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Abstract : The Auditory brainstem response (ABR) method is an alternative method to
measure the fish auditory threshold. The ABR method allows quick and repeatable mea-
surement of fish without invasive surgery. In this work we developed a method to measure
audiograms of fishes.

To date, there is no method available to determine the effect of water displacement on
method to measure fish hearing, because the measurement of displacement is quite difficult
in an auditory experiment. A well-known method to eliminate water displacement when
measuring fish audiograms is to face two loudspeakers towards each other and then place a
fish between the speakers. This study describes another method to eliminate water displace-
ment. This method measured audiogram in air. Audiogram of marbled sole Pleuronectes
yokohamae obtained in air was higher than those obtained in water. This difference was pre-
sumably due to inner ear or lateral line sensitivity to water displacement around the center
of the water tank.

Next we demonstrated that some of the ABR components of fishes are derived from pe-
ripheral organs such as the saccule, lagena and utricle in the inner ear. In this experiment,
we used sound stimuli of different durations to demonstrate that the ABR of goldfishes
Carassius auratus was contaminated with microphonic potential. The durations of the ABR
were in proportion with the durations of the sound stimuli.

Next the ABR of fishes is commonly measured by bringing the heads of the fishes out
of the water in a small tank, however this method is inapplicable to experiments for large
fishes that are economically important in large space such as the sea or in a large tank. This
study describes a method to record the ABR for fishes in water without exposing the fish
heads in air using a water proof and insulated electrode. To evaluate the effectiveness of this
method, the goldfish was investigated, and the ABR waveform and auditory thresholds mea-
sured in water were compared with these measured on the surface. Both ABR waveforms
and auditory thresholds showed similar trend between the two methods. The “underwater
ABR method” is considered to be useful to measure the larger fish auditory threshold in a
natural or on site environment as in the sea, net enclosures and large aquaria in which pre-
cise positioning of the fish is not possible, though more improvement is needed to apply this
method to large fishes.

Next we used ABR method to measure audiograms for juvenile Japanese sand lance to
determine if they are capable of sensing the sound produced by fishing vessels. And we
investigated the sensitivity to ultrasound of spot-lined sardine by ABR method to know the
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possibility whether this fish escape when fish respond to the ultrasound that created by
fisheries sonar. Japanese sand lance responded to low frequency sounds between 128 Hz and
512 Hz with sound pressure level of 115 to 125 dB. As the test frequency decreased, so did
the auditory threshold level, and the level was about 116 dB at 128 Hz and 181 Hz. These
results indicate that Japanese sand lance can detect low frequency sound but are less sensi-
tive than other fish species. The ABR amplitude of spot-lined sardine to ultrasound (40 kHz,
60 kHz, 80 kHz, and 100 kHz) were approximately 0.125uV ~ 0.75uV. These ABR am-
plitudes to ultrasound stimuli were quite smaller than those of species capable of detect-
ing ultrasound. Spot-lined sardine are not sensitive to ultrasound presentation of 40 kHz,
60 kHz, 80 kHz, and 100 kHz at sound pressure levels from 180 dB to 190 dB.

This experiment indicate that spot-lined sardine can not detect bio-sonar of porpoise and
fishing echo-sounders at distance more than 100 to 300 m from sound source in spherical

spreading where the sound pressure level drops less than 180 dB ~ 190 dB.
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IS OKBEFHWIC L > TEEELZRETH
b0 BIIARPTIIMEND R S HROFEMEHET D
5 Z & HIRBEEN Y O DIRF LA O DR
VbR TWA EEZ BN D,

fHOT ORI IINGE & AR AN B 2 Ml
BB Db, TELERICHENLHMED12TH b,
FFONE D A X 5 ICEHISAIET 525, HA,
N, FHEIATEET, NHEOARPEET S (JIF,
A, 1998) 0 WEIIHER & P REREIc B 53462 &
PO TS, WHXREIIRIE (B3, /N3 #558)
EEREBIAE P SRR S N, BRI A VY T AT
TELHAPHFAET DN BIEHLHAITRDKNE L,
REHLCOWIRTIKBBT LI TE S, HIZX
DEHEPES SNE EHEOFHCHEAITIY R E N,
ZOREIZH HHEMIEE OB ZED S, #
LCAHTBMBE o T 2Ltk ), 25k
PHIBEND . FITXL D EHEWICHERIHES SNTH
HilhrAEMEEZRIMT 206 L, @axi L T
MICNEIZH 26 EMBEZIMT 256 L 035 5.

