Argonauta 10: 19-41 (2004)
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DLEBLCHEREEZBRTE, BHLZNENS, WSV LOEEEEICZIT S
BO, BIAOWFEE T, WRSPEBEREEOEEAMREOL LT, AWML 720
FIIRBYV EDo TITK ZEERGIZKASIHrND, 9 LImnAiOE NI, ARk
FORAL G W DWFFEFE OB LFETE o 72, WOKTIE 1930 FRISA F U XA THERES
DK EZBEZ T-WFEFENGEED D>OobH o722 A, T CTITBH HEFE (exposed
shore) & M= (sheltered shore) D /KHI72 MM OE X, TEE T A OH
KoM (zonation) LW SFEERMNET —~ThoTo L, ZDO®%R O FEERET
DERH & U T, ’exposure to wave action’ X, #EFICBIT D WNANA 7 ARH S
EWOBRICBRESODANEEERBER THVFT 72, —FH. AARTIE., WL 1930
FEROKRT A, Bz ZBF, WEERE S X VB DICNE LML O ITD
N, ZOWMBETHEEMDIZONTENS LPOMANSE LN, 0% LFEEY
FHOME R — AR F O FAEILA M TIT v, FICE AN Y — > Ol &l 2 THRED
G AT IR BT, HARDHFZE XKD X 5 1B DO EZ IR ~DE
HEICRESET, KERE MOBERLEZO TREMIZIEX LS ELEEZAILE
DEENR Tt bF b T3,

WEEYOBREENDOZEEZD S HIIEE X, MEREMT (IR Rey ) e
Bnn) Lvw) RICERSND, ZOHE T, YR AERELCEZ oI
DWTATONTELMELZ, BREEKICT THMBLL, £ Z TR LNITR -
- ERD, b TCFEREBEBOEKIZLI D BRKITE L7 B ARKDHZED BRIz
DWNWTHEFOBEETNZW BRBEONEE L AWORRFRE D < A Kb
ONHY ., AFEOEAEIZTENICOVTOMECRZED TRIET D EWVWH L0,
FAEEZZOLOEZ, NBELWHIY Y OTHkKDLZ EWVWIEMEERE L, B LE
LHROEIIL PO T EZITDNICHEAT, RBIN—LENRROVHENRZIHD
HERLEOETELRIMLETHDL, TNEFEFEFONERRLT O LN72WVA, L
MLZORIFEIZED  ABEZODSHART—~2 L 0VHFE LR ZDD, F
MWLV IF/ELNDLDOTIE RN E - s TND,

DT =IOV TIE, EBEOD review 45D D1, HAFEICHOWTERH L TE
NRER LRy, BET, NEEMNRNENS, WEWNLLOEREZEREICZ T 5
O, EBA0WEET) &, B ENWRBEZHNEN, Lo LR ARINLEE L
W, BEFIEINOT TRNEBAPERS] LW FHEEH S22 BHDLB VY, WHEEY
Wt LT AN ORFEEZHWD Z L3 E LI RWNWTH A D, MREMD THF]
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T D00, M BEO XD RAFEER EO/NER, HEWE RIS E
MM EBETDIHAEREEZRTIE. &V ARV LTHD, HWEICHT DS
WO Db, BEICE ) L ERICHEN TH LI TV OB TH > THE
ZOLOTIERWNS, REMARILE WD Z L1225, TPk T+ )
EWVWIODITEMEN, WIBELEZ O Thnwet ZADRE L, HIERBEKE IR~
BHEICRET 2=a27 VARV ENLUANOEREZEOH THE X D55 1MW
W<V, S TARMTIE, EETHY ., oA REBREEHRY D, ER—-EO
(B mAaR% ()] WO HEBEEBRMAT 5, —FH., ZREICHD THBE] &
WO EEEIE, IR, KE, KR, RICEAEDHETLEDTEREHRER TONGE
FPRBEDREE, EWVWH ZEEBHRL TS 2, ZOL I HAEEZHVWDLZETED
LXORMREDOERAPHD 5NV EMITHLIN. EEOER L LIFMEN 2V O
T, ZOEBHEM L, RET IBEDO] &Ho00iF, EWHza sl tx
HEICT 272D Th 5, RBARIXOFLIE TIE AIEMERNLH L RIGAITHEICIN
SRRF TSN ED TS AT T TA ). EREBRICIER (B4 ox A4 7
X TRARL (VD) ) E WO HEEEZRHWLSEE L H D,

TNIEJE ] OJEFRTH 5 ’embayment degree’ &5 X, HAANEE D
RSCIC LB W Y BCRBFZER 1L, b o1 S -IEAIBIRE L IR~DO T ED
WMz gtTrHBEBLEH D, DV IEHNNEREEIX. exposed, wave-exposed,
wave-beaten, wave washed, high wave-energy shore, open-coast 72 &£, & BB
%1%, sheltered, protected, quiet water, lentic 72 & TH 5, exposed \» 9 HFE I,
MO TIIER T ~DFEZE (exposure to air) B LWEWIIERML H o 7208,
BAETIE., AiZBEEL OO N2 51X, FFIZ exposure to wave action 72 £ & 1%
9, exposed Z U TT EHTND, AXLDOFLIRTIE, HFERLOBIMITH - T
FEZIEMICIE 2 572, ’exposed’, ’sheltered (protected) &\ ) HiEE Z D F
FhoZ b bH D,

HARIZI T D098

HARIZE T 2WNIEAWHE ORI 2L, 1930 FRENGEH, HHE0 7
N—TIC Lo THAESETHE NI, 3EACOERITE RKEKTO
1945 £ E TITH R SN0, ZILFTITH T H soft bottom OB TH 5728, —Hb
WMEEHLRHEL CT0D, Ble LT, BANERBE Y, mmBRmmg s, fk
IR O O L RIGE 7 NEFond, B0 - #HOMEIT 1944 F O
THRIESNE?Y, ZZCHABMNREOBIZERT TNBE] L) HENEES
A, EOMRESR L LCE, KR, Ea, REEE R CEEOREZROIZN, 7
Sy, WMEAEY., EEEDE VWS TARHEREZ G E SN, 2D
LRELEIC, RAEMNBEXZE LT 2L BENTHD LI TV D,
IO LERBL, ENEToO—EOREO T T, M58 (b, 89) WEHE THB KR
EWVWIEIIRBENFAVNLN TSI D, ZOMHOMIEIT., Ym0 s L
TRED X A T30 (typology) Z AL TWimt A b5, L LisHEEMARGZ
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A THTDOVAT AERETDICIEES o7z, WIBEOHFEIL., T DR
WO AEFEREN D H &V IRk, Uitk IBP (EHEEAW - FEGHE) T u v
=7 NOFRTOAEFEAEBFIINI~LF PN TP,

