRy NT7—Ji5ED L

7F0—7FAF72—RICEWVT, BMI £ BM3IZEWT 8 2D % v b
7= HEERZE LD, RIEZNZEFNDOR T AD Ry b7 —ZHEE, A1
%39, TAZ VA7 BMI] & BM3 ORICHERENYEH S I E2RLTY
%, EHBE DFERIC O W TIIHENER 3 221,
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3.3 BM3 TOEITEEIZEED BM1 TOERFEE=(BET S

RN, AR — WDIBHE D REEE 720 T £ Bt D ZEHEE 12 b 2
T2 pEBEEL 7, EIEHELZAE T 285, BIEOHEDMZ T TR <,
ZOREE RO 2 ML EE TS5, ZOXYEE I uR A%, RPICEE LR
RIS 2 % OO E 2 ET 2, 2206, BA A7 —)Ld BM [HoD
BB WTH ZDXYEE u e ANEH LI NG L 51, DA —)L
@ BM (il 21X BM3) TOHHIFEE D, 7D 27— D BM (Hl 218 BM1)TD#
BeDZEM A E 2T 5 2 L PRI N,

¥ 9. BM3 TOHFIOZEMAE %D BM1 TOFEEFIZED X ) 8%
B2 30%WEF L7, 25— 3 (n = 20) (3R BM3 IZfEFE L., Xic BMI #
RUCHER L7 (M3, 4), 28— 41 =17)F, &I BMI' FEICHEREL, X
I BM1 #EEICHER L7z, BMI' OEEEIZZZMNFELH D DIsHE BML & [H-—T
Ho7H (X 15), BM3 &R 12 HIEDFIFE 7 = — X235\ 6 ilz, L7zddo
T, at—1F 3 L4 xZznZNn BM3 ##6if5 & BM1' #55Th -7 (X 3, 4),
ar—F1&akr—1F5dBMl ®F—%13 BM] & LC7— L3Nk (n=
34), BM1 BT 5,87 +—~< v A3, BM3 #&Eif. BMI1' #Eaf. & X BMI1
FEERED M CHIK X 172, BM1' £ 7213 BM3 O[3 28 BM1 TO#&GE D 222
BEEET 3 0IcHrchiud, BM REA 3% BMI1 3T BM &t X b
HENEEREE T I ERE SN, BB, aF—1F 4128 WT BMI' 4H
DIRALT B 2 LR I T B (X 16),
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BM1 BM1'

X 15 BM1' £258
BM1 @ 4 DSOHEFLRL) ZMOA 7P 27 FICEHLAZSD%Z BM1' &

L7, BMI & BMI' O EOREE XA —7225, HEEHREBRBEOLAT L OB 23

REH M R R R EhEERE
3 C
210 80 81000 —BM1']*
= ~ o — BM1
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o5 %40 M 4 500 \
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o - O
>
s 0 Ok & 0
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ZLTED, HloE: L C@#Ins s ns,
2 16 BM1' SRREICEWVWTHEEIIRAIILTWS
7 LEIBEDENT, BMI' 3EIZ BM1 ¢ RZ%D A — )L DOZEFEE LCHW

507z, BMI' 13 BM1 &840, 12 HREDHIH 7 = — A0ET 65017z, BMI' T
HAFEASED & L ICK RTINS T o T E, FEBEIZL T3 2 Edibh
%, WBEEEIC O W TOA, BEE TV ILIRES N [FE (BM1, BM1') x
AR (1~ 6)] 225, BHRED BREHHI & 07z [F(1, 49) =6.72, p=0.01, npzz
0.12],
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THEEB Y. BM #EEA I3 BM1 OFIHCRelRE & il L CpRIna 8 2
AL (R 17), WRiERHI T3, B, B, RBEREC O W TORGET VD
ZIURCIE S EOTHT DETRESR (BM3 #EE, BM1' EEH, REBIE) < FIEEH (1 ~ 6)]
&, ATREBRMOFHREZ R L (e, F2, 68) =9.03, p=0.00, n’=
0.21, F(2,68)=3.99, p=0.02, o’=0.11, F@, 68 =8.33, p=0.00, n’
= 0.20), ZEMEIE, BM A ORVE R & BN RBE & D b AR
VI ERHE L, BMI' BB I3REERAE X D O A RIS BRI 28 L 7o,

REH SR RS RISEIIERE

- BM3 iZBRE - BM3 iZERE - BM3 {ZERE
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S 5 40| '\ £ 500
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K 17 BM3 2BV U R EKRBFERIIVALDH BM1 DEFICEWTENTREEZ T
¥

7 L EREDENT, BM3 #8i~ 7 2 (BM3 learner; #). BMI1' f&fi< ™ 2
(BM1' leaner; 77). At~ 7 2 (Begginer; i) ® 3 D DATREERDE DS, BM1
MAEOEENZ ED X ) BRI T 02 SHEEE R L, TAY Y A 71350
TR CHREREVD D 5 2 L 2R T, HallIREDRRIZ OV TR 2
Jits]

WO
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PRI, BM fEBRA 1 1 HHEDARE, #BERE X D b S22 o
R ZR L7 (K 18), Z2Miig o HAIEEI 2 H H DR, Sefriiaiof
BICHE>TWwie, ZHRIKOKE., BM3 A o2 higofif=%E 3 H
H. 4 HH., 6 HHIZEWTHEBEEEL ) b ERICE» > 7228, BMI' G D Z i
3 2 HEDRE, BEREX D S ERICE o7, MW, MEEATIOMEHEKIZ 1
HHDIRE, TR caRIC S > Tz, BM3 A o MR g i R
Z 2 HHDIKE, BB X D QAR ITE» o720, BMI' &EFoZz4uz 1 HHB
B, FEBRAE X D L AERICED > %, BM3 &Eaf & BMI' &GO Tlk, £ T
gD HRDERETH - 72,

—_—

BM3 2EH ] BM1' #8&H AAEER

x| ¥ *

*

c c c
.2 .S .o
505 £ Sos %% Sos
g- g ? ElRandom
- - - e Seatn
123456 123456 123456
Day Day Day

X 18 BM3 ZEEV VU R EFKBERVY VA LD H BM1 [CH 1T 2 EMABIRFEHIRDE
=N =10
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KT PRIN T o7%d, 7’B—7F A MZEW»T BM3 #&EH X
b IFiE R 2MIER 2R L (1K 20), &AL TOMIERRICOWTORAETIL
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FRITIEBMAS T A4 LAINTD X F EENRD B ZRGE L 7273, B8 27
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3.4 BM1 H5 BM3 ADREMNLREE DIRE

BM1 CTOHEHEE MEHED BM3 TOEHZIEHET 208 ) 2 BAET 5 72
&, ar—F 5 BMI] #EA, n=13) ® BM3 O/87 3 —< v X%, BM3 Fbif
EHE L7 (M3), 2aFx—F 20 =20), 24A—F 3 n=200BL0a+r—} Sl
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DIREERIE L D b HRICA Ld o T (Fiah#E 8 #15, 16), X% 3 HHE 4 HHIC
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7a—77 A bTld, BMI B I3 REERE & HE L TORDALEICBIFR 7 <
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Fv b7 =7 fENTiZ. BMI B & BM3 BRI OB 1L 8 & A S
FRETH 2 Z & 2m L (X 27; fital# 9 #1, 2), AWWIC, ¥ HE, 77
2Z ) v IR, RERIE., TR IIBMIBRE CERICE . AR E
& BM1 #£50H CHRICIED > 7o (fERl#E 9 #3, 4, 5. 6, 8), Z#15 DffRIE,
BM1 #5232y b7 —2ND /) — FRIDAREZREBR R L D LKTH 5 2 L 2R
L. BMI #EEADRERRME L Bl L THERZRRT L) 2y b7 — 7 2L
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BM1 & BM3 [ x #22HFE 2 U T, FAjd BM A8 o #HD BM
FEANDMEIZZEMA T —VIC k> TERR L 2 EWRBI N, T4bb, BMI
£ 0 b BM3 TOHHEIFEED BM1 TOEO2EMEE 2 L DL, —/7T BMI
TOHFIYE D 5 BM3 TO®RGEFENDIEIXRENTH o7z, 216 DFEHRD
—ODfFRE LT, BM OFHIEENZNLL T OB A7 — )V Tfrbits BMO#%
MrE R MEET 5, LI ARESE 2 s,
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4.1 BM1 & BM3 OZEHETEEOHER EHESR