¥ ¥ ¥ 3 Carassius auratus TIXIEEIFEIZOWT
WL LAIgEE N TR Y, EREMETH H/MED
58 MRIII ARG um LR VHAE (ST e &
5 um PLOMEEHE (S 2 8HE) & 235 4 O CTHAE
THIEPMPINTVS, KWITo ST ik
DR D 2 O0H BB L TV THEOEMM
EREOW KIS T 5 Z e D TE L 72D HILO
2RO WCIHEBHEMARZ 2 Z EBMENT V5
(H7, 1977) 0 BEAFSSEHOETIE (TS) 3R E (%

EL-HZEICEDODNDZ-ORMNLITRZT, PNE
WY AT NAIREIZ R 5 TV D, — ko fafiTidd
P IEBERE RO LS &AM 0 S, PNERIREC &
o TRHE SN TR & FRAREIC X o TRAESI N
BEML BRI ATIE LT b (I, A, 1991),
FAEOERIE~ Y A+ —HE L I 5 L ETE) %
R =a—m v EEEFHAELTWLI LML
Twb (N, 2004; a3 v, 1999, Z ol
MR S B L S - & RO o T &
—FIPE S, RO RBER LTI SR T L
THILN Do ¥ 7 2 F =ML ISP D S DR
Wb AIENDD, WSSO AINGEELTE) % 5] &
BRIFIEETIE AL, BED SO ATNEE R TE)
L2l & 2w UhH, 2004), Zo7z0M3E
TEEE & A HEATEY & 3% R R D 5 NI OH
fH L % 5RO AFILEI00~%41,000 Hz ik
REMTFERTHIEDBALNTN S (I, 1984 ;
BIGE, 1984), 4 VA FIZZa—0sr —3 3 T2~
150 kHz FEEDOBE P % > THREZHET 5 2 &8
Mo Twb (Au, 1993)s ¥ v F Orcinus orca 1%
itz BECIWCHigEfTE 217 2 LMo n T
WEA, ZOLELRELHEFWUISAEL D 2 L0H
HENTWAS (Malene et al., 2005), F 72
PRI 51354100 Hz OB MEE 23S 5N THD
(Hatakeyama et al., 1997), Atz ECchflibin s
FBERAZE T 10~ %100 kHz OBF AT
W2 (FER, 1994 A, 1994) T DX ) RBRET
TlfsHEEREMEEBL, ChoXETLHE
WHOET 270, 3 CIChBTELEZ T U
M, 2004) 2, & L3 HEL¥HE L ChEfra)zie
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T Xk b EeE (Popper, 1972a : Popper,
1972b) SEZ HbN 5. MBOLBITEICOVWTIZR
F v =7V F—2 HTRMOBELIIT$ 2 ko
HMATEDFM S N TV DB (DS, 20000, F 720
LI HNS5 1 kHz DU ORJE BB H A o f7 8
WEESZ 0TI v BEb L3N, iinr
5OBE MRS THA D ENTWS (Yoshimura and
Koyanagi, 2004) .

S HIHE LR, BH 2 o RERERZR T HIC
&b 79 A O BTN A IR, S R R
T E D %) REES OB~ OREFM 2 &,
MR 24T ) L CTHBEREOF NI R 2E 2w
(Hatakeyama et al., 1997)o + ¥ 2 VEEBHEED T
FTUHENORE LR SN TE TS (Hatakeyama
et al, 1997)c HFIZAKPEA HAREDFE 1 2\ idiE b
BB EARTHICL > THRELNDLEFICE -T2
FAARE, EEHICBITAREIIOVWTY, 5%
MICENLERETHH 9o

—7, FFERCIEV B CAMED—BLE LT, ftf
WoBERCRPEORE EHELFERFICGZ22ET
ST 24TV, BIDEMIC R > TR O FOME T
THZEDLEENE Y AT AOMELRALNLTY
% (Anraku et al., 1997)

19824F (2 fiff il S L7z ELEG L S0 & 0 i R
DEIMEPEE D, L DRI IR & &S B
BB L o TWD, BRI MELMEILDLD
B C 5 HSEAN L GBI SE OHEAE I ) TBOR®
IR SN TV 5, & L ThEA B MR OFE T A 7E K
AT DML LI IR TETVDL, ZDEH %
BREHAMED —BRE L CHEBESEEEH 5, &
A fli o THOEATE) % B UM E —E#HPRIcED T
%52 % 2 & CILFERICE % i 3 2 WS IEL &
5 72 DRI ORI AR AT RE L 2 D, 7l 2
A TOHREDWTREE 2 5% EOREHTO X ) v b3
HIFSNb, FoHEMD S M T TRKROBRIEET
BCTHILDWTELLDIZKMONHR % HET 505
BN L L ARPTHEID L ETETHSEDY
FRGHFPEC X o CTHA m BN 728 O AT B8 b BIfE
T& 5%,

C O X9 e E BN & KA AFEAEH T 5
FHA R &N, T T~ ¥ A Pagrus major ¥ 5
X Paralichthys olivaceus TR LNV DOH 5
ERHE SN TWwWA (Anraku ef al., 1997, 1998 ; %
A5, 1990 ; RS, 1995),