—J. T Lk &I, 1950 FRLIE, ST EAYORA, FER
HEielicon, EYWHERSCEESEEO, BR-BANSGMORLEI KL ITbRD
Lot otz, W OBl EREIE, WS 8, EEE Y, RS 10 gl
W KRR 12 WA 130418 Y 1O P NE 1Y e R bH D, o
Wi, RO EE R T b0 b, 2 TIE Y FEEEROSMAN ERT
DEMBERH S TS, MAARAKEERICBITS, 2O8LED RN DAHD—
R H— v bR & Tz 18,

BHADOHIZE T, WOBRSOLEMMB L TCEZOMEZHE LY, AW~ EE
BN LT @MEITL < v, DR nFlE LT, 7 AR BB 2 3% o /EH o i
L LXAR A Y A (Lumbrineris latreilld) OB FEATENZ DWW T AR5 2085 5 19,
ZOMED RIS L. FFEOKIE, MW ICHRFAL TR XU T R|OUERED L TiTb
NEN, TORE, WLV OFHWE ZATERE 712, £/, HEICHERRKEH %
RE L CHRMBEORKERMELZFTR, 77X~ E0{THE OBFR i U776
2021220 X, ZTOEEBE) S — 3 BN 22 S CIEBE OEM . ir 72
MTIEHBYOBWNERELZZ TSN, 20, Y~ AV T=2, NIEERE
TIELVRBCTRATEIE VO OMELHD 28, HxOMOAEHRRICERL Tl
ROFOHFT W & Y OBRCEELEFEMNIELZEINICLEHD EEDLEN,
AT EOMIZIE R TV e,

[f— 3 FHREIZ DWW T N — S0 SR 8 & B 7 5 MU BRI AL & CRl -~ C el L 7= 51l &
LTk, VoI ERHBOX~XCHOREN D D, BIH IXEATO NS K Z 5% 1
MHSHLDOT, K, T, BHONEE (embayment degree) &, FEAHIZ L > TEF L.
ML NT AL Y, ZomXTIE, TWEBE] 3o Rlaciial,
(& D S OBEOH G EHEEICEERT S, TRTCOEROEH] THD LR
NTW5, ¥~FEHEOMETIE, BARFLEH TORHE DR R 1242520 )iy
WL ODPDOFEDON — i — BB RN S D Z ENRREN,. 2 hx b Lk
WA DT ZDOER 2325 Z LR b N2 2728 HGoOBEEICI£ - T
W5, fxofERGE LR E L TIE, 772 TABER AR = (Thais
clavigera) OFIN®H %, AREIXHBZORBEH OBNFICERNH O | fIMHBE T
EREEDORSTZZATENBDOHLDLEZATHRELND 29, WHITT A XLAHRIR
PEICHZERN DY, BIRMIIFAET FTTHLEM LN &30 o FEEESIT O
Erbb 3 BEHARENDLLIEEZLATWVWS, HUETIE, 20 28D 95 5,
FHYRRBERELTEL 2D EENTWD 3 BN, ZOEGHERICOWTITH LT
HALTUWR U,

RCOK I F6 1T 2 WF %8

1. RNE— ik e £ O
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RRKIZEWT S, WEEWOER — BN RINOMEIT, T 2O Z — v 2 50#l
THZLEMbhEoT, MAFTEL ODHFENDH DM, A XU R 323330 L LK D
7 4 =)L R 853637 T, KFICEEL WA TbN TV D, 1960 £ 0 RS
DTHFARNTIEH, AFYVATORNAGHHA/NNE =IO TOMRIERKEIL, £ 80
FEIZDWT, BEERINCHED DA = BRHRSN TV D 38,

TOBERO, XA — BN OO OERE LTI, 200 FAMENRRD LI
Lo ODEDIEWNADHEDOER., b o — 2RO AHEE (zonation) & ORI
THD, BIFEICOWVTIE, ETHIROWHEAIERN R S, 5 055\ 87
EN, BRERETEBTTERVWIERERHIELTETFLNA TS, £/, AT
I UIE LIRS - Tl EE MK < VB EEE O Y& B 15 1 B v T oy AT il R ZE A &
725, BOEOEMOFRIENEN, KLy AT LOBBRTERICE RV E D, B
R0 grazing R EOAEY BRI L > THofinarybe— LI TWdAalgEEd | F
Bl 2T THRENTWDS 38, ZHHEHBICEELTL S, BEEBEGEEERT S
FEEE R °. supply side ecology DI & © 5 25, LA EDIENERE CIXEIC
T, BIZKBRRESAITELS 2D, 20 ) BEICADOIKIRA, FE 7 HER O
PR Z 38 U CHNADMAEICKMT D s Tng 38, \AoREL, BR K
TLTHADHZD —RIZR D EERNDH D, 2oV TIE, BEAEWITZTE O
BERIFICHEAKICE S SN D DT BRI O 2R I3 oA fil R R 22 & e &
WO RIESL H D 8338 JbERD T 0 L R TIREICEMRIT AN IKNIAAL TIERO
WABRENE LT L, BB AROSHHERERIC/R > TS L) 3536

H o —ODFEMOERIL. NSRRI E W OLEEOMEREEEEOEET —~ T
Holo, WIRDAHBEL OB TH D, ZHIEHHEICW XIE, expose Sz & 2
A TlE shelter SNz 2 ALY FHOBESHAN LICED EX->TL D L0
LOTHD, ZOBRBIFMHAMICETHIRD—KMENDH D 37383940 Z D% DO
ZETHL DK LERS N TN D 41,420

2. WRFEMEOERL

B — B A DR Y — VBN E - 2K OWFZE 1T, & OB 2 R E IR
BHEICRVIATLLSICRD, 29 LEMAEOLOICENEZEEILT S Z &%
WL xR HFERERINTE (ZOF—<I o0 TIiE., KSR, 5 HHEE
[Exposure to wave action * #f/FI1CB1T 2 ARFHER E L TORROIER &£
DBEFEEIZDNT] R, EHOREIZONTIE, EHEICHEMCEEZHNWT
WEST D HEE JASCHIESH 52 WIEZEDLO AWM G MBENICHET 5 HIEICK
BlEND, EENHEELTIE, ZJXERBY, ABR—L W AL Ty
45 NP LEEHDOY A 16 o LT —aD R P EHWEEERL DN,
BIREM AT E R L D 1849 £ T, xR XA TNHD, VI EbozLZ AT
X, EBRICH W cage DHELREZRIRAEICHALEZ 2650 ©H 5,

