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1. 51§

AR 2 58 SUORFET AMAHFE (Dale 45, 2001 ; Tibbetts Al Dale, 2007)

PLAAEAEE O T (140 Bee A1 Gerhardt, 2002) KX 3 ANFEAMKIIEE 1. B8
WHREE S SEREA, IF BT AR T 2Rt 2AT 8, Blingin S5 9 6%
B ACRE R BT (Mateo, 2004; Tibbetts F1 Dale, 2007) o 511, #2# 7% (Gymnorhinus
cyanocephalus) RJ DLIdE ik I 5% H: 5 2428 (10448 R AH LA FH R HE T FLARDG T FE A=
KBS AL (Paz-y-MifioC 2%, 2004) : fEIXH, IAIRBIAMAK AT DU 1958 4
TELE R SR FME & 3 A7 (R € D FR ) S BTSN iy ARG
(Aptenodytes forsteri) FIEFEAT N THAREEAE, FIAH S CEMEH
U R AR B L, 177 A2 P DAA RN b 1 pense . DAtk ARATTEER 1 AN 1E & R 4
ZARGC A LB B S A A LE S (52 (Aubin 55, 20000 o KBE,
AR HE 1) S BEHORMK FE A B R AH FLAN K o

B R, 8 S RS B — MR 5 A AR ANMAAE L S2 SRR A A8 I
Wt AR AR o H, X AT 07 O — 8 R IR AMA N R A MR
N, XAEAR NN SERR BRI RE S B T AR, BRI <R e AR I g
77 (Thomand Hurst, 2004) . MR#FIX—RM, KAWL EAMEZ A
(22 7 JROSEISS 4 REAE T H R B . BRI, B A e A B 1 S
AT R AR RN, — BEAFES L (Tibbetts 5%, 2008) .

WM R P 2 R i BRI, (I DO 75 SR TR 204 H A

(Yorzinski, 2017) o H%6, WLAUE 6B IFE RSN EIEF A LRAS R4
REE VIR IRFAE . FLIR, BhWb gt & FF0E X LR Ak, DA AE DS B AN
] SN D% M (Leopold #1 Rhodes, 2010) . b4k, XUETHRE T EE R £
ANF IR 26 A o X FPICIZ R & BPE A (Burns 4§, 20105 Mery 1
Kawecki, 2003) , FFr[aedfhndi & X (Dukas, 1999) . {HiE, SHIRUL, H
T aE B A AE, MARNEB A B A TG NV E, PRI A2 300 458 5 ) 1 52 0
(Wiley, 2013) .

AMANEN IR 75 KA BB AE RN ) b A4S BRI . Ban, 78 R KK 5 ik
TR ) 2 A AAMAR ST E B s AT SRS 0L T (Adolphs, 2003; Tomasello,
2014 , AEASVEEORAMAHATUOETEAG . A AR, JEMRAAMARE R KR
Y AL T IR o a5t , EATRE% 21X — £ (Tibbetts F1 Dale,
2007 ), B, MEFEE IR S (Tsao 554, 2006 42 FIAR T T X
B, XAMRPI TG HUR (Kanwisher A1 Yovel, 2006 &) . /b7 R KKF)
Yirk, AR I B AR AR R



FESH S, MERINEN R SR AL, IF HAEVE Z SR i mT LA 31—
—— MWASEIPEMESI Y 25 8% s (e.g., D’Ettorre A1 Heinze, 2005;  Falls,
1982; Hojesjo et al., 1998; Myrberg il Riggio, 1985;  Proops et al., 2009;
Snowdon # Cleveland, 1980; Tibbetts A Dale, 2007; Wiley, 2013).. {EIX s 1F
wH, WATLET 5K, BRHTHFE AT ARRMN L5 REL (Flhn
corvids) IR MEEIGIRZIHINFNGE ST AEM &AT N 32 8] 1) 2 k%3 (Ditz
F1 Nieder, 2016 %; Emery 1 Clayton, 2004 4; Nieder, 2017 %F; Smirnova 5§
Ns 2015 4D o FRATIMEGE T B I 55 A FL AR 2 1 IR L2 i e T e,
DA S Wi e i 22 oL IEAE S AR DLSCREIZ M BE . IR X554, IATIRR T 52K
MR F EBCE AT R AR 22 B Al