TR ICHV 2T HEL BT 5 2 &R0
METEZENML TV L2022 Mb 03N RE %
5 T\ % M O PSR % 75 3 R BRI Hh A 2 3,

HE IS M 0 BB 70 TR B &2 1 B DS D B o
Kenyon & (Kenyon et al., 1998) 5B TH 5+
v ¥ a3 Carassius auratus OYEEEEIIHLZ KD, 100
~5,000 Hz o #iPH Tz  BF B A ] 9 £ 400
~1,000 Hz T h, BMHIEF64 dB TH D &L
TWb, FEEiEMm 2 L Tix Chapman and Hawkins
(1973) H% T Gadus morhua ORER MM %30 ~
470 Hz O#EH TR D, 60 ~380 Hz 12 B DAL\
RO E R L, BMHIZ74 ~82 dB O#iPHIZH 5
ELTw3, M@ Tk Chapman and Sand (1974)
W3 ) IT VA Pleuronectes Platessa &< 37 L A J&®D
Limanda Limanda T30 ~200 Hz o 5P C 1 & B
Mtz sk, 110 Hz THMEA DKL 2D, 90.6 dB
Lo TWna,

T R B R 0 BT 5 U D R RBE IS & 4 338
Fo.ofMBEoMELIRRELE Lz (LT, LEK
PEER) & ARTEERC FEAR 2 ) A5 B RS 5 O
ZELERT A4 (DU, BEMEFSFSRONE EIER) @ 2
OPFIfELN TV 5,

Chapman and Hawkins (1973)1%% 5 Gadus morhua
DONEEBIE 2 LB Z W CERI L, SR o4l
Dita B L LTEELREE TR L WL L 2R L
T\ %, Chapman (1973) &% J B3 (Haddock
Melanogrammus aeglefinus, Pollack Pollachius
pollachius, Ling Molva molva) @ W B H# % /O
BB CEH L, BEREBHEANET DM E 12 X 5 T20~
30dB EHITHZEZHLNIIL TS, T2, 74
Y4 35T Gadus morhua OB WANIF$ 5 B2z
PEALEREZ W TERS N, —EOfiETy
— BN TEL I EPHEHEINL TS (Astrup and
Mohl, 1993),

EWNTHAEOTEETMICIZLERETS CH
W BN TW 5D, Sawa (1976) X% ~ ¥ 3 Carassius
auratus, Ishioka & (1988) (&~ ¥ 1 Pagrus major,
Kojima & (1992) & ¥ 7 5 < A Onchorhynchus
masou, Park & (1995) & A 7 ~ % ¥ 5 Theragra
chalcogramma, Motomatsu & (1996) & 7 v v A4
Sebastes schlegeli, Yamakawa (1998) & = ¥ = X
Onchorynchus mikiss, Zhang & (1998) Z~a L
A Pleuronectes yokohamae ® W& 5% B M % >R & T
Wb,

£8. 8 O B 35 38 SO R O AR D Ui o 72 LY
FLWHET, b M TREEICHIZE R RS ER e A
ENTWD (Jewett et al., 1970 ; JnFkA, 1998 . fif
Y, 2000 ; InFA, 1987~1988), fIHDNEE:THFE K
JoiE Corwin (1981) 12X o CTZA RO Y — 2Ny
¥ — 7 14 v ¥ 2 Platyrhinoidis triseriata O WEVEFH
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FERORAMRTE &, ENLBEOM IO BRI & X
bl holzds, e, WZo2H 5. Kenyon 5
(1998) (XTI POS T & LR KEE TR 72T
B A R & & BB U CIEPERE 56 SO 25 0 A I & 1
NRTFMOEEND T & RFERTEHIIT & 24
DEFI#/R L TWwh, Enger and Mann (2005) (%5t
WHEICERT 24 Y Ey F Yy ROV —T v Y P A=Y
¥ — Abudefduf saxatilis DN H S DOLERLGIICTH
L MW 2 B9 & ZICHIEEN S A LTV B EXTED
WCHIMZEZEDTWAOTE RV, LI L, Mk
WO EEAEE TR E K25 1 km B
WO FEE T HE AR O J5 IR AN Lo T B & L
Twb, Lovell 5 (2005, 2006) I HFHEREZT 52
ETA) 2 AINERT A EE0MFE (NTFa v
A Polyodon spathula, 71 7 V) F 3 7 X Acipenser
Julvescens) \ZRAZE, LAETLEVWAM (2 2) T
A B DNT Vv Hypopthalmichthys molitrix, 37 L
v Aristichthys nobilis) %R A SERWE HICHERT
B720DGEET = v AR RET B 72D F MDY
I BE 70 R D g L B & RO T b, Akamatsu b
(2003) &~ 4 7 ¥ Sardinops melanostictus O Wi B
MR Z RO THADO T v J U EDWE 2 TW A0
NTWb, 72, EXTEEHMEEZIR T 2MEDE 5
ZLRFAL TV,