Wik, EDRr =)V DR G ILEDOMBRIETRRT 5 L D I1x, A —
VI L 72 ZE MR R O RS R 22 o g 2 R T 5, EERIC, BB 0%
AT —VDREIICE > THRHLEZFES =2 a VPEBYEZIT I EDAIGN
T\ (Geva-Sagiv et al., 2015), A TIZ, £ D KERZEM A7 — L DOER 3
A= FILDN— A% (BM3; X 2)ZBF L. % 2 TOREMEEREE, @D
S22 7 — NV Cdh BELEL A — F LD N— 2 ARk (BMI; M 1) TOZ 0 & il L
2o Gt 115 IED =7 AR DOIRICHG N, ZRFNNR T DD aF—FDW»
ThcH B Tosns (¥ 3),

9. BM3 COZEMAEDPIERICHEL SN Z 2R L 7o, REEL B
IR, TR ENEEEE O R R %, JIBZ B L O L, BORL % (X1 5), wiE, #ER
W2 PREE TG (i.e. 221y, EFEIY TG OFFARIMAZE L CEML, —HTF
A — 77 )5 (i.e. FEMEZ TG DKM L (K8), 7u—7F A7 x2—
A TIE, TR COERFRNIIMON L D b EEICEL -7 (X 9),

K2, BM3 & BM1 DD EE @A % e L 7z, JIBE7 = — Xl 1%
¥, T, RBENEREIZTXT BM3 TBMI1 kb bEIcEro7 (A7), E5IT,
ZNo D EFRIZ. BML X BM3 T h PRI L (K 6), BM3 D2
82 BM1 0200k D IR T % £ CICROIMP 225 Z L 2R L,

7o, ZRMEIN ORI T § 2 — 7, BIELATMOMAZERIZ BM3 © BM1 X

Db E»o% (1M 8), BM dfliHx, X F I M2 M L Tl 2L T
W2 PR TG (e 22N 2R BT 2 E RAe¥ 2, BT HORER D
5. BM3 I, Rt HEOERDICL DL DRfIiizEHLE T LEZoN
2, 7U0—7FA L7 2—RBT 2 I— LR TORERKRIZ BM3 ¢ BM1 £ 9 3
Bro b3, D= )V ARDUND R ORI R]IZ BM1 & BM3 O CHE NI FRIFLE
ThHhot, TOfHAIZ, BM1 & BM3 ORT, I— LIRS DIRADFR B D3
FRIE & 72 ZIFEIN TO KR OB %2 il L 75 &I b FkTh > 72 (K9, 10)
o Lo TPEYD, BM3 TOZRMZERIZ BMI k) b AIEMETH 2 2 LR

XN, ZOFEE LT, BM3 2 BM1 k) 2R RICHELRFTEER L2 XD

% MEE T AR E 2 6 e, LRLOMERIZ, N—v RREE T ¥ AL Ltk
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\J 5., ZRRYEE, FICRERER ML EMEROER, 1B 2R A T — LD
HE2RRT DIRYDFERTH 5,

BM3 IZ 81} 2 ZEERDIHMRIEDML T IE, RELZE R 7 — ) TG
(place cell) DEIZET DILKIC X > THZIICEHTZ 2000 Litkw, WD
DOFATAETIE, RELRZEB AT — N TOGIMIEOZEET DY A4 X3, IS 7%
AT =V LD b REDP ST EVBHEINT WS (O'Keefe and Burgess,
1996; Fenton et al., 2008; Kjelstrup et al., 2008; Park et al., 2011; Rich et al.,
2014; Harland et al., 2021; Tanni et al., 2022), Z#1LCTHAREWIZIZ, v F
A= PMVDF—=F=D5FBA— VDL —F—FT, W{DHDRT —)LD%H]
RRDIAET 5 2 & T, HENICEILT 254 2 A7 — VD% Z K 28D F &
F—2avZERBELTW3133THh 3 (Geva-Sagiv et al., 2015), FEEE. & 2%t
RELIMRIWIZEIE, REARZBBEAr —VTOFES—> a v E/NS 2[R
TV TDFET = a v T N E IEM T ICE W TEEL T 2 MED % v
F— O DBEETHIERZRL TS (Lietal., 2021), L7z25>T, BM3 ICNE
SNDBNSBREEART =6 REBREEAT—NVET2UATL TUHT 57280
2. BM3 Tlid BM1 ICHIRT X DL DtEEFRSH D U TS5 NTWw 25 2 LR
BIND, 7272, LD BM3 KT 2 MEEME= 2 — v v 0% L3R
PANE (K 11, 2) YEEE= 2 —a Y DA OF SN RS ward Ltk
v, BMI1 & BM3 [lj/j OZ%E#E 2§ 5 2 L id, AR 7 — )L Ot BloMm
Ak 7z e 5 EHIfE I LB,

BM1 & BM3 O*E#EBEDE X, 7 = — X ICB T 2R E2Y b7 —7
MEOZMIC R I N5, SR8, 8, R RAEREER 3, FIH Buc Btk
7 < BM3 ¢BMI &) dE»-o7 (K 13), Z4ux, BM3 23FAEHDMETICER %
(L RTARRET7 A=V FETEDES D/, —F (Thbb, #FIkM) 24EKSE, 2
NoDEZEB R IE LI 2R T, FELEEPLMEZ, JHZ@E L T
BM3 ¢, BMl T—ETH-o7%7®, BMIl & BM3 OTINH L 72 (X 13)
o 7. BARLEE, BM3 TIE—ETHo70, BMI TidEA L., FI#H %
U T BM [HTHHL 7 (K 13), Z#d, BM3 ofiofFik R m -tz ik d 2 X 9
REDIFIE RSB Z @ U CHERF S5 —77 T, BMI TlEZn o 8HET 5 C
ERRRT B, L7edio T, WEE, stk BArhotkiz, RER2EMA 7 —
IVTDZEMPEE NS B R r — )L COREMIAE & 2 e 5, REN I
EHTHHA),
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Fric, BM3 & 2B IEDORHEIZ. BM3 OERFEICE W THRAfEHYIC
FET D TR—LR=Z ] ZRTTFNERDLTH A9, BWITEI AN,
5. BWIITHOFEREICBEZEINL L E, RYICE—LXR=21TH, T/hbbH
FREDGIN (R — L XR— )2 & T2 O, Z2 U BB DM R R 2 5
THILEERBRT S, F—LR—Z2FLy Y —HERHEER T v Fe—7,
74—V RO ERI NS Z EDBAIS T % (Yaski et al., 2011; Eilam,
2014), V—br7x0—A V7, F—L_X—2{TE %L IE B HKEO—FETH
D, BPNEE—LR—ZAD 6 DFERROMEE THE L 7248, Hflicfipgz gl K7
(Eilam, 2014), —f&iz, FRIFEBEICHRTEEH?E S | F1EA S % (Eilam,
2014), BM3 i2lZ7 4 — )V FZHO T T4 A7V A DK ) RHER IV Fv—7
DFEL, EBRIZ, 74—V FOREIC ) —FD7 FAY —DMFEL TwiZ L
5 (K12, IN6D/) —FD—FWE—L_R—2 L L THETSZ I EWRBIN
7oo DL ADPN—F 7408 —A VT EHZN- 706, F—LX=Z2 /=)
SOEMEICEIN S D/ —FEY Y 7B S N, MRELT, FEUMD X9
WKE D RERMEZR >3y b7 =728 s 2 LR FPRTE S (K 12, 13),