Bl & I IC L DM FEIE, BAOHEEE L X b EENEY, 2, #H
AH ARSI TRIT TWAAEZOH O 50 o0 ZOJF M D EAAK 72
BERE 525354 ZEEAi9 5, AMIIEIC LD HEEF, A XU R B L x—56 O
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WElo L CERMb e, Wb ilEAEYMOREME & 2 MIKEBIZ XK Y | exposure
DEGWEATEREZS T CHET S, LALIZRIEOW TSNS, 1. FEiE
ITHIPRAIC LT D DT, ROk UfEX W, 2. Ao HRE AT
EMOREEZTRT 2O EERERIE. 3. BEERMITMEZG>TH2D2D00bL bR,
R E ORI B o 72 8855 0 Z D IR EE H FE O biological scale X, HADHFIFEIZE
TB THIBE ) OAMMBICE XA 7nid e, BBOMEZEA TS Lo IcElb
5,

UbEoRFED B B EME, AMBEICODTIZORNTHLR R 2D | B
BRI T IEIZ DWW TIL 1980 FERE THR BT o NZb DD, WEZIZIAS VD
WO 2 FIEZ AL HTITIEE > TR0,

3. WOWMBMBIER L £ — R RE

WEEWIC T2 OMBHNEEZHALCTLHIIEEZAMNE LT HERRES
BIRFIE R Z < fThbivTW5d, ALKk K¥EFHFE DO Halichondria panicea (734 Y
A AY) TIE, BWEZEZZT L ZADHEKE, HOBPBNWEZADEDITHRT
R, S, BALLIER LI W, BERIINSIKEFLEEFSoTHEENRELI, O
BEHLEW 7, Jo—rORHMAE . BHS TIERA & &AL (O ERITRALD1E 9
PDREWVWEBZONTWD) IIBHET D L, (R TIHETERIEHL, £F-o72b D
TR BENEFICHIM L TWE, 202 &b, EDOBREE R IIEEMRAET
T, BEERNICE-TRELZL LI ERNDbMD 58, JLRKEERED Y 7 K
a—F )V, Aleyonium (U X Y HJE) TH., HOFRVHLET & 55Vl S TERAKTE RN
B0, fIETIERMETHADRDH Y BHF T/ THERICRS, MCHMATHH
MACHEA_NTIRA TIERERN /NS, ar=—F A IR KREWV, TH LEBHRIZHON
T KR E AR KE & Vo D LIS TEIC YW TEmNITThb T 5D 59,
Kt L HERREREROMAEIL., LHIZOWTEISHARLGATWD, 77U AT, 11
FE D Patella B H O, 175 11, 504 &2 i~ 7241 60 TlL, expose & AL7= Hhs7e
W LR D 7 v — 1%, shelter SN7-HIE 2 W LENM O 7L — T2~ Fna
BICHES ., BEVHEZDORMTH DKW, BEDFHMETHL > TND, =
UL expose STc & T A TIIME 12 B8 NITHESE S shelter Sz & 2 AT
BB EMNEDICBESEEERETCHLE, HEHEDITIB LTS, HRAFNHL
28 FEDEHOFREED TRIELZF, KREAEOEREZITHELH D 6V,
ZHIZ XK D L expose ST L Z AWM T HFEIT shelter SN/ & ZADFELD
KINZBI DD TIPS WICHTHEPLO NS 5 EHER Sz, 2D TiE®
FME <, BREDRANCHE D DONRZ WD, shelter 7z & ZADFEIZH FHERDOE
REDFEN B > T, % & habitat & OFRIILT LbIZ-oZ D LAV, £FU 2D
I THEOKE FICELREHO 1T KRERSKIRICE D50 HOHEND |
T DAL OFR D KFHEFEICENL TS ERBEL bz, £72. BUVKIEF Tk
TR OR#AZ A2 CEM LU TENREIGE Ao D 62, —J7 % H Patella
vulgata D& 712 O0W T, 8 & ‘WL [A—HE O &EFT & AR 6 B 72 fE kT
e L=y, AKBEHEICEZ TR DN R o2t WO HEL H D 63, 300 FEIT W
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BHRHZEXGIC, BB GE, BEEE, RREALBLEHELH D 60, K ik
DATHOIL TV DD, wave exposure ([ZBHE# L7727y & LT, @ik v LEL, A
WHIE DO E %8B, rhythmic pedal wave® DX A 7 OBEN HFiEEZER S H OO K
2N expose SN & ZACAERT D, £, ELBE HFEIZ, (K= 2 N ToO®HE
WME , WICERH T AMENLEDOART U ATREL EEHRINANTWVS, FDOHD
TlEHRL, BICLs TEEIND ARMFEAEMICE X D EEY, 7 VYR EEH %A
ELTHREMELDHD 68, WRICEKBEBLEZT VI =V LAOMO~Z HHEL A
LD BOBIELET DL, X A—VIFAEDO EHS~Y TEZOR, 29 LIEMEIC
XESOTZ VY RNLRL FTERENBBEHLTNDZ EBZ W, ATEIEEDZ W
BRAH ClE, ARBEICHANTERECERNEL BICELFOLEN LW BRI
7o KX IR DHEBEOWE R EY OV A X EFAR S ZT N LIl 60 TIX, Kl
DIEE ) 2 E L MEEIC ST TEZTWD, 20 bHEEIT, AMOREICHED
RGO RALIZ B L TN 272D HIRERIZA SR WA IMEENS AT 5 R
U RIIRY A ZOBEANZFE S R MEZ BB 5720 INEEO S NEETH D
TS, ThICHESE A REMIZTONWTY A X, SRS & WA, I E
EOBRRESH LIERER, HH, V=, A A, e et aizonTi, FEE
WA ZXROLRBERELS BRI EFEDITRICLI - THREINLIBRAKREL,—FH
TIXHAHRLHF~FIEEH, 7UVVRTIEH, ZOBERIT/NIVWERESINZ, o
THIHE T, WOERICE > TH A XRHIRENTWDAREMENH 5, FERIZ %
BB 2T o T2 TIE 67, WOoKIRICH LT D HiEE LT, WSy 7 ha—
TNDEIIT, FHHEEZHA TAM O EZMIEDL, 7V YV ARRN—RFa—J 10D
Lolc, REDRELET. L) o0 bbb ET 5, HHOBOFIC
DN TIE, FRARRIT IRV KFEIC R U CTHRIZEA 3@ AR IS @D Rn s &
I EF. BINEBI ARG NICHY KW RE AT, —icED
ORAFELFERRNEWN D,

4. FNEREL R

WHZEIZPES RN OZR E LTiE, I T MBI L boa ki iE, EEE
DHAFUEEETIFHIABRICEFTLTVD, TNHIIFEESE, BICHEKR, &
BRI EICONWT WEEYWOFRTED ISHRONTEIIN—TTHLEEXDHTE
59,
<X EH