TS5 BRIl Bl % SR 6 5 7230 UV FE RIE TS
BEFHEE LTI L7z 1O A ¥ — 7 Odge i ik
BEEVZEENIHVON TS, F A3k
NORFNEPND Z LX), KR 2L D RS
BLREHEEMEOHH TITON TV AICOEDLS
T, HEECOVTOAMESIN TS, DK
HIERHTIEER S M Wl R R 1S X B KR TF-2E 0
W B EZ IS & - C, RRFEICHT D EZ ML
LTl S35 oM e 2 72 itk d #
AbNb, F TR CIZARE KFBICETE L7225
HEEPICHEELGED 200 TEHIL, i
HER R DB D W THREE L 726

F72, R REZPERT 2720 IIZHADOMHESR
KEV DK CTEEREIT) ZE DA RTETH 5, O
FEX P TIEFHA (Chapman and Hawkins, 1973 :
Chapman and Sand, 1974 ; Chapman, 1973) 5% % 7%,
TP 5 58 RIS 2 7% I iR KB KA GRS % 28R
FENTHESNTH REZITDbI T v, R KK
HCHETEF T RO % > CHRIEOTEE 2 513 % Hik
LS, KREMEEDOL L oMz 5 & 9 ITH
HHEHZ LT L HBETH 5,

AWFETIEEE 13T~ 3 H L 4 Pleuronectes
yokohamae % W\ TR MR R OB %2 A5 5 72

DIk gL, OCEREFHL NS
PEAT T TR B H AR 2 3R D, S BREER) R D52
PEEINTVDLEEZSNLKRPITMEREELZE
BRAE R L L CEBRFEOZ L2 MGEL 72 &
2 W CIIIERAF IOV T LI SN T A F &~
¥ a 2w CTHESFRE IS DTAT 5 EAIZD VTR
FE U720 5 3 W CILIBEMEREZ SOG O Hll % B F C
K ST, ZORHINEERE S5 0] REkEICo
WORET L7zo 55 4 ECIdREA AR~ &
LT, IhE CTEHAHEEETH - 7/ 4 H T
Ammodytes personatus |22\ C LIS OGP &
D BESHEE 2 R T2 TR D~Y A T Y Sardinops
melanostictus OB E PN T 5 ISEDOFHU b il 7z,

A H LTI RS 56 PO & O ERIE O ik & AR
JECHI L7 OIER IS OV TEL L, TS
SRS FEDOH D W THE L 72,

B1E AE—HXEEOEERMR OB

BIER 3@ T E ClESTIURd BEE O L
PO EENBUCHAT 256, WRELLHHOET
W CB T A BMEE NS 2 L SHEIL R b, OB
FRMEOFHINE TN FZERZ N O /N O KA M % TR E
LA TEPHWLNTE TS, TOHETIIK
FENEBIZ 563 B EIRI R R 5 2 AR T- 2247 (Harris,
1964 : Parvulescu, 1966) (JrEHERIAR) & K2
R E LT 26N TED, HES GEHEERIR)
DOHEFFRE L72EHIlZ 3562 L SWETHL Z &
P IN TS (B, 1976). L7z25-> THER L
EED) FHIEZ VA 2 E B0 E 2 D,

EHEEIRZRET L7201 X bR Tw b HE:
A = &R S & FAAH FERIE TS L,
FRPRE LT BRI O HULTRRLTF 2 2 R S
5 Z & THlT A4 (DY, A¥ =5tk ©h
% (BTEB, 1976). LA L, TNF TIirbhT &0
ZETIL, AR T 2N O E AT BE 70 2 1E A 2 72 A
o722 ENn, iR &R O HEEANE R R O
HEATHLIZHHEDLT, KPFLEFHCX ) HERMAD
MEICBITEHFEOARDEHN SN TE 2, L2255 T,
PEEAADNRIA L TV B W REMEDS B B KR TN D52 B
WNEDORE, FHIMEICE TN TSP AHOF T
Holze FHITHVA DL R RAEBITHEIETIEZ <K
MFEMITH LTI )2 b ofil vwbhT
W % (Hawkins and Maclennan, 1975) 7z2%, A Y
— A5 EETEERREE LCEHlshiz~arL
A Pleuronectes yokohamae ® & B fH i # (Zhang
et al., 1998) 121%, AR FZMAZ UG L7z 5HllfE A&
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FNTOLIREMND D 5. & 2 TRIFFETIIAKP & 2
HCIIRRL T2 & BB T2 & DI D 2 A
NEOHEIELELOBMETHHLETHSL I LIEH
L7z ZLTHRERDHETH A% KPIZHEL D
Tld7%L, e Rz2hicg2E LRETREET 5
Z L TR TEMEIRIL, 5 OENWEO AR MERM
252 5N 5 M CHERBME M 2 KD 5 FEERE 1T
LTl CORELIEROFTEL ZIET 5720
R~ a LA 2, BEOFHINCIZOE
Bl L, BEREBAEMAROE A S RER D
HREZ DO WTHRE L7z,
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1—1 #HHAa