FHBEWATIE, 2 P77 RO = FEREAL, 2y P T7—7I1FLDH

FZARSGEICPOR L 72 (X 12), Z4Ud, w7 A0V — k740 —A4 v 72 X % Z2[HE
MU T TRAMIN,) Z2EEL, vy 7TRXR—2ZDER G DL FERE L
TRTE % (Eilam 2014), E#IZK LT BM3 TiX, FED / — FIZ¥EEBIND
MR, 2P OEAFLEDMED —E IRz T 7z (1K 13), IR,
BM1 TOZD X9 7%/ — FO—#iZ, FEOMET L & HITHR L, B FuDLrE S I
ML (K12, 13), AFETH =L LERH, AT 2 X IITBWT, KE Rz
IR — )V E NS BRBEEA T — VT, 74—V DY Y =21 15 7DIND F—
LR—Z{TEIDE L 5 2 LG I N T 3 (Eilam et al., 2003), AW TIRE L
7:BM3DEE 7 ¥4 L0 Fikid, ZREYYEICE T 58— A= THDZAL
Z, HR#EIZHE 2 X ) ROIKRER 7 — )V CHEES 2 X 9 287872 IiEic b F
L2 LG TE 3,

AHBICB I 2HR 2y P 7 =27 D7 —FidgikE, Vv 27k — o0&
BThHol (3 2.6 (7= 22K), 0o, / — FORMANREE
Bz, B, BREfE, B 200 ¢k, bR YA VGG (B X, REL B
Ao, EELE) SRR L TS ARERE Z 5 s, EERIC, PO
PEEEZEIE. T PSRN BRI 7 — L DKEED b R a P h L g R T
% Z L %mR¥ L7 (Poucet and Herrmann, 2001), SEfEHER X M7= B A7 AH 24
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HETFIAE, MRIRZEB AT =L (2 x 2 m) DBFTO F RXa Pk i, 1
OGO ENIZ X > T, BoD) bicfsfbtans 2 Lz TPl 5
(Dabaghian et al., 2012), 512, 7 v F2NRE L -EREHZNIAE» S, E
RO 22— R AT — VD Ty 7 (BE 4m) O bR P h )L iEiED,
xS CAl oG fildic K> TR s as 2 2R L7, T4bb, ZDEL
v DR ANGREEPIHERSNARD . T v 7 DIBIRD T AV b EERE L
TEDb->ThH., BATHEOL A2 AR 3 HiE: & 117 (Dabaghian et al., 2014),
RKERAT—IVOZEMICEIT 2 FFa Y —oERBlIcOWT, & M2
& L7 IMRI %1%, IRAEBZEE LicHS e v Ry oY —K —2 S NEPHER
L72BE. VYV —Fh— D) OREE L urEduli: & G E & AR OMEES O
THEIDSHRI L T v b 2 L 2 L 72 (Javadi et al., 2017), Z DfEHRIZ. BATO b
KoL hNEEEPEEDOEZ 5 { CAl OBFMilEcEHINT VLS I L 2R
L CTw 3%, Dabaghian et al., 2014 59 X912, Bz b AP A VICRHT S
DM RED—21F, BAAWICIEMERRBUC AR T, o witRER TRk T
52LTHD (e.g MR vs. HIK), T EIFFERL, KEREMA T — L2 EE
Nty 7 —27 L LTRHET2 I L2ARBICT 5, FEERY, HERITTZEIC L
XL AV (e.g. BEFRE) (X, M KRR I NI KD v =AU RYT (e.g. BN
DOHIN) 2/ —FEL, ZN6DEDEREZ) v 7 ET5L97%, Fvy FT7—7IC
XoTHHEINTWVWE Z 2B T % (Poucet, 1993; Wolbers and Wiener, 2014)
o I EDS ., GO Ru P AR RIE, DI REMAT =L XD HRE R
A7 =)V TOREICE W THEICHE I N AlRENH D, L3> TBM3 i3+
RoY—DMREEREZHEET 2DIHE L2 TH L EEZ NS,

4.2 KEBAT—IVDERICHE TS BM ODFRIFEIE. INSHER
T—ILDOEMICKITB&EKED BM DZERFEE Z{RET S

RIZ, ZERA T —VDBHED M E 21T T, ZORDOEMYEEICH
ByopE) 0 BEEL 7, BEEEZEE T AL E, BRHL T2 HEDMEZ
Tk, BEZ DT 2 5L EE T 5, 20Ud Harlow @ learning set
(Harlow, 1949)¢ L THIGNT W3S, ZOXFEE 0L AL > T, #HCTHE
2P LI, 20 BT 2EZ2 D BOBUTHRRA T E TE % (Few-shot
learning) & &3S N T 5% (Wang, 2021), L7=3> T, ZDOXAY¥EE 70k
A, 120 BM HETOFHYE X, il BM FETOEHE D 22 % (e $
52 ENTREN, BM3 OfRA £ BMI' oA I1X, FRigHE LTZzNL

1
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I

L BM3 i L BM1' BLEICAEFH L, 2%, M : BM1 EICER L 72, R
fiE1Z BM1 OAICHEFH L 72, FHED ., BM HEOHEHEEIZ, BM1 TOERFD
et E 2R L 7o, AT, BM BREA X, R AT, o BMI1 §hd
TORERR 2R L7 (K 18), IRFTIETFHL 2dro 7223, #HED BM1 TD
ZEHIRROKEEIZ, BM3 A obmEm <, EEIC, 70 —772A MBI 3

T — LR OEERFR]IZ BM3 B 2 BM1' B O L D b B ICEL - 72
(K 20), L7Z=23> T, KRERZEMATr — )BT 2 HERTO BM 22813, /NS 2221
R =)V TOEFED BM ZEHHEIC B T 2 EHRROBEZEHO 5 LEZ 615,

BM1 & BM3 DD % & 282 X R ERNRITIENFRTH D, BM1 TOH
Hi“F#E 2> 5 BM3 TO®BFEEE ~NDRENRITRENTH > 72, =7 —DHI: BMI
B LRI L O CRFETH D, FIRRITIBOEHERIZ, BMI #5f & #e5a
IEDRCHEMICHSETH -7 (K 24), ZHUIK LT, HRF & R EIHEEZ BMI
A DS WEBIE»r -7 (K 23), 70—7F A7 x2—XTlx, BMI #&EAH
DI DI X D D RO R K ROBERIKME DI E» - 72 (K 26), 216D
fidix, BMI #8A X, i BM3 HUETROJE D DA DG % PREE § 2 I
DY hnZ ERZRLTWS, ZiE, BMI f&EBEAI1Z BM1 TOHHEEZ@E L T
BM #HEICEIT 2 —~EDHEk. Thbb = LIZEICLD RO NIET
5. REELTEY, Ih2HBREO BM3 ICBEWTHEH LA L2 RBT 5,

BMI1 & BM3 DD E OIEEIL, AEPOHEER R Y 7 — 7 OFRH4N
BHEEE B 726 L, FRCENTPOLEDMGEI ROBEE L 22 2 L RRI N, &
BXic. BM3 225 BM1 ~DBHFE 2222 E OfeElic B8\ »T, BM3 A ICE T 5
BEA RO, BRI Z AU AR THIBR Z 8 U < auiicisid L7z (K 19), BM1
2> 5 BM3 ~DOZEREE O IREMN e TlE, BMI1 A & R L oIz D
I BEMEIIBIE I NG o 72 (K 25), 26 DFERIZ, BM3 225 BM1 ~ADf¢
HEIC X > T, BM3 BEAETIEA—LR—2D k9 R EDOBIT~DHZH 2>
D, BMI1 OEMERRZEETEZILEZRBT S, ZiUKR LT, BMI 225
BM3 ~DREMIEEETIZ, #FiD BM3 AHICE VT, BMI #REH X, FRERIE L
FRREIC A —AR—=ZA 2T 2 08B H 5 L 2R RT 5,

% DIATIFRICE WT, A ¥ —<2%F (Tse et al., 2007), HERE
(Rosenberg et al., 2021), #&E%#& (Braun et al., 2010), Z2[E*## (Ocampo et
al., 2018; Baraduc et al., 2019; Alonso et al., 2021) % O X FIF L2HEICEB T
HAZEBEZME LT b, s DOWIZETIE, FHTFE D S BhiEE DI
. R L RGEEE O T SR F U A R DM A — LB o HE