2. BIAMEINRBIBIT

VP2 Won T SRR FIRE ). B, AR (Tinbergen) HHiA T fHNS
TEARZ R R R RN AR RE /1 (1953 ) o BEAbh, TEWFFAE A IRE
[RRIEFEH AT DAAR BB 2 (B4 1 N T R IXEERE ), SRR EAAAMA . B
U, MM scrub-jays (Aphelocoma californica) AJ LR HoA# A7 1 5 G 1 [5) Fh
(K5I (Dally %%, 2006a) o fE—IRFFTH, 24 scrub-jays 0, #MMREE
AME AR B IRIOWE S M A EERS, EATAREEFAELREL 1 4, T
AN 2 FAAEE IRV . M, AR MR A SRR, HOLa e AR . JE
K, BN TEV ARG (B A EG IO K& Rk 2 anT,
fiATTEE A AT e LART [RISCEE MR A FFE RIS DL N 7 84, T ZBSENM A B f71E
ITEOL A BB P scrub-jays KEULEEE A MR I OB . 1X
Tt 5T 2B, scrub-jays AJ PAIX 73 /MA A Fl B scrub-jays £ [ X4 AN A [E] A4
BRI ANE], X PMEE AT E R, FF HARBANEAE 25 (i,
MERE, CEn-RFECEEIEEE) .

PO T, MNP EZEEB RS W 55 (Corvus corax)
WA S B 5B S 1E SR (Massen, Ritter, &Bugnyar, 2015) . {E
ZH, SELFEEDR T URT S A ERMEESERSINE R, RIS, il
MSFLAER SRR D XREARAE S — IR SRS 22 W 7 &Y. Bk, 5
TRENS X 73R AN, AT BeK A ELAE F 45 R SR e IMABR R gk .



3+ AMENFIHIAS RS T K

BRI SRNEN A R R A4 2 BT LU R R 7 2 3545 — R 41075
TELRR . T S S50 5 AT b AR s, DR MR AT 146 X B 25 3 T A0 AT 5
DL s AR A

3.1 Ir il sn

3.1.1 fTABR

FEFZAFRBIEOT, FETUr e B MR T SR E 0 EE . Flan,
5T IC A3 AT B R 5 22 TR 50 &R 5 AT T B A A st e A HE A AT] (Boeckle
and Bugnyar, 2012) . [k, S2RE/MEAEZMVMCL SR TRZ % (Fl,
2 I, BrooksandFalls, 1975; Weary and Krebs, 1992) .
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1.z h R hey T Ft, A SRR ES (A) fizsEdH (B)
=AMk kM X (f£Elie&Theunissen #9357 F, 2018 FX& %) -

N T EIAINED, AME RS )22 e B LM ZE S/ o JE4RIE, 1S 5 A
R EAAEAMEZ R, 10 pied babbler (Turdoides bicolor; Humphries %,
2016) , HMEHS (Corvus frugilegus; Benti 45:.2019) , B 48 (Taeniopygia guttata;
Elie) . A Theunissen, 2018; UL & 1) {42 1Y [ £ & (Lipaugus Vociferans; Fitzsimmons
A, 2008) o H1 T Corvids AT LLA B ™A/ & (Brecht 4%, 2019) , BHtA
ARATTAT 2 01 B8 L Nt 1)+ m] DLIE G DA 0 ke 4 il FL 75 5 i L 1K S SRR AR, AR SS
TAINFD . BRI T8I H AN R K P AMA R ZE 57, 4540 B K ) S0
(Tympanuchus cupido; Hale Z5/M4, 2014) , peahens (Yorzinski, 2014) B{%Y
1% (Melopsittacus undulatus; Dooling 25, 1992) . 22X, K= B 26 0l e 3
S A5 5 IRFRBE A R (Forrest, 1994; Patricelli and Blickley, 2006) 5% & £F4MA&
IELERA (Soula 8N, 2019) FZMARI AR (HA, XEEM: S FLI-RA A H
SO, B/ADFERE AR, MEZE SRR DR EAE R (Mouterde 55, 2014) .
PRI, AN B R RS 22 S AL R T AN N B R AR B 22 7

HENZ, XMEEERMUE4, M HIEF DR EEREER
go/no-go 11554, MMEHY (Corvus macrorhynchos) 24 1 X 43 AN EAMA 1Y



IR R B A (Kondo 5555AMA, 2010 4F) o [AIFE, [REZESRG AT LA
BEINZRIAX 73 H [ A e, AT DAIX 73 e S B 46 22 42 ¥ MY 75 (Park and Dooling,
1985) o %45 SRR M J1 RGN X 70N i 06 75 IR0 27 22 Bk