A—a v NDODAB L PFETING AL T THA T 5 Littorina saxatilis
FIBADOE T, E<DPOBRECORIZE LWEREND H Z LN b, Littorina
saxatilis species complex’ & MIENTW7i=, ZOEEDHIZ, exposure—shelter
DELEEND, BROKBE L TCHHEITIELEZMOD TWDHR, ZOMEIXLLTO
LRI HEFR L T 5D T, BHICHN TI <, Littorina saxatilis ® 5313 1960
FEARN— I DN 72 I 1., Littorina saxatilis 1 FEO W2 6 dEfE, 12 25 A X 5
Stz e, Ll 1970 R b &, L. saxatilis 13 L. rudis, L. patula, L.
negrolineata, L. neglecta ® 4 f&\Z /8 &k 69 & 512 L. patula 7’ L. rudis ®
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exposed shore M Tdh 25 & LT L. rudis iZHESNb L EHIC, WEkD L. rudis
NE. FEEIEEROEWC LY, L. arcana (fFEIME) BNoEshi-0, Zoob
L. rudisl¥ L. saxatilis D>/ =LA Th D L S, 1980 FRITIZ. ZOFEREAE L.
saxatilis, L. neglolineata, L. neglecta, L. arcana ® 4 fi L L. L. saxatilis ® F T
exposure ! & shelter B35 5, & WV I BETIZIEH —S iz WV, Lo LT D%k,
DO 4FED H Y L. neglecta & L. saxatilis \ZIXEAGHI 2720872 <. W E X REFEN
D ecotype THDHEWHI EENBN 2, 2OV —TONnHEED Difmit £
BEXEOWES5H 20, UL LELTIZHK 9 [ Littorina saxatilis OFENZ F 1%, 1970
—80 FERDEHREFLETHDOT, EROKREND LT, 70 FRIC 4 FICHEH S
7= 5 B O L. saxatilis 72> L L. rudis W#E D | exposure %! & shelter B 7 &b 5,
TlneEiEbns,

L. saxatilis ®, WHBRBLZZIZH O BERAERIZOWTIEE < OER RO IENAT
bhTWwad, BRI D E, I TIE W IR, A AN/ EL, BFOITIEL E
R, BENE L P EEST S 379, ik I MEREO L O LB D
16, L. saxatilis (XEARBEROBLEER L IS<HIOATEY, AR LAz
THLEEMZEEZLEDY Z &N, BROBRE 9, ShAEDOME FER 80, BRI 81,82
REDERNO LR IN T WD, 1272 L L. saxatilis 1380+ m FE O FFEEN T &
R RS ZEnd by 1270 EFT TR E] tahibob, bk
HADOFHEDGAITITLHEMTEZY 59 22N BALTWDAIEERH D, 2 9
L7 BEEOBEISAERIZOWNTIE, Kit, igIZOVWTOERSLNAMAMHAEOR
72 Pl ko> THRFT S, expose SNT2 & ZATIEHE ORI shelter &1
L ZATEI=FIZLAHENHOBEEIIKBL TS LRI HRTIZIE
LTCW5 73778083 SFE Y FRWVKITICE S END A TIEakn i < e g
MRENWZ LN, BBE~OHEFENEZHLTCHATHY , A ZAB/NS L IR RET
52 LE, ZJVERZ A THREZBEEIELDICHELD, —F "W TiX., ARk
LUBEPEL, 2OPAXHEREWVWIEN, D=DHEIZHITHETHEANMTH S
EWVWIORFHATH D, 2L, RAKEKTIE, IV U ARECKRTIZEY, ABETH
STHRNELRDZENH D 7,

L. saxatilis N D2 < X CEHOWME L LTiE, 4 ¥ VU X THE Fucus EiZET
Littorina mariae D3 % 8¢, ZOFEOHF A ITOEER T, expose Sz & =
A TR shelter Sz & Z A TIHHAR N LW, Fucusid 4 THO O
WAL HEZEL, "W THEHHAEDOERNIAL 7Y . L mariae 1% 4 TIL .’
W TIHEIZZMET D, AROBEFETHLIF AL HWIZENFERTIZ. W
TR EETEBAMNLISBEDNDZ b, AR AR IIREL L L
TOMRE D EHEI N, ZDENIEKEED L planaxis TlE expose S L
T2 ZATHAZAR/NSWEHARH Y | BNER TR/ XD KRIZH S
RT NI ENG LY OMIBHAHE O A XEICKBL TWD EHER ST
% 85,

T U R ATAHE
T XATAROERFITHEAICK T 2HEERBES TH DM, Nucella (T
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RARTB . HATIHEZOBOFVIRT =2V FUIRTNHEIE~ILHEE D) .
Thais (LA V&) 12250 T, WAEICHEIFENEERN LA TS, FL
FEN Nucella b Sivic V) Thaisk Siviz Y W5 Z 21X dH D), Littorina saxatilis
DBFAD X RBREBMEFR LT D00 IZ< WE WS X5 BT 72
W, FTHA XY AD Nucella lapillus 13, FENZE RN K LR EN TV 5l
Thb,