11y
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W=V D N TITbN I GEICBIE I N, RHRDORRIL, Bk 2R r— LT
b5 BM3 & BMI1 73, BM #REEHIC & > TP BM i E L TULBEI NS Z &
ZARMET 5, ZaUd, SfT BM RRERA 2 BT 5545 BM TOZMEE O L |
BMER# & BRBifEE b 4 2 7 g b 4 L 2wl (.e. CFC) oFHiAEH TIE, #
D BM TOYEEEMEEL o7 2 L oINS, 29D BM HOfEESH
&, BE I L BB R T — VO RDNBIRIC X o T I N2 AJREEDE 2 5
N5, BEARIICIZ, Bito2EE B: BM1) OZ2f 2 7 — V23, HEiEE (%: BM3
7213 BMI)CTOZEMA 7 — L EHEL WhrZ NN TH 256, IEERNRIHE I
7% (f: BM3 £ 7213 BM1' Of&EEH X BM1 OfgE#E), o4, BM3, BMI'
. BMIoO##EIZ, BMEEERGIZ L > THWIZIERICHEPIL 72 BM 38 & L T
INTVwBHEEZLNS, ZIUIR LT, BHDEE (H: BM3)DZEH R 7 — )L
73, HEHTOFE (B: BM1)TOER A7 —L & D & KRE WA, (EERIIIZREH
TdH 5 (Hl: BMI DOFEEAXT BM3 DfEERE),

LR 2 — AR 72 22 A E OIRED TR I H 2 gk & LT, 5L
HIUERTEY (mPFC) 2 &8 %y b7 — 7 MMEI NS, BE I, BED XR%E DU
AR LBEAIOXRE D &, #Frae ke LRI 2Bt ns (R
& LT, Alonso et al., 20202 £), BARRYICIZ, #8E CA3 & NMDA 2%k
X, CAl OGN BT 2 HEoBE IS5 3 % (Dragoi and Tonegawa,
2013), 57 2BMYEZ T 5 2 & T, BEMRFH L T3 BM OZEMERRZT T
7% <. BM FEIZIE T 3 learning set (Harlow, 1949) % #7543 2 S EH b
FIMETHEIRINTwE EEZ NS, 20Kk, ZOREEMZ, 2 8HEED
[ilEft (consolidation) Z# U C, MEPSKED Ry P —27 Il TIN5, —
B3 20 & BB IS AT L 72 Ra RN, W2 N4 82 L CEEEES 1L, o
M2 R DI ICHHE I NS 2 LT, few-shot learning 2SH[BEIZ 7% 2 (Alonso
et al., 2020), mPFC 1%, BEDRZ RO XNRICTETE 2089 2 ET
LRENERS . ZOXRDFED S DTHROWIRD | WL OGS % W T 2% (van
Kesteren et al., 2012), & L#HD BM 2£E 35470 BM 2£8 L FAfECH 255
4. mPFC 136 BM O XR% %617 BM OSCUIRE LT L. ¥E O TEE) 2 H1H
T 270, BETERINSKE BM OF& 2 id@Elz b ETHh 3,

BM3 (& BM1 & ) b2EIC X DL OFUTHER LETRER 2z 0 E L7720
(X 6), FHED learning set & ZEHFXRDM %2751 T %121, BM3 Tl BM1
D BN KRE BRURESSLECH -7 LEZ6NS, L~ ADETHE
#ELTBM3 lEZ#E L., BMI SECREIEE 2B koGt il
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HFICHEE T L D R E RREEBDER I NS, 2 LT, Al L gt EH oo
77 v RBL T, ZOREENNIEED S FEICERI NS, Bt BM1 2E
B WT, BHCHS S N7 EER O —5 b ¢ I i I n 5 —/ T, TR
SITH L WEBEIESE A S I N Z L 3d kB, Ttk BM3 RERA
3 HED BM1 FEZ BHICFEH T2 2 ENTE DR L., FREREE IR IHT L
WELRIE 2 T 2 BB H o7z, b LT ADRYIC BM1 Z&ER L 7284,
XD /ANS REREIESER IS, L L, ZOREEMOFEZ T Tk, Bio
BM3 B EA T Th D WEHICE T 2572 2l ElO AT, BM1 #EH
THoTHRETH -7, ZORHE, Bid BM3 FAEHIZE T 25670 BMI 12 &
BAGEDSIRER & 7o 7 EHEZE I B, BM3 25 BM1 ~DOREED T IZ 1F, Z2R
FEOEGEICE D 2 ARG FLREVE S, AFEET A MF Iz s
ZDICHBRERD—D L3 Z LB TE S,

AWFZ2i13. 22l EEMAE BM1 & BM3 O3 2 L 2R L, T4b
5, BM3 TRIRE Ry b7 — 27 OFENFMEDR—E LD K )iz, #EP, —HL
T7 4 =V N EOREDGFDBERE N, —J5T, BMI TIZZ D X 9 RBGHrIeE
BLLHiomEL, BEAhOMEZEAD L, BM3 1282 2D X9 ikEii, BM
Az 3 < DI X D Bl S N iR ELBR O R 22 L, %o BM1 To
HEMET 2 2 LRI N7, AL TREI L BM3 13 BML &tz 89
DR DEEA T — N E EDXIICRRL, EDLH) ICHAIE 202 MEET % 7
DOHMLIERR E %5 LML,
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Tt=h
][ m =]

AWFFEIZE LT, BMIL & BM3 1387 2 a2 HE L 72, BM3 i
%K%wf\vﬁxi%@@ﬁ%@%~m®%%%%ﬁ%:%%b\%mi%%ﬁ
FEDFy b7 =7 ICB T AHEAHLMEREE 2B T —ETH o7 2 ED L BRI
NTw3, £/, BM1 & BM3 DOIC A ¥ FEDOEIL MR S 7z, BM3 % 22H
L7ze 7 Ak, BML IZBW TR AL D b ¥ A7 ZRIT 2720 Il X
N-MREGEIRE2ES LT EEZo NS, LaL, XY FEHORRIE BM1 &
BM3 DHTIZIERNHIITH D, BM1 Z5eIC#EE L 72 =7 X1 BM3 TOFEHOfE
ERZNUTIER N o7, BM1 & BM3 OfiAaGbE L, SRR 2 A7 —
WOZEMZE ED X HICEKI L, ZOHME L 2 20 HEE2 LD X 51T v EHN
ZDICHE LIS AT LTHEEEZONS,

SHBOBYEE LT, Wi 322ME A7 — )L ® BM IZE T 2 Mo 78 1
A=YV X LMBRROEEIET o s, KiFZElE, ZZRA 77— & 2R
ROMRIEDS, EMT F 72 13EHEDZRMIAE TG 2 B8O WT, Y, BlEmARY
R, MEEE L 2RI DR TH B,

1y
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Het=
A.p o * 3EELAEZ2RT, ES = F5E
A

ki 7 = — RI12B T3 BM1 & BM3 DOEEETIED Lk

2R # Eild HBER REE RETSHT—IHE  RECEHE |[MEHE PE

Wilcoxon z=

1 X8 EEA BM1 vs. BM3 | Day 1 RE"RL rank-sum test | -1.11 0.2668
Wilcoxon z=

2|8 fEfEA  BMlvs.BM3 | Day2 RERL rank-sum test | -1.91 0.0563
Wilcoxon z=

3|8  #EEA  BMlvs.BM3 |Day3 RERL rank-sum test | -2.01 0.0439
Wilcoxon z=

4 X8 #{EA  BMlvs.BM3 Day4 RER L rank-sum test | -0.44 | 0.6592
Wilcoxon z=

5|8 fEfEA  BMlvs.BM3 | Day5 REZL rank-sum test | -2.68 0.0074*
Wilcoxon z=

6 K8 #EEA  BMlvs.BM3 Day6 REWR L rank-sum test | -2.74 | 0.0061*
Wilcoxon z=

7|8 EHK  BMlvs.BM3 |Day 1 RE®L rank-sum test | -1.09 | 0.2748
Wilcoxon

8 8 | EMH BMI1 vs. BM3 | Day 2 RER L rank-sum test | z=1.66 ' 0.0965
Wilcoxon

9 |E8 EFH  BMlvs.BM3 |Day3 REZL rank-sum test | z=1.00  0.3173
Wilcoxon z=

10 8 |E#K  BMIvs.BM3 | Day4 RE=RL rank-sum test | -0.30 0.7667
Wilcoxon

11 X8 &EEM  BMIvs.BM3  Days RER L rank-sum test | z=0.43 | 0.6658
Wilcoxon

12 X8 EFHEM | BMIvs.BM3 Day6 RERZL rank-sum test | z=1.49 | 0.1361
Wilcoxon

13 8 | ZEfEK  BMIvs.BM3 |Dayl RERL rank-sum test | z=3.20 | 0.0014*
Wilcoxon

14 X8 | Z[EM | BMIvs.BM3 Day2 RE=RL rank-sum test | z=1.39 | 0.1643
Wilcoxon

15 X8 ZEEM | BMIlvs.BM3 Day3 RERL rank-sum test | z=2.85 | 0.0043*
Wilcoxon

16 8 | ZEREN BM1 vs. BM3 | Day 4 REDZL rank-sum test | z=0.82 1 0.4106
Wilcoxon

17 |8 | Z=REM  BMIvs.BM3 Day5 RERZRL rank-sum test | z=3.50 | 0.0005*
Wilcoxon

18 X8 | ZEM | BMIvs.BM3 Day6 RE=RL rank-sum test | z=2.40  0.0162

-590._

SEREDHIE

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 /6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 /6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