Rk, ZAFEE, 5K OB R 7R B 2R IR I {5 5ok
NG {5 557 J& (DhondtandLambrechts, 1992) . 41, 3¢ [E 434 (Spinustristis)
S P ) S AEAR B RATRERY T AN RO REHETE Y K AT (Mundinger, 1970)
Roskaft 1 Espmark (1984) &I, S RBFEEAHE, BIEAES S 10 A
S5 o T RS A 56 [ L 4 ] ] £ s 2t e 2 o 4 5 0 G BRGNS 1) e — 2 HH 3R
i, Pinyon jays £IH B £ K15 R4T A (McArthur, 1986) , FFIARBIATHIFE
B EFEL e (Marzluff, 1988) o filt 1 —WiSEEe =B i 0 BE Ly % (Taeniopygia
guttata) AT [ HAESFAMES B, R B RMASF AR TS B 27 2 7 38
LI E . RN BEREMEFE P AN EE S, T HLBE S S >Rk B — NIy 351
ANFEIRERYZRAL IR — R IR, BEE AT DL AN, 1T e v AT T 280 A 2 R A
ERYEAY 5] G4 5l BE Z2PERY (Elie and Theunissen, 2018) o {E AN —
AL, B g BRI A B Te i\ F0 L5 AR A AN SS IR 2l AE AN A 1 328 R 55
Y (Reers 5%, 2011) o BAME, ESET, BHEHEESXECHEMEE KA
CAR A

Nt 348 AT LA AR Y 75 (49140 Goldman, 1973) , SEM (44140 Miller,
1979b) , F£48 (Blumenrath 5, 2007) Bi4FfE (5140 Stoddard 5§, 1991) . 4
U, M R A 2 Al 3R T A8 e Y 1 ELAE AR B i 47 75 28, 10 2447 75 2 AEAH
RITEAS S HBLX A IS (Falls 1 Brooks, 1975; Stoddard %%, 1991) . iX
—RKIKW], BRI FRANER 5 IS Y 5 S BRI, 1AM AN 2 X 7348 J& Al
BEAAMA

R, B R BOR SN FE 10 50 AMAR RS I A TR 2, RN BEA T
XT ER) 2 TG I R AF i A A, ()R A ) U S R () R o) % B R B AT T PR AIG - (Falls,s
1982) . i, eIy ] SEPER R EE PR, COUEBH 7 288 sk AR Pa 4
K 8] %5 2 R S IY SRAA %0 Chiffchaffs (Phylloscopus collybita) o R, XHAMA&iE
B AR AE 7030 B AR vh e IY 75 ] R i ARG 8] S & - (Fox, 2008)

Zi ERTIA, V2 SRR T SRR R X o MA . (HAR, ROZIRH IR,
TR R 15 # 00 IR RS EL IR B MR R o B 7 SN0 E DA AR AT 9 3
HORHRE € PP SR e A BOCERIBE ST [FIRE, BlndeEsk @ s s, EER
BRI SRR B LAX 3268 A FISEE B, B eAT 127 n] LT X 4y
Fa AR A FAR R b 3h4) .



& H DALMY S 20 W s A En B e b . 5 HAR R A s e L,
Budgerigars »&— P58, EATEE A RN FEAR I PFRAS SO CALL 55N,
1993) , Ifii peahens i [X 73 1 AS[FIAMA ) S Al £ # Wk (Nichols 1 Yorzinski,
2016 ) ) . ML T, HEM KR (Tympanuchus cupido) ANREX 7K H
AFEAMERFEE, RECNNESEENMEZEZARR (Haleetal. , 2014)
WP s D\ R0 P R S IR 22 5 1) D ERA AR i — 2D B 7

3.1.2 W\ FH i A 2 At

SCHREWF AN R AP T A A AR NS @ A A3 3 TARIF IR (LK 2) « &
KRB — M2 X a2 L . (B2, LIga ot A geX R E Mg
ny, ZOmrE YR SR EH RN (BOS; Meliza& Margoliash, 2012, Hauber,
Woolley, Cassey Al Theunissen, 2013) ; XX R AE fG R 10 e id@ #g =, 8P
FEEPEREH (NCMD) W . lan, X 4 R 2 W o mi i DX R Py ] e i 2
X (NCM) 45 T 2 3 BUS BE 20T AU AR T8 #5 nY FR i 27 PR A1, TX SR IR
FEZUHAG Y DL NCM £oRo [FI, NCM AR 75 S 0 Re /1, A2,
2k 5 BEX BI%HE (Gobes A1 Bolhuis, 2007 4F) , X MK 2 [AI4EAE
FREES, AT B ke s FH T I i A AR o el R4l 2 I A5 o 4, Sk E
NCM K4 & Won, SPGB, 2R R iy 2 5] i 55 1
RN, AT St T RS YA KB I R AE 22 2] ik #2 - (Thompson F1 Gentner,
2010) .