ERIIFHERE23 cmn D~ a LA 0B AL
7oo iR, fkE% Table 1-112, ~a» LA
DEH % Fig. 1-1IR T Beakshid b i i i fr b
DOALATHT & ST 2 5 AF L, FRP K4 (190 cm x
100 cm %45 cm) THE L7z,

< aF VAL, HARRREBOIIARE, midis
FHEE THATL, HT D b E R s T AR B A
LCEsh, JEFICERTHBMEA V. 207z
DY IH VAT T S FERNFIEH DT D1 5k
AR STV,

Fig. 1-1. marbled sole Pleuronectes yokohamae.

Table 1-1. Total length and body weight of

fish
No. T BW
(cm) ()
Al 25.4 324
A2 25.8 381
A3 19.1 165
A4 19.3 125
AS 238 289
A6 23.8 319
A7 214 259
A8 24.1 313
A9 253 268
Al0 26.8 381
Mean 235 282.8
SD 2.7 83.5
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1—2 EREBEHLIUVHE

FEEREEE O % Fig. 1-212, HE % Fig. 1-31R
Fo AT FEETAMERLMHNT S 1HMOAE -
HEEE2 cm DA F O — IV TTX RS oh
WCANFEBRENOHEDS 2 PR L7z [ 5 O T Y S
WIHRB 2 IR S5 20 ORI 2 28072, B
HOPRNZIZWEM & LTES25cm DT 5 A —
VRO AT, AMIOEEIS TV I fx - Tl L
WA A ZADR|AEVTZ, FIEEIZERAY ST
BAEL, 2200AC—FomiicfiffziEs, SR
DR FICHONEIPMET S LI 1T L7,

D/A
converter

BARE G LA LAY 2V TRA R
EROLEOEHIZEE, A v Y2t 4 215 mm D
FAT YAy Va2 HETHhHELENL0 mm DOF A
OYE)TATAY MEMESTHRE) L) ICREEL, 1
O AP O 72 O RETR 2 AT - 720 A
FERICHE W O 2 I EERE R DA = T L —
v E LTBEEZRSIMR L7z, ToPKkY 71
BE o WEKINEE Y T T LEOWERY v 7 ~EKL
72

2z g L 72 R O WP AR AR LB & S B
TEITHER Y v 7 NOBFBRFER LY IT LA O—fik

pump

aeration

Sound proof chamber

oooo

Audio amplifier

Electric shock
DCI2V

Cardiogram
device
|

A/D
converter

Fig. 1-2. Equipment used for determining the auditory threshold of marbled sole.
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Fig. 1-3. Photograph of equipment used for determining the auditory threshold
of marbled sole.
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Rz B (BOR, 1970 5 #GR, 1991) »5E1E
TE, 100 g ORET 1 BRIIC0.43 ml ETHAHZ &
DVbh ol REBRIZBIT 5 HmEIEHN2.28 ml/s TH
D, EBAOKEIIRAKTH400 g LFT, +07%0%
W Thol MLy v 7 NOBHABHEREIIDO A —%
— (TOX-90/TOX90i, B AL FEHT) CRHM L 72,
HEW AR DKIIZ14.7 T~20.1 CTTH o 725

B IX7 v 7 THIELTAE—H X )i L7z,
B fIc s Lo Em A OERD (FX1201, 727 4
T) & A/DEHEZNE/YY 2~ (NEC, PC-9801)
WHERE L, OEMEFNNL2. A/DEWEOY T
> 7AW EIX100 Hz & L7z IS 13730 2 DA
ERBOO2HHE 2RI L EAY, Vb T
XA L7 2BMOE—F (Y 7N —=X )
A L7z (Fig 1-4). 3121363 Hz, 100 Hz,
160 Hz, 200 Hz, 315 Hz, 400 Hz, 500 Hz, 630 Hz,
1,000 Hz @ 95 2 M L7z, 28y a y ~o il
HOWEOR Y AHZH > 7 ¥ 7 EWEEL0 kHz T
1.63F0 1 (16,38457) D&% A/D ZEH L T - 72
FHE OB /327 7 —7FFTICL 0 Sh:
R BOE S & D Kbz,
DEREE EBHRTIIHFE R, ST Lo tE
2002% 7 /%% 7 — ) (IR, 1981) T
TR L7152, ORGSO TR 2 DA~ A
L7z BBIZIE—MBITTRES N TV B ER0.8 mm ©