-0.12

-0.20

-0.21

r=

-0.05

r=
-0.28



e
7 = —R1zBI1F 3 BM1L &£ BM3 O 2 v F 7 — 718 Friig

wmE REIS LERED
SR # kit B R 2 T—IBE | REDEH festiE  PiE s ES
Bonferroni

1| ®13 [{ZIEEADE BMlvs.BM3 |Dayl | {RE#%LU | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-6.70 | 0.0000* | (0.05/6 days)  r=-0.71

Bonferroni
2 13 fZIERDE  BMIvs.BM3 Day2 {REWUL | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-6.50 | 0.0000% | (0.05/6 days) r=-0.69

Bonferroni
3 K13 |[fFIESRD#E BMIvs.BM3 |Day3 {RERL | Wilcoxon rank-sum test | z=-6.74 | 0.0000% |(0.05/6 days) r=-0.71

Bonferroni
4 E13 {ZFIERO#H  BMlvs.BM3  Day4 | {REAL | Wilcoxon rank-sum test |z=-6.22 |0.0000% | (0.05/6 days) r=-0.66

Bonferroni
5|E13 [{FIERADE  BMlvs.BM3 |Day5 | {REX%L | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-6.31 | 0.0000* | (0.05/6 days) r=-0.67

Bonferroni
6 13 fZIERDE BMIvs.BM3 Day6 {REML | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-5.51 | 0.0000% | (0.05/6 days) r=-0.58

Bonferroni

7| ®13 | g BMIlvs.BM3 |Dayl {RZEXL | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-6.69 | 0.0000* |(0.05/6 days) r=-0.70
Bonferroni

8 13 | ¥ BMlvs.BM3 Day2 {REXLU | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-6.34 |0.0000* | (0.05/6 days) |r=-0.67
Bonferroni

9 13 | % BMl1vs.BM3 | Day3 |{REL  Wilcoxonrank-sumtest | z=-6.83 | 0.0000* |(0.05/6 days) r=-0.72
Bonferroni

10 13 | g BMlvs.BM3 Day4 {RE%%L | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-6.09 |0.0000% | (0.05/6 days) | r=-0.64
Bonferroni

11 13 | ¥ BMIlvs.BM3 |Day5 {RZE L | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-6.65 | 0.0000* |(0.05/6 days) r=-0.70
Bonferroni

12 13| ¥ BMlvs.BM3 Day6 {REML | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-5.77 |0.0000* | (0.05/6 days) |r=-0.61
Bonferroni

13 ® 13 R# BMlvs.BM3 Dayl {RE%%LU  Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-4.70 |0.0000% | (0.05/6 days) |r=-0.50
Bonferroni

14 13 | R¥E BMlvs.BM3 Day2 | {RE#L Wilcoxon rank-sum test z=-5.24 0.0000* | (0.05/6 days) |r=-0.55
Bonferroni

15 ®13  R¥E BMlvs.BM3 |Day3 {REX%L | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-546 | 0.0000* |(0.05/6 days) r=-0.58
Bonferroni

16 13 | R¥E BMlvs.BM3 Day4 | {REML Wilcoxon rank-sum test z=-4.39 | 0.0000* |(0.05/6days) r=-0.46
Bonferroni

17 13 R¥ BMlvs.BM3 Day5 |{REML Wilcoxon rank-sum test | z=-5.52 | 0.0000% | (0.05/6 days) r=-0.58
Bonferroni

18 13 R¥ BMlvs.BM3 Day6 {RE%%LU | Wilcoxon rank-sumtest | z=-4.79 |0.0000% | (0.05/6 days) | r=-0.50
Bonferroni

©
3
Iy
B
i

BMlvs.BM3 Dayl {RE#UL Wilcoxon rank-sum test z=4.66 | 0.0000* |(0.05/6days) r=0.49

Bonferroni

20 13 | BE BMlvs.BM3 Day2 | {REML Wilcoxon rank-sum test z=4.73  0.0000*% | (0.05/6 days) r=10.50
Bonferroni

21 13 EBE BMlvs.BM3 Day3 |{RE#L Wilcoxon rank-sum test z=5.73  0.0000*% | (0.05/6 days) r=0.60
Bonferroni

22 13 BE BMlvs.BM3 Day4 {RE%%LU | Wilcoxonrank-sumtest | z=3.52 | 0.0004* | (0.05/6 days) |r=0.37
Bonferroni

23 13 | BE BMlvs.BM3 Day5 {RE#UL Wilcoxon rank-sum test z=2.78 0.0055* | (0.05/6days) r=0.29
Bonferroni

24 13 | BE BMlvs.BM3 | Day6 {REHHUL Wilcoxon rank-sum test z=1.62 0.1055 (0.05/6 days) |r=0.17

25 13 | BE Day 1 vs. 6 BM1 REMRL Wilcoxon signed-rank test | z=-1.48 | 0.14 N/A r=-0.16
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v IRE

VIR5Y
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IIR5Y
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v TRE

TSAFY
> TRE

TI5RFY
VTR
RERER
RAAREER
RAERER
RERERR
RERER
RAAREER
WALV
BEAdiE
BEAdiE
BN AILE
Bt

ARV
B
BN

EREERIOME
MRV
IRV
EREEROME
EREEROME
MRV
IEREERIOME
EREEROME

Day 1 vs. 12

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BM1 vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BM1 vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BM1 vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BM1 vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BM1 vs.

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

Day 1 vs. 6

Day 1 vs. 12

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BM1 vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

Day 1 vs. 6

Day 1 vs. 12

BM3

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6
BM1

BM3

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6
BMI

BM3

Wilcoxon signed-rank test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test

Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test

Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test

Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon signed-rank test

Wilcoxon signed-rank test
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z=-5.80
z=-1.86
z=-2.34
z=-2.61
z=-1.88
z=-2.15
z=-0.40
z=-6.29
z=-5.76
z=-6.68
=-5.82
z=-7.00
z=-6.66
z=-2.00
z=-2.67
z=-3.60
z=-3.50
z=-6.07
z=-6.04
z=245
z=0.46
z=4.12
z=441
z=5.53
z=13.30
z=2281
z=1.79
z=-143
z=-5.18

0.0634

0.0192

0.0089

0.0599

0.0319

0.6927

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0453

0.0076*

0.0003*

0.0005*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0000*

0.0010*

0.0050*

0.0729

N/A

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

N/A
N/A

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

N/A

N/A

r=-0.61
r=-0.20
r=-0.25
r=-0.28
r=-0.20
r=-0.23
r=-0.04
r=-0.66
=-0.61
r=-0.70
=-0.61
r=-0.74
r=-0.70
r=-0.21
r=-0.28
r=-0.38
r=-0.37
r=-0.64
r=-0.64
r=-0.26
r=0.05
r=043
r=0.46
r=0.58
r=035
r=20.30
r=0.19
r=-0.15
=-0.55
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BM1 vs.

BM1 vs.

BMI1 vs.

BM1 vs.

BMI vs.

BMI vs.

BMI1 vs.