Auditory information

B2 "B& KEe &R AR LHFHAZGAMEE (EE) URD RISty K
X3 (FB&) . &% 8 Berwick % (2012)



NCM BAZIERER) 7 — A0 R MENT ST I DR A 22 (CMMD o 5 HoA
SARNBAHEL, CMM Hr R 2 o 0] [B] A YA G B PR R B (40 Chew 4%,
1996; Theunissen 55, 2004) . 5 RFEIYAH &, DEHE CMM FRAEFK T &
A% [E RS I (4R %% (Gobes Al Bolhuis, 2007) o BAh, — I HAKE K R IAHF
FRHY, NCM Il CMM #1215 T IAFIRG Y 455, DL FTAGR NG iy DL T fi#
WM star & 04k (Gentner 25, 2004) . B —MEkgE 2 HVC, ‘& M5
RGN, (HERIHBEITEE. HVC $A AN I R 58 32 2 1) bt
BEH . BTN BIRS NI RT star ) HVC W kEIR/R, HVC HARAEX
3T M I B A HEAE FH T A A PG Iy 5 e 2 BRSO 5 2 (1] (1) S BT Rl H ke
(Gentner 55, 2000) o MY ARNRE T 275 SRR AN, R B BORFAE 5 RF
TERFICH, HVC X T 535 M 2R 2

— SRR 1) P U g P ) I 5 B T 58 T P PR AR PR IR A o X P M 3 3 )
WS MU ARLSP- HE EILAE A 5 ORI X 3k, B A2 B3R NCC (PR R & ido) o @I x) R
A AR 2B 0E IY () BRI 2 PR AT D RERE LR R (AIMRD , NCC o th 2ot g
[ I L B LR e B8 0 (VanRuijssevelt 28, 2018) o MhAb, 7E[E—WF 70 HHHR
BRI BV 21 41 PR Rk SCHFAE NCC BB A 1 45 T IY 1 18] B8 v R R 42 i
F. KHitk, NCM, CMM, NCC Al HVC L F-#Z 5 7 MY A EN AN G (AN ] 77
[, XA AT A A Y R R e 2
3.2 MA N A

3.2.1 fTRRRA

SR RARFE AL B (B4 Clark A1 Colombo, 2020; Thorpe, 1968) .
SR, A MBIV )72, AEALE USRS AR T I 22K B B d b . B
DR ER R T AT B DAMOHARY R, BanEIE H (X5) (D'Eath A1 Stone,
1999; Guhl #1 Ortman, 1953; Ryan Fl Lea, 1994) VA eME&EbH (A% 1) .
(Jitsumorietal, 1999; Shimizu, 1998) . #lun, BEMGHEIE AL HE R KX 431K
AAEIYIF: MENE BN FIARLOCEUE N PSR, elEEaE R
Z VT —BEFfF (D'Eath and Stone, 1999) . (K, KT 6 M8 AR $2 7 5
ERLES /PN SIEI S i

NS o, FEF RSN MBI R b . B, RILAMERS (Corvus
frugilegus) FEANELXT BRI PRSP 5 H & HAE X 75 FIFL5 (Bird and Emery,
2008) o DAL, BT XSRS A A S AN, DR ARATT R Rl i A R X
oy E CHEEAR . SR, H AT EANE AN D Re 154t AT X A4 (Brechtetal, 2018).
PR = 70 3 A B B8 2 B IR0 R IR X 7 IR AT B LI 73 AT fE



FEF 0 B A B T3 R s A B S AR AT N RN, T AN RS AL
IWHIE AR e SERFIE.

B3 BALmey@E L, ATAREHGEETRER (A) o HFBEERAES DT A
R L, BWLIMFE SR EGNKRES (B) » AMERTT AN LMHRE (C)
B, “HHSREER” E5TARLBGEN (BBH=-KEE, BBW=-HE) . ELAT LD
PMaiFe Tz, PAKBKFERET, SBARIET (AB) B2 (FH) B,
AR BRI K KA T -3, HA8%A KA E @3E 28R, BAMRRKNL LR
R 7 8%, 4 Brecht FAHFTHM., (2017) o

T2 IR G B F2 73 R TR B ST PR AR DA RIAR B 222 VR 2 4R AT e 2 AH %
(1), lhn “REs” AP, ©F SARTEARECH BEE . TR RG] L5 2 gk
B TR FI R RSP, BRI F S5 &MREE (Brown and Dooling, 1992;
Trillmich, 1976). 7£ 5 ULECHIESH, ERSH (Corvus corone) 4% [k
KI5 A9 “THHS” RREIOHE A (3D (Brecht %A, 2017) o ESHKERMETH
W R ISR XA . 85T (Columba livia) XTHMERS) “HG” 53 B 4RHH
XHRAR I B 2 oK 2478 (Shimizu, 1998) , I H ] PL2zo#Enfnk
[H I BE B (Watanabe and Ito,, 1990 &) . {H/&, WEHIUIEEREH, N TERME,
FREREC BEA I I E 2. 5L (Carey I Diamond, 1977;
Diamond 1 Carey, 1986) , 4#=F (Ovisaries) (Kendrick A, 1996 &) Al
JE¥E (Pan troglodytes; Dahl et al., 2013) , J& A 55 49 335 R 20 H T 30130 57 ) 24
B WERUL, EAREZ IV ESLHE LRIl dREW, M- IeRa
CLL T AR 7 sOR AR By 52 X B k1R (Brecht 354, 2017) 5 (I 3C).
[l = P e R e S Kt < W e N T 5 e s 11 w5 771 R R A
(Patton %%, 20100 o #RMM0, SAEMHHEFE R SR S, A THHL AR 58
07N e 3 LA = A T ) TR S A A B 1) T 3 (Rosa-Salva 58, 2010)
X RINSCRE 74X, FL 2 AT RE S — AR 2R TR A 1) S R TR e AL PR A
FE o 52X IR TS ) 20 55 0 A AR 8 T PR B S8 R D e 2 T PR B 22 e T