N. lapillus 1%, &I S HEE 238 W H T E R AR O Tl sh A 2 #
el dbg—ua o bR KRB EREILEIC oM L, 19 iRk, BEE ek
CREOERN DL TV, 209 bH THRAZE] IOV TIE, expose &7z &
Z A TlE shelter S 72 & Z AT/ TENEL, FOEEZ TR, &N
IRV E W) BN B 5 860, Z OK I, YD Littorina saxatilis DFENZE R L
EAMIA L THD, A EBEEHOEZT, &KL LTOFRO MYV E GRig/ 5%
B) BT 50, ZOBREORNNEIL. Z2LOHSNEEIH~D>D, N. lapillus O
HEL AR O T WHIFHIZ D7 > TR LTV 5 8788 D & & (X988 12 KB LT
BIODIE D PN EE ISR LT 89, BODEIIIMEEmBOMEME L7-6 L, 448
DIFE D PIAE~DFHE T HI5R 00,00 NI L AR 2 8548 C A T AL TH =128
B3I, NNV B D, > T L saxatilis AkE. N. lapillus |23
WThH, A TR TR EICESHAEN, REEOBBRERICR > T
WD EHERI SN TWD 0, 25 LIzt bEAA AT, N. lapillus \IZXI 3% 75
= (Carcinus maenas) O REME 2 W - 72k 92 TIX, BAdV A4 XL A
FIZx L, fEE L COMifE % #k{KHE “handling time ZHEL L ToOMH LTV 5D,
NEZ O BN DTH =D EHBADIZL K 2 2OBBENO THE I I <,
AE~OEPIMEIZ, habitat ICB T A2 =DZ S 2K L THR >SN THY | 5
ELTOMEIXZDH LD, 29 LIcEROE X, N. lapillus 7%, 71 =0
FIEEENMT D LICkoThlIERZIEND EVWIME L H D 9, N. lapillus %
HWEBEIEEI=L A2 522D =D A>TV BKEDKE, FNE1 N. lapillus
DA ARBEICHE L CEHETHE, 2 br— LI TENIELS 2D | #0IC
NELHET IR EOEISHIEAN A SN, TORNGIE, RIREIXRESMIC
Lo TXEL &N D ecotype &9 R BIRE D08, BALDOEA WIS D F R LY
REWVWEWSERHY | FEIFLTNIEFEEEM TR, BEZOLDOTIIRL, BE
ED 5y L exposure & DGR EGHT LT=6E HD 120, A XU AD N. lapillus O
/3 BE GROME I ORIE) OFHEITHRELTHEZEDLLRWR, ik
BT MmN D, ZhEFEH ST stabilizing selection (ZE(LHIK?) LI
O, D &2, expose SN-HSIFEREWI L ER LI, NEBEHNEKD
NEEZZ T M TIXZOBMITIZ-E D LAV, TRIXZ ) LERTIE
population OEENHM L, BE LM ZEB T HICE> TRV LTE LT
7 125)  — R Ay B I 1 B R IRNIC D W T, exposure (2 FET BT 5 2 D H
FKIZEBDH LWERRBIIZIEESTWD, N lapillus Ok I IXHERZEE D FI R
R ENDN, ZHICEALEMELH D 120, FNERT, ZOHINEILT LD
TR E T fEARBIC L > TERINDZ ERENI D LN, 258 LD
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WA AZLOMELHDIN, ZHITALZ T A EL2EIE L%, BORE L
ZeEARL, Z2H LR REKICKTHEEIT, ZTOMEOHESEEOR L S D
BEZbEEXT-, ZOEEGMEIZ. A XU AWEFEITHB VT exposure N K E WNITE
FWVR ., ZHIEFEWVERICE S TRROABGFMOEESNTZY, fBEZHHITON
2O LTCHREREL RDZT-OTHAI ELTWVD,

UEIZRLENADOEREBEROEBERIERIZOWVTS, W ONEFIN S S,
BREERICLDE 99V NoA~BRELZLOE, 22 b a— b2 TS
DI 2D REEISERLEN, AN ~BHET a2 he— LIt THE
N BEMEGOEAS W, WM LA THENGETHD, 2D LT, N
lapillus DFRFREDERIC, BREE., EEOW TN E LT\ fREMEZ2 R4, WA

ORI TY ORI R D VO WME D H D, M, Eﬁ%%"iofﬁ‘*%ﬁﬁf;
D 9 FERENRONVTNARNWEI THD, UEiTEE L TREEONAEIC
WTER, BEERIZOVWTHWMENH D 9%, P TIE W Lo b B @&;557
ATNRELRDENI R FIHNEEL . ZORKCHESHIERIZONVTIEHFEEN
TR,

DT 7% TARERHIZONTY, AT THNAE] ORENH D, LK
% @O Thais (=Nucella) lamellosa %t . Nucella lapillus [R1£k. 71 = D 2%\ § /KK T,
PRITE L, BRNICHEARBETHE VI ERERT 90, ENTOMAER T, &
DEWE A T IFHENE A T LR EZITICL 97, £/, T lamellosa %8
SR =DOKEOKERLTCHET S, 2 hr—LiC l:I:f\T k1O i DR E
MEVIAE TR D 99 BEXA T LB A TOEROBEEICOVNTIXEZD
REHLIX 720N K 9 23 B R WL & D\O’%{/Eﬂb%é%b<\ ZHBHIZoNT
B EZEROFERNS LMD EIZEE S ecotype THDH E FESIN TS 98
F—ARNTVT c 22—V =T FOT 7 X%HAF, Dicathais|§D 4 L X T
Wb DIZHONWT, BRIFRICESS SERMITICE > THAH 99 Tk, 4FT
Ea 1o AR EfFmInlz, 4MoEL -6 TREZERIC OV T, KR,
fE, AREBOMEOMIZ, WHYDOELAELHESNTZ, ZOEDEBKRINE
LTk, 4 T i/J\EQT’.%%ﬁ§’}\7L£< CTASH LTHRBRAW, TR T RET
BRI R ZET D E WD N. lapillus 72 F L REOHERPBPIEER I TWDE, T
NI R EEGE ROEPE AR 1K, Purpula B OTHZ 2T E SN TWD HONDAT
%100 Z D9 B P pansa ik N < . expose SN & Z A, P columellaris %
DR <, shelter SNz & 2 AICWD, ZEEMNT & MR REEIZ L - TR~
TRER, b 2fEENZb0, AENO 2 EHES N, MiE R THOR
WTHEAMZE S &, pansa M L0 ke, fiBESNDZ En, BREAEICKT
LHBEHR (77 EHEEINTND) OGRRBRINE, =2a—Y—F 2 KOT 7
X4 A ®Bt. Lepsiella alboemarginata T, shelter & 7= & Z A TlE expose &
Nt ZAXVBENRHELS, hoEL fot%) 100 RPN FEER T, NI AV R
THZIWCELDHBICHRNI ERREIN, 22 CHMEBENREEBICK T 5 Al ik
DI TW5
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5. FHMZ

COWETIE, EBEMONAIEREZICO W T O E2E T 5, LR KEERED
X<wxE ﬁ%iﬁ’( . expose S Lz & T A thto.rjna scutu]ata\ shelter X+ 72
L 2 AT L. sitkana (AAREZ o X ~X 2, ZIFHY) BomT 508, B X
5 &, L. scutulata ® 75 23 KT xF 3 5 P ii)\j(‘é'<< B4 C D AT RS LT
W5 102 BEET Z D% L. oscutulata DN IR 725% . L. sitkana B O & B ik
RO Z LIZIFLTCWD, L. sitkana &, T4 R f—@LU@L sp At OV T ., L
Sthana DB ELEEWVWEZZFD shelter SNz & 2 AT, L.osp. 13 < Eil

WA FFo T expose SNTZE Z AT D 108, WYY ORELIZER D 8 s
T\ B, ECHE, MEOFHEERRI2L ZAH, L sp. DRECRITEDOTRNEL
@<, ZOLEEEKRDLIOTIZE LE/NEERTH -7z, BNFER TIE, K
M1X L. sp. 2 L. sitkana XV K& < W=D E~DOEGMEIX L. sitkana 7’ L. sp.
XU REZW, UEZBA LT, Lsp. Z/hV A XEFERHITE > T expose S 4L
7SS U, L sitkana IFEWVWHRIZ L > T, I =10 X AW EIEDE W shelter
SNFHAICHEEL TS ERHIRTWS, bR 4 TEF, "W T
Hj]\ ElebZ Lk, 3—v v RO L osaxatilis ®, 4 TR, W THEIEE WSO