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

BM3

e ERE

7a—77 Xk
7O—-7F X~
ZO—-7FZ bk
7O0—77 X~

70—-77 X+

7O0—-77 X+

7a—-77 X~
7O0—77F XK

REY %

ToYEE REOESE

REZL
RERL
RE L

REZL

Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test

Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test
Wilcoxon rank-sum test

Wilcoxon rank-sum test

Wilcoxon rank-sum test
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et

2=0381
2=0.86
2=6.03

z=251

z=3.93

z=-3.36

z=-5.61

z=3.47

PlE
0.42
0.39
0.00%

0.01*

0.00*

0.00*

0.00*

0.00*

ZEIRED
fBE
N/A
N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

ES

r=0.09

r=0.10

r=0.70

r=0.29

r=0.46

r=
-0.39

r=
-0.65

r=0.40
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HBER

BMI' f25%H, BM3

BM!' ##58F, BM3

BM1' #ZERE vs.
BM3 RERE

BM1' B8R H vs. K
BB

BM3 #ZERHE vs. K

BMI' #2585, BM3

BM1' #ZERE vs.
BM3 RERE

BMI1' B2 H vs. K
RER

BM3 #ZERHE vs. K
125

BM1' #&8&H, BM3

BM1' iRE2H vs.
BM3 RERE

BM1' B8 H vs. K

BM3 #ZERHE vs. K

BM1' #&8%H, BM3

BM1' fRERH vs.
BM3 1RERE

BM1' iZRB&H vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K

BM1' #&8&H, BM3

BM1' iRE2H vs.
BM3 R5%E

BMI' fBERE vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K

BM1' #%8&H, BM3

BMI' {282H, BM3

BMI' #Z5%H, BM3

BM1' #&8&H, BM3

teEEEE

Day 1

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

RET S
F—5 i

REDEHE

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test
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HEHE

X2 (2)=17.22

X2 (2)=9.79

z=-0.76

z=-2.95

z=-2.07

X2 (2) = 19.40

z=1.59

z=-2.18

z=-4.08

X2 (2) = 24.38

z=-1.51

z=-449

z=-343

X2 (2)=15.50

z=-1.15

z=-3.39

z=-2.93

X?(2)=15.16

z=-0.62

z=-3.23

z=-3.14

X?(2)=248

X2 (2)=0.34

X2 (2)=3.50

X2 (2)=3.61

PfE

0.027

0.007*

0.445

0.003*

0.038

0.000*

0.112

0.005*

0.000*

0.000*

0.131

0.000*

0.001*

0.000*

0.250

0.001*

0.003*

0.001*

0.536

0.001*

0.002*

0.290

0.843

0.174

0.164

SEREDHMIE

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

N/A

N/A

-0.13

r=

-0.41

-0.28

N/A

r=0.26

r=

-0.39

r=

-0.56

N/A

r=

-0.25

r=

-0.63

-0.47

N/A

r=

-0.19

r=

-0.47

r=
-0.40

N/A

r=

-0.10

r=
-0.45

r=

-0.43

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
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BM1' #&28%H, BM3

BM1' #Z8&H, BM3

BMI' i%28%H, BM3

BM!' ##5&H, BM3

BM1' #&8%H, BM3

BM1' #RERH vs.
BM3 1RERE

BMI' f2ERE vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K

BM1' #&8&H, BM3

BMI1' iRE2H vs.
BM3 R5%E

BMI' fRERHE vs. K

BM3 #RERE vs. K

BM1' #Z8&H, BM3

BM1' iRE&H vs.
BM3 R5%HE

BMI' fBERE vs. K

BM3 #RERE vs. K

BM1' i%8&H, BM3

BMI' #RERE vs.
BM3 RERE

BMI' fBERE vs. K

BM3 #RERE vs. K

Day 5

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wallis
test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test
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X2 (2)=1.38

X2(2)=0.75

X2 (2)=3.50

X2 (2)=9.35

X2 (2)=13.70

z=-0.35

z=2.46

z=3.62

X?(2)=15.96

z=0.83

z=3.48

z=3.33

X?(2)=11.27

z=1.58

z=3.24

z=1.78

X2 (2)=16.07

z=10.50

z=3.27

z=3.38

0.502

0.688

0.174

0.174

0.001*

0.724

0.014*

0.000*

0.000*

0.409

0.001*

0.001*

0.004*

0.114

0.001*

0.075

0.000*

0.614

0.001*

0.001*

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 6
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
pairs)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

r=

-0.06

r=0.34

r=0.49

N/A

r=0.14

r=0.49

r=0.45

N/A

r=0.26

r=0.45

r=024

N/A

r=0.08

r=0.46

r=0.46
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BMI' ##5&F, BM3

BM1' #Z8%F, BM3

BMI' #28%F, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3

BM1' fZERE vs.
BM3 #RERE

BMI1' ZE&H vs. K
TRER

BM3 #ZERHE vs. K

BM!' 258, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BM1' #&8%H, BM3

BM1' #%28&F, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3
RERE, RRER

BM1' {258 vs.
BM3 RERE

BMI' fRE&E vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K
RER

BMI' #25%H, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BM1' {258 vs.
BM3 #RE&E

BMI1' #Z2E&H vs. K
AR

BM3 258 HE vs. R
RER

BMI' #25%H, BM3

BM1' iRE&H vs.
BM3 RE&E

BMI1' #ZE&H vs. K
R

BM3 258 E vs. K

BM!' ##5%H, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BM1' fZERE vs.
BM3 #RERE

teEEsE

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 5

Day 5

DIFE7 = —RW2BITFEZ 2y F 7 —

REDESE

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test
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fratiE

X2 (Q2)=
8.02

X (2=
6.70

X (2)=
8.26

X ()=
10.68
z=-1.63

z=-2.99

z=-1.92

X2 (2) =
6.86

X2 (@2)=
4.07

X (2=
8.56

X (2)=
13.21

z=-0.86
z=-2.99
z=-2.89
X2 (2)=
21.66

z=-0.12
z=-3.37
z=-4.19
X*(2)=
27.74

z=-1.81
z=-4.54
z=-3.84
X*(2)=

21.83

z=-0.98

PfE

0.018

0.035

0.016

0.005*

0.102

0.003*

0.055

0.032

0.131

0.014

0.001*

0.392

0.003*

0.004*

0.000*

0.902

0.001*

0.000*

0.000*

0.070

0.000*

0.000*

0.000*

0.329

SEREDH
na

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

ES

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

r=
-0.27

r=

-0.42

r=

-0.26

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

r=
-0.14

r=

-0.42

r=

-0.39

N/A

r=
-0.02

r=

-0.47

r=

-0.57

N/A

r=

-0.30

-0.64

r=

-0.52

N/A

r=
-0.16



25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

&

&

&

Y

&

™

Y

&

™

]

&

]

&

&

™

Y

%

¥

¥

f%

%

¥

BMI' RERE vs. K

BM3 ZERHE vs. R
TRER

BMI' #25%H, BM3
REE, AR

BM1' {258 vs.
BM3 Z8RE

BMI' RERE vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K
RER

BMI' #25%H, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BM!' ##5&H, BM3
BB, AR

BM1' fZERE vs.
BM3 R58E

BM1' iRB&H vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K

BMI' ##58H, BM3

BM1' fZERE vs.
BM3 iR58E

BM1' iZE&H vs. K
RER

BM3 #ZERHE vs. K
s

BM1' #&8%H, BM3

BMI' iRE8H vs.
BM3 #ZEE

BM1' iZB&H vs. K
RER

BM3 #ZERE vs. K
RER

BM1' #Z8%F, BM3

BMI' RE&E vs.
BM3 #ZERE

BMI' #25RE vs. K
RER

BM3 #ZERE vs. K
fitd=

BM1' #Z8%F, BM3

BM1' RER vs.
BM3 R5E

BMI' #25RE vs. K
IRER

BM3 #ZERE vs. K

Day 5

Day 5

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test
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z=-3.90
z=-3.67
X (2)=
13.86
z=-1.20
z=-3.29
z=-2.62
X (2)=
8.63
X2 (2)=
16.81
=-1.13
z=-3.29
z=-3.33
X (2)=
22.40
z=-0.52
z=-3.79
z=-393
X (2)=
29.42
z=-1.84
z=-4.68
z=-3.95
X2 (2)=
17.11
z=-1.17
z=-3.62
z=-3.00
X (2)=
13.22
z=-1.05
z=-3.09
z=-2.74