Stimulus sound

3~5 min

ry

Electric shock
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1082 — FizHY, Bmrs 3 cm O ETE =—
VA 3 mm BRIV CTEMEE L7z, BEL7 mm,
£ &70 mm OVEGEF 2 FRFE U 72 054 oo Ji: IR 0 A i
FEB D S JEAERT RN o TH LiAA, MR & AHIRO
BHPLRRAMRE Y OB M S 7z, RICEHE
MOEMAEA L CTHENS 2SI, BHROF ML
H O ULOMBEEZMFEREL TBWALEMAEIC RS X
I L7zo R KEHH OB & BRIF AN L7
TS0 HEE % Fig. 1-5IC PRI OB E % Fig. 1-6
2R,
SAF T ZBRTICEE L7 R AU TEARLE RS Tl
SEEL, DMABDZET A F TICHI0RER 2 2 L 72,
DMABDSZE L T LHEERY 3 v 710X D504
FERAT o 720 AT ORCE X100 ~1,000 Hz T
13#%7135 ~145 dB, 63 Hz (2B L Ti2153.1 dB & L 720
FOBEBICHLAHEE LTEXRY 3 v 7 23
DRI E 2 THE RO OMEIET S L9
WZL720 SOEMTTOHEATE 5 ~155 D kR TS5
A5 T F TRI0MEE D K L7z & 512305512
EAEO LA FEA S 2255 2 & % 2 MIfER L
TEMAT O T & HW L7z Fig. 1-7125M 1T o
SEML A D SR DI ER AR L7261 2 7R 57
BERERAE Al BEZEML BN
ENX, BCEHT O304 O b & HE R0 BFE 2w T
Mann Whitney ® U % # 17\, HHIE oML X

<+«— (.1s

0.1s

v,

12V DC

&

Fig. 1-4. Conditioning method. Upper trace shows the sound stimuli from the
air speaker, Lower trace shows the 0.1s 12V-DC electric shock applied 0.1s

after the end of the sound stimulus.
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Fig. 1-5. Electrode for recording cardiac potentials.

D OIS B O (BEAKES %, FriieE)
CLERBEE Lz, BEEBMEOWEI XL A LN
HWHEIEDTS ~80 dB 2 Hih%, LilofREEIc LD
MIBA D LBD LN T THEZ RIF, ehioh
HEIEEE T A2 %R 3 dB AT v 7 Tirw,
BEEZRBEIRICELSE, B2 DR —FHET2 MK
A Y EHE SRS, COTFEREREBEE L
(Fig. 1-8) .
REBRTRAMKIIKTTIEZR L BHICHER LTV
728, B SIE LT R AR AT 5 & &I
WADRL B2 5K (BAROREEIIKREIZITHEL
V) ANEFWART D 72 0FEDREET B HEEA D
% (Urick, 1972), % Z THOME TOFHEFHZ
ROBEEAIE~/IRINA Fagk s (B&KS8103, Bruel
and Kjaer) ZM®IAATIT- 720 F 2R~ ED
AFL72 L EOFEDOWHERZRD B 720, RN
TINA Faky 2 oAALZFHIZ 35N, RoEE
PLiE T OMMARIIRTOF LR b 22 BiE 5T (NL-05,
Rion) ZMEH L TiT- 720 AN TOELFHINICIX

4222 cm OT L7z VIEREMER L2, 22hiEE
WEARPEE & 13587 ) EHEFHEAAB re 20uPa TH
572826 dB &Nz 52 & THEEFEN AB re 1 uPa
THHKFPEFENEIREL 72,

Fig. 17912 a7 L A OENIT/NEINA Faky
EIOAALZTN ORI EFEEEIRT, PNEINA
FuAR I AR EM > TROFREZ YL THALZ
#%, AL THKEEE SNz /AN Fak
oW T 7 (B&K2635, Bruel and Kjaer) T
BWRL, 7Y 3 VI AATIHEITICH W2 TV
DT —AIFEBRZEOINEI L 720 7y T OEFIZE
F A ZOWRAE 720, EHEBILM DI
v 7)) —IC X B EREREEH L 7.