. FERE, ENOZIIHAIZLTHHORTY—Th D,

7]‘%5’ D KFEFEFIZIE. Thais D 3FE., T canaliculata, T. emarginata, T
lamellosa 7%, % OFEIE L shelter SNz SIcEHND 104, ZoF Tk, T
lamellosa DNk b BEEIZTE TE Y, T emarginata OEAEFRETH., XV
expose STz & T ATITELS Wk, LV shelter SN/ ZATHEHEE L B
WIEE WO ERDNDH D, DW= XD AEFERTIX, T lamellosald T. emarginata
XU EICHR LW 2R L7, T emarginata ® % A 7 [ T 1% B B 72 i
MR R L7l

FROEEEZLEZOERICERT A7 TR IEEMOMAMRIZIERT S
eI BEEMMEm 2 N T D T vy~ —27 D7 4 3L KK D soft bottom
T, Hydrobia JB5H AFDONAZECER LIZHIENH D 105 4 fTEE S 0
B SR D OB R E T, 2V OEBE EH HOORIIMIC %ﬁbfw%ﬂbx z
NZENNEIN TR T 2L T, RO STEOR XD &3 0)7%“6‘

FofiziiHTE v, BASEME TODMIREO DI 215 \4@® T
%\@@ﬁ‘é@ﬁﬂ’ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%?ﬂ\ Sy, AN, FEMBRR EREAELTWD &iﬁméﬂ\
McArthur @ ‘Island Biogeography’ OHiHIZ L B TixE s & sh,

AXkHE, BV 72 N0=7 Tk, 41 TAFED 2F, Mytilus edulis & . M.
californianus 34 L, LIZLIE~y MRkavo=—% k9 2% 431068 M. edulis
¥ exposed, sheltered &6 51T H A B, M. californianus 3 exposed O #2455
T D, ZORDB~FRREIZ expose SN2 E T AT, LIZLIESAMDOEEDN
Rohd, AFERTIZ, M edulis ZIBE B RKE | o X W FRKIE T o454
EBR ClX. M. californianus £V EIZEWH L. M. californianus lXiBIZH 41T
EHRET D, —FF, W THEHBEEKBICE > TROLBEIZEZ S, EFOKE
VN M. californianus 7% M. edulis D$hEZM L OS5 L CTES LD, £- M.
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californianus | T M~ E NN M. edulis L Vi< . 295 L2 ENMEE - T,
QFDOWNNSAHTNE — DRSS LTS E VN9,

6. fE AR

HIZIRETE T T, ljE, BT, Bhie L, MAEARHUEEDONIEZE2 T -
7-#mE Y, 3 —1v w0 Littorina saxatilis iZ O\ TDOH DNV, KFETIX, T
TIZIR R BEFEE FF ORI/ NS VWS HZZ ML NI RE WS H A2 D72
BT 2 107, BREAY A KT OIE S /A S, ZHITO W TIERERR B,
A TR DB A T T crevice ICADFER/NUNEFRHTHY "W TIEI =D
fMAEEl Cﬁ#ﬁ‘éﬁ%fkiﬂiﬂﬁﬂ&?@ﬁﬂé#’b’(b\éo exposed, sheltered & %= ®
o O M CERBE R & e U 72 AF2E TlE, A TIRIRE R EL BV A X To
FEAFEIE S 1080 — 5 SHKE O crevice @, habitat & L COEREREMICHEH L T
V\?%@ﬂﬁlﬁiﬁi%tt@ L7eifze s & 5 109, KFED Y A X ERIL. expose éﬂf_& Z
A TlX crevice DIE & EFAE L., Z 0 Z L 1X ALHIC crevice Z1ED EBRIZEB W T
bEND BTz, 9 LIS Cid, BIEEHRICRE S X & crevice & 72T b
W ENRFHTEREICAR > TWVWD EBE X LI, shelter S U725 A I8 MR H
TlX crevice (A AZHIRBLTHHT, 4 ADOPREERKE L TL, BAICED
e, R, E & recruit D XX — U ENEETH D L LT, expose STz &
ZAD crevice WE . LV shelter SNz & Z A Dinfr OEKREE L % el L 72 AF5E
Tb., crevice B (AMRICHEY) X, #5408 (WRICHEY) Lo/E<T a0
A RXTHRAL EFENSZN ERHENDO LN 10 ZDFHE LT i/ER 4 T
X crevice V]\E)f: WAV ERE SN TEREDR, £ T, AATEREWIK
WCRIPLT D72 DI RE 230 & IRWIER 2 iR ICTN 2 5 72 DI/ S Wigk B2
AHE W 52"}575‘% D.ZORRECENELS 2o TNEINREL 78D RTINS,
Z DO, exposed, sheltered, =D HF WD 3 i85 T, L. rudis ( =saxatilis) , L
nigrolineata, L. neritoides3 T DY A X | & | LT FHay, Bhile &% i~
TR, MG R T L72mFZE 1Y &5 5 2%, #5IC exposure —shelter D ER 5T 75 (12
LU CHmRERILI R STV RN,

Nucella lapillus (Z>\ T1% ., exposed, sheltered, = D H D 3 Him T, fEIK
BERFME A LB L72FZE RN & B 12, 4 TIRRENEL 2o/ Tl ENIEE D
W KA XS, BRESICNAA D ZEIT 720 A, 8 TR X0 /N TR
Do BMEREFFRYA X7 7228V T I OIFINEV, EIFELEVWHTIFAE
DY A XD RFEL D & ABITN LD BN KREL, INTHRICED S
W REZANT AL THEEHELZHER L TWD EHEE ST,

BUANOWHFEAEMTIZ, A XY ATT7F LD 1FE Ligia oceanica @, expose
Eni & Z AL shelter S b ZADMEEREZ LI LGNS 5 19 240 Tl
WIZHRTREENE S TH@PNELS, EIRBITEZ < TEMBE~O = 3L ¥ —F 5
DREV, iEam DO F 0L r—k WK ATE LIS T, "8 OEEEET v B e 5F
MAEzRT LM ENTWSD, dLKKEFEFEDOE 5T D 15 Leptasterias hexactis
X, HEe FT ERB T D20 AE M 9 2, expose L7z Z A TIRIERAMRFFD
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SO EE DS D 25T, RE T LM OENHL T 5, Z D7 shelter &
Nl ZADEERD T NEINE DR Z S MO EIND DI DR )L F—Zflio
TW5A L yH 114