0.000*

0.000*

0.001*

0.231

0.001*

0.009*

0.013

0.000*

0.258

0.001*

0.001*

0.000*

0.603

0.000*

0.000*

0.000*

0.066

0.000*

0.000*

0.000*

0.240

0.000*

0.003*

0.001*

0.295

0.002*

0.006*

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

r=
-0.55

-0.50

N/A

r=
-0.20

N/A

N/A

-0.19

r=

-0.46

-0.45

N/A

-0.09

r=

-0.53

r=
-0.54

N/A

-0.30

r=

-0.66

r=
-0.54

N/A

-0.19

r=

-0.51

r=

-0.41

N/A

-0.17

r=

-0.43

-0.37
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REREERR

RERERR

RAEREER

RAERER

RERERR

RERERR

RAEREER

RAERER

RERERR

RERERR

RAEREER

RAEREER

RERERR

RAERER

RAERERR

BM1' #&8%F, BM3

BMI1' Z28%F, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3
REE, AR

BMI' ##5%H, BM3
IRERE, RIRER

BMI1' #Z8%F, BM3

BMI1' i28&F, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BM!' ##5&H, BM3
BB, AR

BM1' #Z8%F, BM3

BM1' i%8%F, BM3

BMI' #2587, BM3

BMI' ##58H, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3

BM1' i28%H, BM3

BM1' {258 vs.
BM3 Z5RE

BMI' fRERE vs. K

BM3 ZERHE vs. R
TRER

BM1' #28%H, BM3

BM1' {258 vs.
BM3 #8RE

BMI' RERE vs. K

BM3 #ZE&H vs. K
TRER

BMI' #25%H, BM3
REE, AR

BM1' iZ25&H vs.
BM3 RERE

BMI' fRERE vs. K

BM3 28R E vs. K
RER

BM!' #25%H, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BM1' {258 vs.
BM3 #RE&E

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 2

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 5

Day 5

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum

test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test
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X2 (Q2)=
3.45

X (2=
0.70

X(@2)=
2.58

X(@)=
5.87

X (@2)=
5.09

X2 (2)=
3.37

X(@2)=
9.31

X (@)=
7.83

X (@2)=
737

X (2)=
8.64

X (2=
6.74

X (@2)=
275

X (2=
2.11

X (2)=
11.49

z=-1.13
z=-2.92
z=-247
X (2)=
19.10

z=-0.41
z=-3.37
z=-3.76
X (2)=
25.76

z=-1.86
z=-4.34
z=-3.71
X2 (2)=

20.32

z=-1.25

0.178

0.706

0.275

0.053

0.079

0.186

0.009

0.020

0.025

0.013

0.034

0.253

0.347

0.003*

0.259

0.004*

0.013*

0.000*

0.680

0.001*

0.000*

0.000*

0.063

0.000*

0.000*

0.000*

0.211

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

r=
-0.19

r=
-0.41

r=

-0.34

N/A

r=

-0.07

-0.47

r=

-0.51

N/A

r=
-0.31

r=

-0.61

r=

-0.50

N/A

r=
-0.21
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80

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

19 =ERER

19 RERER

19 BEREER

19 REEER

19 REREKR

19 RERER

19 AL

19 FEAROE

19 | EAHDME

19 AL

19 | ek

19 AR

19 | A AOE

19 | EAHOHE

19 FEARDE

19 | EAFDE

19 | EAHDHE

19 | EAAFOE

19 FEARDE

19 | A

19 | EAHDHE

19 AL

19 | FEARDE

19 | EAHDME

19 | aEEEROHE

19 EEHOME

19 SEREAROME

BMI' RERE vs. K

BM3 ZERHE vs. R
TRER

BMI' #25%H, BM3
REE, AR

BM1' {258 vs.
BM3 Z8RE

BMI' RERE vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K
RER

BMI' #25%H, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BM!' ##5&H, BM3
BB, AR

BM1' #Z8%F, BM3

BMI' iRERH vs.
BM3 R5E

BMI' #2ERE vs. K

BM3 #ZERE vs. K

BMI' #25%H, BM3

BMI' iRERH vs.
BM3 REHE

BMI' #Z5RE vs. K

BM3 BT vs. K

BMI' #25%H, BM3

BM1' #RERE vs.
BM3 RERE

BMI' #Z2ERE vs. K
fitd=

BM3 BT vs. K

BMI' f2E&%H, BM3

BMI1' iZ25&H vs.
BM3 RERE

BMI' ZERE vs. K
fitd=

BM3 BT vs. K
AR

BMI1' i%28&F, BM3

BM!' #25%H, BM3
RERE, RIRER

BMI' ##5%F, BM3

Day 5

Day 5

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 3

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 4

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 5

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 6

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum
test

Wilcoxon rank-sum

test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test
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z=-3.92

z=-3.30
X (2)=
12.53

z=-1.06

z=-3.14

z=-2.48

X(@2)=
1.37

X (@)=
6.80

X2 (2)=
16.61
2=0.00

z=-3.02

z2=-3.59
X (2=
19.58

z=-147

z=-4.03

z=-293
X2 (2)=
21.48

z=-0.65

z=-4.01

z=-3.46
X (2=
9.98

z=-091

z=-2.81

z=-2.18

X (2=
3.06

X*(2)=
0.42

X (2)=
2.44

0.000*

0.001*

0.002*

0.289

0.002*

0.013*

0.504

0.033

0.000*

1.000

0.002%*

0.000*

0.000*

0.140

0.000*

0.003*

0.000*

0.517

0.000*

0.001*

0.007*

0.362

0.005*

0.029

0.217

0.811

0.296

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 3 pairs)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days)

Bonferroni
(0.05 / 6 days)

r=
-0.55

r=

-0.45

N/A

r=
-0.17

r=

-0.44

r=

-0.34

N/A

N/A

N/A

r=0.00

r=
-0.42

r=

-0.49

N/A

r=

-0.24

r=
-0.56

r=

-0.40

N/A

r=

-0.11

r=
-0.56

-0.47

N/A

r=

-0.15

r=
-0.39

r=

-0.30

N/A

N/A



106 19 | SEEEHROE

107 19 | aEEEHOHE

108 19 SEEFOE

BM1' #&8%F, BM3

BMI1' Z28%F, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3
REE, AR

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Kruskall-Wallis test
Kruskall-Wallis test

Kruskall-Wallis test

_69-

X (@2)=
343

X (2=
473

X(@2)=
236

0.180

0.094

0.308

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days) | N/A

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days) | N/A

Bonferroni
(0.05/ 6 days) | N/A
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X 21

X 21

B 21

X 21

X 21

21

21

X 21

X 21

B 21

21

X 21

X 21

21

X 21

X 21

X 21
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FIER

fu#k

¥

fi%

fi#

)
W

B

B

B

E

IZR5Y
Y IRE

USR5
Y IRE
B

ROV

B R

BM!' #258F, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3

BM1' iRE&H vs.
BM3 R%E

BMI' fBERE vs. K

BM3 #RERE vs. K

BM1' #&8&H, BM3

BM1' {RE&H vs.
BM3 R%E

BMI' fBERE vs. K

BM3 #RERE vs. K

BMI' #2588, BM3

BMI' #25%H vs.
BM3 RERE

BMI' fBERE vs. K

BM3 #RERE vs. K

BMI' #2E2%E, BM3

BM1' i%28&H, BM3

BMI' #25%H, BM3

BM1' #&8&H, BM3

30 ]
70—-77
Z b
0-77
PN
Z0—-77
Z b
ZO0—-77
Z b
J0—-77
Z b
0-77
R~
Z0—-77
Z b
70—-77
Z b
J0—-77
2k
0—-77
N
Z0—-77
Z b
Z0—-77
Z b
J0—-77
Z bk
Z0-77
R~
Z0—-77
Z b
Z0—-77
Z b
0—-77
Z bk

REY %
T—IE | REDER

Kruskall-Wall
U is test

Kruskall-Wall
L is test

Wilcoxon

U rank-sum test
Wilcoxon

L rank-sum test
Wilcoxon

U rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wall

U is test
Wilcoxon

U rank-sum test
Wilcoxon

L rank-sum test
Wilcoxon

U rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wall

U is test
Wilcoxon

9] rank-sum test
Wilcoxon

L rank-sum test
Wilcoxon

L rank-sum test

Kruskall-Wall

U is test
Kruskall-Wall
9] is test
Kruskall-Wall
U is test

Kruskall-Wall
9 is test
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HeatiE