F7o, EBRENOTERMTIIAZEEL-LED
NH O I 2B S Et (NL-05, Rion) %W,
20 1 25~07 : 29[ 1 WMl SRR L, Z2vh s
ool ey 7 v ZEEEL0 kHz TA/DZE
L, 1.630EDF—% %20 Ea—7~HY AR,
SEY LR/ 3F 77— TR T 72,
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Fig. 1-6. Operation to record electrocardiogram.
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Fig. 1-7. Electrocardiogram of tested fish to sound stimulus. Upper trace
shows a positive response.Lower trace shows a negative response.
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Fig. 1-8. Determination of auditory thresholds. Broken line
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P—= A/D converter

000
O

OO

Fig. 1-9. Block diagram of equipment used for calibration the sound pressure of signal inside the fish bodies.
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1—3 EBRER

RO~ 4 7 23 A L CEHl L 725
RO CRPERER 2 o CRHIIL 725122
T, 100 Hz ® I & IR % ik L 72K % Fig. 1-10
IZRT o RN TEHIIL 225 13 0dE Nt H %
B TRHI L 235 L B L, FELSHE L W
FELTWAZ 3% o7, Fig. 1-111213100 Hz &
160 Hz Ol #35 %80 dB 7> 5150 dB £ T3 dB 2 7
v T L 72RO AR & AN o5 T & g L
7% RY . JEWE63 Hz, 100 Hz, 200 Hz, 315 Hz,
400 Hz, 500 Hz TIXMAANTB LT E TIZE AL
UHHEZR L7248 160 Hz, 630 Hz, 1,000 Hz T3
REEENKELRY, 160 Hz TIRKHT7.7 dB D#=
BRONT. L7zt THEBEO M AARNEOE
% v 7zo

HAEAR O BE R Bl & S O TR B il % Table 1-2

2, BEILBRAE A F Fig. 1-1212R 3 BESLEY &
160 Hz Tix b /N & L, F3T106.7 dB & 7 - 72,
160 Hz LT O JE 5 Cla AR FEER TR o 72 TE
fEix EA L, 63 Hz oFEEBfE X~ T131.1 dB T
B o720 160 Hz UL E D W E W CTILEBE X4 2
WZHESN L, 630 Hz TORMELEfEIZ T4 T143.5 dB &
Bolze KHUTMAREL, Z=hAY—Hxt T
FHll L Tw % Zhang OFEEEME (Zhang et al., 1998)
ERWEZE T O N7 T8 B & % Mann Whitney @
Ut (FRAKAES %, FHMRE) 2 HwThiRd
Z) k 100 Hz, 200 Hz, 500 Hz, 1000 Hz T, 7 #F
BONLEEBBEO T PAEBEIIHVERLE 2o
f_o 400 Hz S LCTEEELREGIRON o7,
D JE W ¥ id Zhang O L 22 E —H L Tw
Lo le e D HBRIIIT b R d o 72,
ARIEER D FEERE O 1363 Hz T63.6 dB 3%

Stimulus sound 100Hz 150dB

10 ms

outside

inside

Fig. 1-10. Comparison of 100Hz waveforms recorded
inside and outside the bodies of marbled sole.
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Fig. 1-11. Comparison of sound pressure
inside and outside the bodies of marbled

sole.

Table 1-2. Auditory threshold of ten marbled sole

Frequency

No (Hz)
63 100 160 200 315 400 500 630 1000
Al 148.7 140.7 104.5 136.4 = — = — 140.4
A2 151.6 140.7 107.1 108.3 115.8 122.0 120.8 143.5 140.4
A3 98.8 113.0 111.4 131.1 125.0 — = — —
A4 = = o = = 125.0 = = 140.4
AS 123.8 103.9 104.5 120.5 124.6 115.6 123.6 140.5 140.4
A6 = 140.7 = 127.2 115.8 = = == =
AT == 103.9 107.1 = — 122.0 = = =
A8 109.8 - 96.0 111.4 128.2 - - - -
A9 136.2 119.8 — 117.4 = = = = —
Al0 107.5 103.9 104.5 114.3 118.8 109.6 130.3 = =
Mean 140.4 132.5 105.8 125.6 122.6 120.3 125.7 142.0 140.4

(Unit : dB re 1 4 Pa)
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I80 T T L} T LI L ) I T T L} T LI I B ) I
- —0— Zhang (1998)
160 - —O— present study
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—a— Noise(Zhang1998)
- —@— Noise(present study)
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Frequency (Hz)

Fig. 1-12. Comparison of audiograms measured using two
speakers facing each other to eliminate displacement (Zhang,
1998) and using sound stimulation in air (present study).