HABME B WZERA K, KK AT BELAANE ) 77 2RI Ah SR Ak
#7 (Ryan A Leal994 4£) .

T 3508 1) LG RRAIE A 7] B L AR S B . SRR AHLL, 7Rk
By 2 Brmgont e I e B A S ORI 52 (Patton 45, 2010) o [FIF, Kondo il Izawa
(2014) KW, MRS EITEIRE® 28, ATRLE KA B TS, 5
S SE RS e D RE R LR K

LA TP B AE 2R H L (Eaton A1 Lanyon, 2003 4F) , FfHT™A]
RESR AL DN R 57— AR UE . AR, XTI SR, HEREY =
o] RESEAH LM, BIUNAEEFRAC MBS (Rajchard, 2009 4£) . KREZHYBILEE
DU AL HE SR (Smith 55, 2002 ), 3X 3 W ALHE 5 AP ALAE A DU €140 /) (Burkhardt,
1996; Finger A1l Burkhardt, 1994) . XXVFZ & HMW &R 2antt, #lin
PEL 4R (Bowmaker %5, 1997) , starling (Sturnusvulgaris, Smith 2§, 2002) ,
Pekinrobin (Leiothrixlutea, Maier Al Bowmaker, 1993) , PLAZ#5#Y (Odeen and
Hastad, 2003) . {Hs&, FFAERTA SRHASLIMELBUK: Corvidae Al Tyrannidae
FR I R UL SR & AR 8 R G ] 128t (OdeenandHastad, 2003) . [AiH,
U BANERHE Ot — N EEIE T, HE NGRS BRI R IR E K
WHIAMAE, WERATEL,  WRARZRE R 2 1 .

3.2.2 PBEIR B I pp £ Ak

P8 R V) TR0 A 2RI A 55 B0 1 AR N8 RSB W i) T 50 e 4%
X1 ( “patches” ) F#4t (Bruce %5, 1981; Kendrick Il Baldwin, 1987; Tsao
&, 2006) o FEIRECHIH XA, LR RTA BRSSO A 4 oS B A SR 2 T
BRIEEENE , X RS BT DA AR AT S 2% AL S R B I A IROBE, T A B 1T A BT R
X B2 Tk B R WA AE — A FH B0 B2 ot X3k SCRE R A BNW) B) THI B AL B
[AFE, ST occipito-temporal border ] fusiform gyrus #' ) FT1E fusiform [ 55 [X $5k
AR NFHE R R X I A RZEIR, 152 W Kanwisher I Yovel, 2006)
PRI, B & it T DA I H X P& B ) T EB 2t o (H2, B AT i R = 3 M ot
HIUEE o

— IO 3% [ S BT AT A I R ST E F A (PET) , JRERR TR
VEREHERRINME S, DMRR RS K2 A oM. EIX T 7, B4 50
X “H” (SEIMEE SO MR (BROENAR ANRE. 7
AT PET W& AT, SRHEN 7B EPRC I E &0 (CRizm a5 A
A Bh B L AR SR A R D), BRI R, “ORE” BN R .
TEE E PRI )5, ¥ SRS R I UK o LEAS [F] ) 55 RS 3 v 3R A5 1 X 4805 3
AN LR, 20X AT F, rostral nidopallium 7] §8 2 2] (Marzluff



&, 2012) o HAZ, BYERE, SEARARKI A RANK . BTG T RS
i), DRl AR 2 P A A AT DA 7 . S Bl 5 15 B S i 5 1 1T Bl AR T S SRAH SG Y
AR ART B A S — ROR NS 5 .

