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Fig. 1-1 Plan view of experimental
apparatus for measuring
fish’s position.
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diagram, and the three segments cal-
culated for In Qs(x), ln Qu(x) and

In Qa(x). The effective distance from
the fish to be attracted to walls A
and B are nearly equal to 20cm, as
shown by the broken lines.
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(b) One-dimensional position distri-
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Fig. 8 Transition process from a random distribution at time T=0 to the sta-
tionary distribution. The distribution at time T which is calculated by the
Monte Carlo method (bar chart) is compared with the stationary distribution
by the telegraph equation (solid curve).
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