7. R

1960 FARLLRE, BEOH R CORMMEMREZEWN T 2 FHEENEREAIC
bbb Lo ol=n, £DOHFHTH, wave exposure 1L, UIEX LIZREER & \_qwi[s
hHxHEERELTHERINE, KFILE DO Thais lapillus (3 — 1 v /3D
Nucella lapillus & [RIFETZD, ALK OBEENSE TIL Thais D4 = H\\5) TIL,
expose SN2 E ZATITHROIERIZ L D TENE L, Thais O EIEENX
BEEDDH LD TE D crevice ALICR O I, MR TZE O EIGEN N EEE
g A2 XET 2 BRI > TV, —JF protect Si7= & 2 A TIXHLIENIEBELEHR
ICRERETERZZA, MAMA TITWEEROWEIZ L - T Thais IZHEEEN D %
L. TOMEBEDHEMEICHRSEET L, 20, WOEHIX Thais O i &5 H)
LT M EEELZa L Po—AL LTS EE X HAS 115, —F Thais

DB EA TIIHRBRICHBEELZ G52, AOIEH> AR L0 EEEERNFE D 16
bk H AL @ New England i, @ # THIZ,. exposed T Mytilus, protected
THE#E D Chondrus W& 59 %, "W Tidk +7 (Asterias spp.) & Thais 8
Mytilus iR+ 5 2 L2 X V. Mytilus\Z X 5 Chondrus DR % 15, fEHE &
L C Chondrus & 57 5, 4 TEHEROIERHICLY ., 2 LMEEDN Mytilus
oy bo— L T&EP, Mytilus DEENHEFRFS N D 17, expose SNTZH AT,
WERBIZE > THEIZNOIMAOKBIZIER LEALRIELH D 189, Lk KT
RO, Mytilus #fBE 5 & T 5 TlE, MADHBIZX > TA A RITANy T
KON MBI L, OERARZENE LT D, 0D Mytilus \Z X 2858158 %
I, BIRE L THARENMERETEDL IR DEN D,

LLEICHRIT LA b BRSO TRIROEMICER L2fliZdh 523, =
O LT DR BUE . TER D K 9 IR OAE ] & B2 2 =AY O PR RR I 8
TOHHEREERADEID b, AWHEB ORBRRITIENT 5 T, MENICHEMRE IR
BIrrEZDEAICHD, TOBEULIZLIE., MOEMIZRESE O VM % il
9 ’disturbance’ (JifiL) Efi@E ST oz, BEMNELE L TR, Eicks5
EA L, WMKREAOIE, WOICX2A0EES, HIEINZMIE (A, fiAkk
E) IR EZ LR TS 119, 1980 FRICIE. T x TITbhizZ D%y
ORI IREAREZRIET 2 CHERPBRINDI LI IR, ZDOFD—
. Menge-Sutherland €7 /L & FEIEN 5 6 D 120 |2 X iE, %D recruitment
BIEFIZATON TV D RMEDO S LT, REA PV ABRRKRE W E & FEEME IZHM
TZDH Y FILEIT disturbance IZEVREZIND, A N L AR/PI 0 & FEEITHE
ML L, ZOPREERNE LT predation N EEHRIIZ /2 5, FRIMERE CIXREALEM
® competition WEEIZRD E VI LD THD, ZIITEMRE X2 SKFHICEWN
TWB N, WEFTOKIFET MO wave exposure DAL, THE G OEGE LA
T, BREA ML A & disturbance Z T H2ER LM ESITOND, TD, AL
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A/NTC predation, A F L A K T disturbance & 9 8 2 H 1. I fL7= Littorina
X Nucella DFENEREEROREHERF —HATE NTHE— LW0IKA L HES
LTBY, HEMEZIZE > TEZTANRSTWEZXL FEoTEE 2 L9,
bzt tnoRgDHEMELE LT, 1960 FRICEALIITHON TN
BEEORY -V E L) EENICER LG S D 2, k) 74 1=7 D
expose X724 ME & | shelter SNl T, 2 RTI— "o 7V 7k A
MBERE Lz 2 A, WTIEHER, /AT 7 oY RSLHE R EO BB Y H
B L, 2EOEHIL W DIEINEZNHL OO, KTEOME KL Z M L 72 fl% AR
X DIEI B RE W, T, BEEOAEEDRIT W OIFH08 9 ToEmune
WOHORERDNE LN, M7 7 U I OERIEREDTIE, B0 IRME, KRS,
WMEORENTELTCEFEELTBY, Z0—#7T, WHEAWHIIKIETZEADL 3
HRNOEBELE S LG H D 120, ZTHRIZLNIE, wave exposure [E. £ His D
& 5% D biomass (T, KIRIZHEMIZEET 508, #E (ks & RS D %)
X, EBORLEELZ B L TCREVIEHNT L 2ICLEEDL VI, ZOM%EIFE, &6
IZ exposed, sheltered TOAEWFHOFEIEZLZ | AFEAEBFIITHN T 5 FRIZHEE
L7122, NHAMT, AilBHE, AEH., AR, BREFR LY, BHHEOENIC
Ko THMmEZIET 2 &, 4 TERISENPNIVAEICELL, ABEHEDLER
BEOMEICEIY, B 2EEMEE TS TVD, 2O E LT, 40 TIHEEVK
MK AN TABMBENLZLS 2D  ENURHEEZOHMZ 726 L TRAEREN
WI—FH. W TlEmBENEL ., AEZLERITKEL, ThzEBRET2REED
x5, EVWHIRT—URBZ LN TWD, WREREEFEOF LMD —> LK
ETHW & S OEEMEELEBE LEZFND D 129, JE Y ORALDH N
MOMSE T, EEMOAEREL REL 72L& 2 A, expose SNTHATDOIE H A —
WHEBENE NPTz, ZTOJRK & LTEEGIL, WOEHIZ L > TEEDRBESSL
ZIRYANRT R 2OBEBEEOFEENH T ONDL AEHEHL TS,

ROk & B AR

o7 =R R T, FRICBITS TBRKERAR] &, THARL
R LVWIHIREICENIFEBE®RRL 0 E NI ZEE. LT THLLWT —
~7EA9, BRTIT b bR oo —H EfLES T, 2O T 0o
ERESHITICED TR LU EWVWIREOEFLHY 95, L LARIER L, —o
DHBENO BREKKZS T THENTILEVNI ZAZ AV ER->T, &%, D
FERIBESCHNE, AN, e W THETHr RV REZR>TD L) Z ¢
ThHbdH, UR, REZFDOLIRENELEZDON, MEAZANVDYEE TE D=4
Moo 55, F 0%, BEHEAZONEHE & LT, B2 BSR4 % B o 45 il
I ZENZENHLBE MEOBENERSTZMIENREFT O ENRLEET LI E WD
ZRRME~OERRDH D, BAAKRZ LB TIZZNOITEARBZOFF O Fiz L
EoRERLRVE, ZTOHMEANICEBWVWTHHRSHIEZZLOENOH D Z LT,
SRR FHOBRBICFSTHLEE XD,