T4 AR B S SR ) B 2 T B AR 8 T TS BN SR R DL i HR ) TR IR AR
PE o — IHUEE X R 1) BR AR 22 T 10 ST 98 2K B8 LE A [ B4 v B DR o DX 38 B0 T 8 e %
26 (Clark N, 2019) o FERST AT — BB SRABAT X 700045 6% 7 6 1 R
(R PR 2R AT S5 15, 56 85 (R AN B 5 Shadi AT 1l . TSR A DY SR A ph 22
T B PR DS PR T o 225 A BORE () s T B R, R A, S Rz S A
WL IE LK o AEIZ PN DI R AR AR — N X33, A R0 4 e ade 436 44 3 i) 3 T 350 %
$F(Clark £ \,2019). Scarf £ A (2016)#1E 1 4%+ ) nidopallium, hippocampus,
entopallium and arcopallium ff = 45§ & M #1228 70 [ B o R, 2 7 ) nidopallium
caudolaterale (NCL) [J#& o AAAAE T EFIAEENE, ZAEBEHAT 5 ALk
VENFEAR B IE IR IAEARTLECAT S (Veit 55N 2014) o SR IG Bk B pR
TERW], SRR PR AR R AE ok 7 S RT Re S I FLB I EENLR EAA BT ANE], 5
AT DU I 5 SR AN AR BRI AT 55 T AT 9 ) 22 e R g (Clark 45, 2019

JEHT AT AR FEEBT T T 4L 2 D R0 R ORI 3R AT BE U (144, o 784X FIAS 55
B, AN R, SATEAIR AR EEERD o ARG, BILE
[ ZE R AR A RERIEHD , 2R )E XHRIX 70 FhJE (Vallortigara 11 Andrew,
1994, 1991) o Xf—Fg &Y KFIIE (Gymnorhina tibicen) I8 & 3,
magpies lateralised eye [ H S 4EXSAHLL (Koboroff 5, 2008) o XihFRE 1 ixX
FERIRTREME, B G0 /NS IR A 1 B 2 M R 25 SR AT RE s e 1) 2 Fo A 555K
3.3\ ITABR

331 TARFA

FEVFZAEOLT , AT DT AN tE—FhJ7 2o PR3 H 7 18 5 4 LA 3 B R i
Perr, XATRE VPRSI E L RS o A, ARk B AN [E D7 USROS “ R
(7 AN EIER AL T —AMBREF ISR (Yorzinski, 2017) o flan,  “id A~
RV EENRAAMA WA, AR IR A BRI, ShPE 2w
XK H — S BAMEIE 5, 2R PRI K B 53— M8 (AR A C—E0r i oD
A MR CA—BUIEHD) BIE 5. Bie il E A BN LR AT 2
[Fl—AME (—F0 o iR 702 E KM, W52l 2R,
o B K A HME A — B4 R

BT, 052 i s A RN ME— B 7ok B MR 3S (Kondo 55, 2012)
FEX I FE A, (A MR A J8 7R 17 oK B /N RS O DA S AR SRR s AT e 26 R o
T ST LLE B —ANMReE R (Ban, AME A, IRIEEE A DL E 7 W 21—



AN R EL 2 SRR LR AMATLES (—80 (B, REAME A IR,
FAANLE (A—20 (Bl KREANMEB BIME) o BEREG—MRNAIIF
F, ] A BT I YR AR AT JE 1o =410 L 5 (1 S 47 A0 I R DL A4 1 B
I AVCECES, SR 2 SEPREEI T Mo FERYSE, R &R A e
BN, AARFIG . 2RI CHPIRRNET A BAERSIME A 25
W SR A FIRERY, AN ANA B RIREAY . R SO B R 3 U AT R
KEIF7F (Kondo 55, 2012) o X &5 RUCR 1 MR HG 0] BLA RIS
EYE, I HAR SRR ESLA NI — 1.

3.3.2 B AL AR pR £2 e 2R Al

5SROI R A LG, RS BRI AMA N F R BGE P& o R FE L 2 5
b BHRIZE R I — N 208 2R N X 382 nidopallium caudolaterale
(NCL) , X% I B AMA N R R R . S NCL H # & o R]
PABE I RN R BRAT BRI (Veit 25N, 2015) , FF HIEWIE B AT DA s (] ] B
KEAE RS AIroE) J7 SRR (Moll Al Nieder, 2015) . iR
NCL MY Gn S oA an FIRIEOCHES, bt A A ar B G, B A IXAN K X
BAE XML 2 A Eh ] gt AR .

4. X HBHIAF

B 2RAT DA BT AR . (H2, MfTieae At B O ? R Z A5
HENE — N F 2k B 235, Bl magpie (Picapica; (Prior 5, 2008) .
FEIXHL, FRATIE 1 5 S e AT i FRA R B IAR o