X (@2)=
5.61

X (@2)=
12.99
z=-0.11

z=-3.23

z=-2.67
X (2)=
7.17
2=0.63

z=-1.70

z=-2.51
X (2)=
7.24

z=0.11

z=2.50

z=1.89

X (2)=
0.57

X (2=
4.06

X (2)=
3.04

X2 (2)=
4.69

PfE

0.06

0.00*

091

0.00*

0.01*

0.03*

0.53

0.09

0.01*

0.03*

0.92

0.01*

0.06

0.75

0.13

0.22

0.10

SEREDHHIE

N/A

N/A

Bonferroni (0.05/3
instances)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
instances)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
instances)

N/A

Bonferroni (0.05/3
instances)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
instances)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
instances)

N/A

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
instances)

Bonferroni (0.05 /3
instances)

Bonferroni (0.05/3

instances)

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

r=

-0.02

r=
-0.45

r=

-0.36

N/A

r=0.10

r=
-0.24

r=

-0.34

N/A

r=0.02

r=0.35

r=0.26

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
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24

24

24

24

24

24

24

24

24

24
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R

BER

R

BER

R

R

R

BER

HBER

BER

BER

BER

R

Y

pb: )

R

2eSES

BMI RERE
vs. RIRER

BMI 1RERE
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RIRER

BM1 RE&E
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RiRER

BM1 R%E
vs. RIRER

BM1 RE&E
vs. RIRER

BM1 RE&E
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RiRER

BM1 R%E
vs. RIRER

BMI &8 HE
vs. RIRER

BMI1 iRERE
vs. RIRER

BMI #RERE
vs. RiRER

BM1 R%E
vs. RARER

BMI iRE&HE
vs. RIRER

BMI1 #RERE
vs. RAIRER

BMI #RERE
vs. RIRER

BM1 R5%E
vs. RIRER

BM1 RE&E
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RiRER

BMI 1RERE
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RIRER

BM1 RE&E
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RiRER

BM1 R%E
vs. RIRER

teEEEE

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 7

Day 8

Day 9

Day 10

Day 11

Day 12

Day 1

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 7

Day 8

Day 9

Day 10

Day 11

Day 12

Day 1

REY %

TYEIE | REDEE

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test
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HEHE

z=-1.79

z=-0.30

z=-0.98

z=-3.21

z=-2.08

z=-0.09

z=-1.09

z=-0.28

z=0.33

z=0.84

z=-1.50

z=0.54

z=1.05

z=0.00

z=0091

z=2.69

z=154

z=0.54

z=142

z=0.24

z=-0.32

z=-0.71

z=1.56

z=-0.16

z=1.61

PlE

0.073

0.768

0.329

0.001*

0.038

0.927

0.274

0.778

0.739

0.398

0.135

0.591

0.296

1.000

0.365

0.007

0.122

0.587

0.154

0.807

0.750

0.479

0.118

0.875

0.107

SEREDHHIE

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 /12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

ES

r=
-0.22

r=
-0.04

-0.12

r=

-0.39

r=
-0.25

r=
-0.01

r=

-0.13

r=

-0.03

r=0.04

r=0.10

r=

-0.18

r=0.06

r=0.13

r=0.00

r=0.11

r=0.32

r=0.19

r=0.07

r=0.17

r=0.03

r=
-0.04

r=

-0.09

r=0.19

r=

-0.02

r=0.19



27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

X 24

[ 24

X 24

X 24

X 24

X 24

=R

ZEfER

ZfEE

=R

2R

ZEfER

MK

=R

MR

ZEfER

ZEMEE

BM1 R%E
vs. RARER

BMI &8 H
vs. RIRER

BMI1 RERE
vs. RIRER

BMI #RERE
vs. RiRER

BM1 R%E
vs. RIRER

BMI i&5&H
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RIRER

BMI #RERE
vs. RIRER

BM1 R%HE
vs. RIRER

BM1 RERE
vs. RIRER

BMI RERE
vs. RiIRER

Day 2

Day 3

Day 4

Day 5

Day 6

Day 7

Day 8

Day 9

Day 10

Day 11

Day 12

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test

Wilcoxon
rank-sum test
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z=0.26

z=0.05

z=1.92

z=1.17

z=-0.38

z=-0.13

z=-0.05

z=-0.06

z=0.12

z=0.26

z=-0.65

0.793

0.959

0.055

0.242

0.701

0.894

0.961

0.950

0.906

0.792

0.514

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 /12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05 / 12
days)

Bonferroni (0.05/ 12
days)

r=0.03

r=0.01

r=0.23

r=0.14

r=0.01

r=0.03

-0.08
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RET 2

R4 K it HEER g ERE T—IEE  REDEE frEtE | pfE LEREDHIE ES
BMI BB Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

1| E25 {EFIEEOE | vs. KIRER Day 1 RERL test z=-2.88  0.004* | 12 days) -0.35
BM1 REE Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05/ |r=

2 K25 EIEROEK  vs. RIRER Day 2 REWR L test z=-2.80 | 0.005 12 days) -0.34
BMI R8%E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

3|K25 fFIEROE  vs. RIRER Day 3 RE® L test z=-335 0.001* | 12 days) -0.40
BMI R%E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

4 K25 BIEEOE  vs. KRR Day 4 REWRL test z=-4.49 | 0.000% | 12 days) -0.54
BMI R&E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

5 K25 ElEERO¥K  vs. KRR Day 5 REWR L test z=-2.350.019 12 days) -0.28
BMI Z#8RE Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

6|25 BIEROE  vs. KIRER Day 6 RE=R L test z=-2220.027 12 days) -0.27
BMI R8®E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

7| ®25 {EIEROE  vs. KIRER Day 7 RER L test z2=-2.93 | 0.003* | 12 days) -0.35
BMI R E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

8 25 (EIEROE | vs. RIFER Day 8 RE"RL test z=-3.02  0.003* |12 days) -0.36
BMI RE&E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

9 K25 FIEROEK  vs. KRR Day 9 REWR L test z=-1.81 1 0.070 12 days) -0.22
BM1 RERE Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

10 K25 BLEROE | vs. KiFER Day 10 REWR U test z=-2.57  0.010 12 days) -0.31
BMI R%E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

11 |K25 |[FLEROE  vs. KRR Day 11 RER L test z=-3.51  0.000% | 12 days) -0.42
BMI B E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

12 | K25 {RFIEROE | vs. KIXER Day 12 RE"RL test z=-2.18 0.029 12 days) -0.26
BMI Z8RE Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05/ |r=

13 E25  fi# vs. RAIEER Day 1 REWR U test z=-2.09 | 0.037 12 days) -0.25
BMI1 R5&H Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

14 K25 I vs. RIRER Day 2 RERL test z=-1.92 0.055 12 days) -0.23
BMI R E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

15 K25 f# vs. RIZER Day 3 RER L test z=-3.20 | 0.001* | 12 days) -0.39
BMI BB Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

16 25 | fI¥ vs. RIZER Day 4 REZL test z=-3.79 1 0.000% |12 days) -0.46
BMI 8RB Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05/ |r=

17 B25  fiE vs. RIEER Day 5 REWR U test z=-1.77 1 0.077 12 days) -0.21
BMI1 R5&H Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05/ | r=

18 K25 f# vs. RAEER Day 6 RER L test z=-1.13  0.259 12 days) -0.14
BMI R&E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

19 K25 f# vs. RIZER Day 7 REBZL test z=-1.58 |0.114 12 days) -0.19
BMI BB Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

20 K25 ¥ vs. RIZER Day 8 RERL test z=-1.98 | 0.047 12 days) -0.24
BMI Z#8RE Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

21 ®25  fiigk vs. RAEER Day 9 REWR L test z=-0.32 | 0.747 12 days) -0.04
BMI R8%E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

22 K25 | fI# vs. RARER Day 10 RERRL test z=-1.13 | 0.259 12 days) -0.14
BMI B%E Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

23 K25 ¥ vs. RIZER Day 11 RER UL test z=-2.13  0.033 12 days) -0.26
BMI BB Kruskall-Wallis Bonferroni (0.05 / r=

24 ®25 fI¥ vs. RIEER Day 12 REWR L test z=-0.14 | 0.890 12 days) -0.02
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E
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