31



REONBE LHEEMOAEEZD THIPFRIL, HARATHECK T HIZITF R,
1930 FFRICBt STz, MHF L bIZ, FTEREON —HRINIAFE D N — 5l
LWV LA LHESTN, TTICALLIIC, ZOROEMITELR>TWVD,
ZDOFEIZOWTEFRIINOT, TBKOWEIE, EIK % wave exposure [T > 72
TR b DOTHY , BAOMEITZZOMOER S ZOLHREN LD THD] &
WO Z W Z &b 5, £ ZITiE, BARD A Z A VIEIRCKEIE & B Cirx7
WD, LI NEEINDOHABEL LN, HDHAROWHREEIZ. £ DO NBH
DX OHF T, "WLE (embayment degree) * 1% A& TIER< ., HED
WG EWRBICEET 2T XTOERDOEF) ThdE L, 2HILEAFRENTH
HERBBALTWNWD D, HRDODWMENRKREN THo I LIIMAELMICATHLH S
BT TWDEN, ool mld, BRIZBIT D Z OB ORI 2 ST
7o, B, WEHODOMERALZANLENI T ERH-TTHAH, BHLOHIIX
MBOR FART T 7 FrnbingE b 1930 FAKRICHNIEBE A~ L BT LT,
?iﬁofﬁﬂﬁﬁ)qj'll\i?%ﬁ?%“\“‘/ FART T M KORENDICHEST HEER
KEDER 2 RIEEEE VWD Z e Ilh oo MREMOFERIIZINGITHBEL TH LR
DOTHY, o T, MREMITHNEREZH X ZWRBE LN DA, MITHk
SAHTERY EF2E WO\t E X2, EWEHROHE TIX, Y EEM5HR
EP FNEBYE] DX A T 3T LS HFMIZERSOHY | S LRV E WS FEKRT

AEHI EVIDIEFYTZsTVDENR, Lo LEHEGHERRb-oT-EIEE %
fotb\o TOLEHEMORROIH R THL ERmiE] THHEAER ] 2250 TH,
oAV BTN TZIIIT R, TEMBGIZ X > TAYBR G ZHHT 5
7= <WVWoEm N ERCENCITh LTV 2, 1950 RIS, BSOS I AARASENSES
N7 —2 %6 L0, RITRRNINRIIZ, B AR & R FEEMcl L, £,
j(fﬁ*a(’\mfiﬁkiﬁﬁﬁ—é@@(%lﬁﬁﬂ%f;k I RSB o L 12D, #

WIEWLS O DBEBENT A T TR ARONI N BRI ERRDICEEED
IO EHEEMICEEIEL72DDOHHOBRLZDOEER DR o7, LIED
eI, BN —ARINOEICE L BTV MEALTZE NS LD DT —~ D
ZZOHFT, MO TOFERBHELNTZE VDI,

— . BKIZBWTEH, 1930 FRUBEDO Y — BB O%, BARADONEE
DRI T & X A 755 1F, Twave exposure @ biological scale] @ AT AN
ferRaNTe, LOPLEAREEFIRLRY | BRMESCHHEZRZOMBE & 0)@0)5%
ED DD 2 2 RES DS PCH ISR E S v, fERIEEEM 0 2 572, DIERCKRIZ
HHFIE. MIROY B EE 2 I E T 2R E L Tk L DD, wave exposure &f
}%E%@E@M COWNWTOHoHTIE~EHEALT, =2 CTIIHERE, N, o
TEREER L 20K, EAEAROIEN T, BRI, wave exposure
% disturbance ® —D L (L{E ST 5 | M BEREFEER OB L b BN, HNIZE
DB T, KBS & WIBEEIZ 0o D th o BRI DWW TR S iz
BN B DM, wave exposure [ZH D IAA TITONTZMHEDO KRR IZ, DO KRB E -
THEVHoT-L Wz b,

IHOLTRTLK2E.Z0FmIZBITDHARERKDENEIT . THARANKRER,
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WK AR &V o et b 2B THH L) L0 b HIZ, BARDHFENF
WEeTATTORRICIEED FHREELTHEAPF THoTZEVIITTERNED
BN, B2EELTOT =X RBICENDDL ZEIFHAEFEANDICEDH DL Z &
LERDERARNELTSH, MIZEDOEICEHL TIE, THREM] OELAICHOIND Z
R, KOESHY T2, BENRLONHTETLIhoiEAd, & 2
T Z 0458 DI %&?%*ﬂbf:ﬁﬁﬁ’@}i%‘f‘%ké

A B O review THIIT L723CHRIL, 1F1F 1990 FRATFDOHL DO FETIZROEN D,
i i%%®ﬁ(?ﬁ(®7ﬁD~Tib>% LRV RiEOWFEERTOT XA M
RTHb, ZOFHEHTORM-ZEBIIB IS TWRWEZAZRSL L FIKIXZE
NETTEREZITHD, RKZOT =<3, T RELIAETITH>720O0H
LivZgv, £z, 1990 FRUEE, MR ARFIERENICERIIICAY, HL0HE
RCHTH B ZDNHIILK LK R 2TV DEFRITRTWHWENR, Z0OREBELHVZEH>TH
Do LIWLBARDEE, MbENTLENI N, x> TAY Yy MRS, F—
v v /XD Littorina saxatilis X° Nucella lapillus TRAXEZ LI bH2HF 0 720
NHLLNRWR BARDOHEOZ LT FERITEAEDLP TR, b F5 &,
MO o %~ % v (Littorina brevicula) <Tlix, B0 EERTH A XITENHD
REXCEHBEONNY - B EILITHD, W=HOMEBIZOWTE, M
FARTZZEBR2VDThb R, 41T planktonic 72D T, BB 22T LI
Wb Liveny, WA Z R L Z 0O KB EEDOMIEIL,. A kT —~
Thod, ZAREIN, HBHZHIZZAR>TWNLIDOTIERNWEA I D, 29 LI
FRhTHGAEIIE, BT THORKOFIEELSZICTHIENTED, 2HTHIFZ
NIRRT e D e, ZOHETZLED I< e BIRTX52013%ITT 5
FORBE D, ZZIWCAVPFTARTREMZADZIELTELEAI L, iz
TEHEOREREGHY D0 LRV, BEMNEWVWEMMENRELR LU L, kS 2L
FICARERIENDHTLSDENIZEEHD 220, NARINOMIEILD 9 &b o T
WaHEN, EEEZRED ) H, LW K957, trend followers’ 7> 6 O L X
RIWICTHMENRNTEAS, BORBbLLANWEERSTZL, N iib\@f&)é
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