4.1 A3 B EINF

EAR, BIRNFCEE HEYE (Galluplr., 1969) HREAR M3
1T T £ S EARMESE A WL 7 BB T IR AR AR 1E 3 . 2R )5
M8 TR S Eo R AATESE T HEAH B O, IBAMATN Z =60k 2] 52
FRIGAREHERAR L C “PRiddemm T A" D o I ThiEbd UL o] (Rp
FRid T30, HEEREF TR ERRL) , DHER SR DS R 4 R siab i
BRIARE. B 7 RBEBEM— LAz AL, magpies FEIEE %S (Corvus
splendens) &A1) A & 11 B R RIHARICE FAT AR (Buniyaadi 55
N, 2019; Prior %A, 2008) . Ak, %75 (Corvusmonedula; Soler,
Pérez-Contreras, Al Peralta-Sanchez, 2014) A& K249 (Brecht £ A\, 2020;
Vanhooland Z&/MA, 2019) & At corvid #0008 13 A% M1k o % T HA corvid
YpFh, &5 RN IR S . ClaryandKelly(2016) 7k T Clark”’ s nutcrackers(Nucifraga



columbiana) FIEEFRICIMHAAL A gk : X L8 SIIGE B K (IR ILIssh = 4h 5
HEEY DUAREHRSR T RIESHhAEs s/t E I EE) « EXHE, FEik
FERII BT 2540 T R AR 3 R AT N3N 1R\, BRI a1 vl fe
BT nutcrackers B HRE ), MAR “583R7 WET, FUVEHRAY, ROHE
WRRAE. BEMNETSIESNER, IFTRl SR A2 EE R

(Clary&Kelly, 2016) .

Bk g IR R K I3 EE I © A 4 (DeVeer 1 vandenBos,
1999) . FILCEH K 17 HABPL . NI EP, CEMH 1R AE R ]
(R ER R i S 32 R S B B B, ) IR AT T2 15 2 R 37 B I BREUA 32 AR AR 1)
SN o ey S AR SR 1 BE AT LASBAE TR, AT DA A R A 1, AT DURE
BE Al CBORIAIAERD o Ak e 718 AR5 8 Mo I 52 21 sl it B s Wi
L SO, EAMESIHIES A SR, BRI T 2400 T, Mg s —4
W FERAT S AT, XRPMBAT T ARSI B2 7 BB 1 B i 4L (Clary &
Kelly, 2016) o FEANFIAEE I FIHEAR N S, 1 CAFH S A7 RS AR A %N

(Clary %, 2019; Dally &, 2010) . fEXPIUAH, HJixr GEHEET) B,
FEAR WISHRAZ A B —ME—FER A7, RR AN IIEA NN T =2 A 28010,
A1 TR A S 2R (Flan, TR FE MRS
R, BUONSERTIAE SRR B, IS S SEEIER: € PR AT 9 (Ostoji¢SEMA,
2017) o [RlHL, AT DL fi BR O AR R TR TR A A IR AP I A . SRATRECL A
¥ H BB UNE B CIEAAA R EI FR EYM . R — 21, Ak
5% H CRBHE A B e, RIMATUACN BRI [FIAR, AN 2B 1 S5

(Kusayamaetal. , 2000) .

7EAE corvid B35, ERIEATAR . XFKIL%E (Parusmajor) A% A F0H)
TR, WA AMREE G ARICI (Kraftetal, 2017) . b4k, keas
(Nestornotabilis) F1 Goffin 35515 (Cacatuagoffiniana) ¥R BLE bR
MHX (vanBuurenetal, 2018) o [FIFE, B/MKFLIY UNKELE) FESRBE T
26t HoA i )R (Pickering #1 Duverge, 1992) , X3 WA TR AR A [F) Fi )
W, FFEA TS TR . HAEES, TGS EEHER (Epstein
%%, 1981; Uchino fl Watanabe, 2014) o Pk, 7E538-hBAg E FRA K1 ) A
TIRAEAE L

4.2 Wit B BN

M T 2R, LR NS & (0 7 34T ARG T, BRI 3RAT T & 26
wferoe B H SRS (BEFRONS E 2RI BOS) ) TS EZ . A AR,
BOS REWTHE MY YIS Y H K 2% (Hinde, 1958; Margoliash, 1986) , Mifi
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B 4: s T %A LI (BOS) , Ak BOS (REV) FeR A+ Jkth (CON) #9434, AkBE
893 AL HVC B e sh w432t k., LHER A AR B 6 RGO RIEHIE, THET
HBHHHE T 30 R EHIMAEE, TH I TH A Kb R ARek a9k et a7 B

(PSTH) (344&) £ Williams ¥ AMSFT (2012 4)

H T EXT IS S E 2, Kl BOS 25 MA “HIK” —HZ2—MKHK
M) /8 (Derégnaucourt 1 Bovet, 2016 ) o I8 18 145 1S 0L 38 755 0] £ s ANMA SR A
FXA . X FH, BRAE R AT BOS,  BAAAHAURE A [F] 1
ME Y, [ B ARAT TR AN [T RS i () b dsme) 37 3047 & . WY 5 BOS 1 7 [F P4 1
5 1 DX I R BEE (MeArthur, 1986) o iX—KILEKM, BOS #il N5 H 4
WY IR, I HE@mdR o hFos “ IR Wi (HiE2 W, Suarez
A Gallup, 1987) o #RT, FERFFLAYIM 2 18], MSE0T H G i fe B 22 AR K,
FEHMIEER: AW TR S B B R MGREY (Searcy 5, 1981) , HARMIAR
KA (Searcy %5, 1981; Stoddard 5. (1992 4F) . Kk, TN &y H
L IR Y 8] 5 7 ) Tl SH AN 7 55 O3 AR AT e =), B A G L E O
gy, pah, SHARFE AR, 38060 BOS 237 2 SR i B I
AT B IX AR EART S T AT DAY 380 £ 8 L s S B A o
N Y 5 B A BN (Derégnaucourt Al Bovet, 2016)

CAEN SN RS YK Z R R 7B & BRI &a RoR . B0
FENFIEH 2 — WAL HVC, &S Y 2o 12 3 J2 O B s e A
(Nieder 1 Mooney, 2019) . HVC #£Juikgmbdng iy oo = ris 3= 4
(LongandFee, 2008; McCasland, 1987) , {H7Ei FE IS 5 W 2000 0U B+ 4 H
2% (Dave %, 1998; George %5, 2005; Margoliash, 1986; McCasland #1 Konishi,
1981 4£) , DAIELA B8 52 p € MR B S I (R JR R (Brenowitz, 1991 %) o
Rltk, HVC BA SRV seThae. AR, Wrod s N A] e JE 5 R E 1,
TEBE IS 85 (1) B HVC #0220 T 3 2560 BOS W [BIHCR I H S M. (McCasland



A Konishi, 1981; HiEZWE 4) o 48R, X BOS BN FH T XTI 5 > 1ok 72
HH ) B f ) 290 R S S PR =, RV, S BOS BUBR A4 T
EATY BT CAAS RS I RFAE AR 22 50, MM B Sng g, mEdre B E OS
FoAhAMA X 53 FF

EAERIZ, Ho 2 i e BOS BN (W f) fkiE (ngny)
Fon Y. HEAT NG R RICERE, EREHR BOS #HUHIE, e
LI HVC A2 T 752 (IR 5 31 X% B0 2 4% B A AR UL 35 P4 (Fujimoto
&, 2011; Prather 55, 2008) o ANE LTI LY 2 7E IS A A2 75 I g 1Y (1) R 7k, 3X
BE i 22 JC AN 2 7E NG IY FR TR [R] — I TR O A 22 T P Bl o 6 BRSEEG R B, 1K 28 i
EAN e FHPE SRS R A S B o R R R . AE R, BERE LAY B RS AR
DRI, #i 2 70 CON BOS FWT 5 77 TR 4 N A0k (K38 B AH RT3l . )i 3,
EATRBET BOS BRI, £ HVC W, XU R A ) “Bilg &It Al
Re B Tngny, BRIbA BTN . EATREAE R Sl B 2E A seEiing nin
FIRERAR(EIEANMA (Mooney, 2014 4F)

5. &t

AMARINENRE & AP 2 RN, (HE 28 fEiX B, AR T
T FELE T B AW AU S AR KNI 78« O FT 0, S 2KmT DURRSE 5 CL
FEEARINEAME, G, SN SETERIX A ERSEE DO, FR
HIXH T8 B FARE. H2, e A KIERIE R T SOERAME AL, 10
WO R T H O — R X 5 W 545 5 R RE 77, 491 e 7 3 AS ] 27 1 A 2 [A] g
M2 JRe 7. B, BB LA 2 MR FAIB gl /T (i, o
B5AERED .

FENT 3 7 3O, S 208 A G LR X 4315 2 AN R L IR (A S, A e
Vb EL 2z m] DUR S 2R SRS AR R 6 R A5 B . Fiol2 Corvid N9
I FH 75 SR AE A AN 1) B U RS54 o 50 3 RIS 88 v = AR NS U K 5 (1R 28T
SERI T 50 SE AR EIAE 5 o WS R Gt 61 B30T 7 (038 23 s A 2 T IR e LR P
FEA X AR ESN, 8, FKEZTMG)LE SIS, %52 10 & &
MK E 710, 5 AN F 04T IR A OCHE, A e AT AT B (R B AN i Y A
FI PR JLARIE 251

RLGE AT A RN T b, EBEERIERSAIRS T b XFAPA R T
— AN, B RS 0 B 75 A AT DA A AR B, N, AReIE
NS, (B RE @ RN EIEATT (Jouventin, 1982) o Bh4h, FATK
I8 AG T 5 ) 7 X 5345 5 PR B W LS A B 7R A DR IR o BEAE, SEANTE A 5 2
M EA LTI T MM RL RN R XN, AT RIS AR IR X 45 .
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