KERY, TP EOEERTITERL ISP LT
720

1—4 EE

KFge TR Oz~ T H L 4 o BB E il
Fig. 1-1212/7 3 & 9 (\Z/NKAY & ff > TR H IS LR
AHEL TR CTCAY - 2xfmEgTRdDLNT
Zhang OUEEEE#E (Zhang et al,. 1998) X 0 H &
K Tpolze BERICE D IFIIIHER L TV 5 D Oomk
MZELNMN TS 72D TEFELTWELAIZE S

THENH 7L bEZOND, T2, AY =Dt
HFAZ X o TRMAHFEIRIECROE L7z & & DRRTZ
I w1 ROt 2 S N B €111 R 4003 A CA W) 3 )
10 cm OHPAN THKRKLFEMAZHE L <, AR FEE) A
ELTWREVIMEY bdH b, Lzdis TRHIC
faEEELTRDSNTWS Zhang et al. (1998) »
FEE R I S w2 G
HESIH) (IS~ a AL A DSROG L7AER, EEZT ST
TR BPMEIRL o/ FE L ON S,

A=At hE bz an L 4 ERERT
o7z~ ah LA IR ORI S KR T
505, M A Y =5l e RERTEE, K

i, EERGET, AREEIXIZIZFRCTH Y, RN
THETERAE IS %ﬁ‘&)éTﬁElﬁ S/ ANy NN
BADORDENIDONWTHE 2 b,
HOWEHRECHLINT LUK S B, WS
HOBRREER Y 77 3HOWR L) T, 82
NVOFEIZ X)W S CIAERT 5720, 1))
WIZE->TRBTLZ 2: FhwEEhTtnsd (T,
ik, 1987). S HLIEEFEORIRZERBOE XD
1.8~6.7f5D & 3ﬂiﬁ@mﬁ;’j’5_’TL (Shimozawa and
Kanou, 1984), Ko@) O BKEEIZKOEETE I
HIHLTWb720, BRBOEI KT D 45D 5
BRPTRRENMET S22 bbb Tws (T
O, 1987)c L7278 o TAREDFEERTIEH K
SEMBTERLHNEFTZAEL WA EEZ BND,
ARIF%e & Zhang et al. (1998) D EEZ L+ 5 &,
160 Hz DL Eid 2 ool & 132 [H T T3n L
TW5A, 160 HZ U T TIEIHNEOADZHEIZL LR
e DK RIS < %2 0, Zhang et al. (1998) @
FEBRER MBI L 22HE0TEN T2 E05
BHSIR ZoTWwb EEZBND, & 512160 Hz
UTFTTIREEMREoRENE L L, Zhang ef al.
(1998) OFEERTIINE & HIM O J O %35 T Hisfk
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R EEM L7272 0BENEL Zo/z2 b E 2O
5o

REBROFE R S HIW§ 5 & pER DKk % [
E LT A =% %) &8 72925007 8 ClaARk - 2847
AEEIIIH SN T, EHEHTS TOERIIL - T
Wi kEZ oD, TR THWERTEOR
Y% BGES % 72O I3 TR O X 9 Zesm ik 528
eI B CEERZ ATV, REBROKEHR & KT 2 4
Bhd Do

B8 ZREHEEEE RCHREBL

1 F TR 2 [ 8 L TR Y — 7 &3
SRDLFEITBT HATHEERN R OB AL DB
DS PIIR o 7z, A EZEPICHEET S LTt
HE R IR T2 2 BT TH S I Db o7z
B, Ak, FUIKPTHEBEL TV 5 72D5ERIZKP T
79 T EDVHKRTH S, 2 T2HUTFoOETIIAR
FUIKFICEE L, %5 X IBEEEOHERE X D/
SVl EfES 2 LT, RIEeERE MR S T
FB DA% G- 2 % £ 912 L THERBERIR 02 % PEk
L (Parvulescu, 1966) FEEiz1T- 72,

PEREE OB E ITIZE 1 TR L OEKEAFIC
HWHNTE 2 ZOHFIIEMIT IR0,
[ — RO ERBASROENERKEVDH S, TOM%E
YT B ke LGRS R POL 2 WET 5 Kk
(FEPEFFROSE) AV OND L) I >TE TV A,
RS 76 BOS B3 3N D B 12 M e A, BHERFR
FEKAPLECEN S, vVl =7 %flioT
TR & fiff LA\ BHER IR R g S THT ) A (BhE
W Ed e BT 5) THD, b b OREEFIEIS &
FARICAVEH AT ASAZE T,  BUREM L EMR 2 B %
FACHE 2 & TRHO NS, TEMERESE BB 2B B O #hi%
Mo O PUREMN TiEZ <, HIKTHEL T2 UG % [
BRNSGER L Twb, & oIS & IZ8 % b Hlldic
e L CRIBEIEAZIL L, —ED/3y —rHhhoihn
WOz, 10 ms DAL OB FRIFHR O v
T D B 2 BSOS 5 N A5 EH 3% (Mann
etal., 2001 : Wysocki and Ladich, 2003).

WEZMD &3 5 M55 EORREEICHEE,
WNEM A A L TR SN B — BRI
2B A EENL ZEDMOENT VD (R,
1998), Bz iEF v ¥ a CRNEFO/NER 2 LELN
5~ A 70k BN ERE BRI D 2 5 w0k 55
RO E, WHOPNEMRICEBREZHALTHON
% following response (2 b il & Al —72 2 58 9% %%
WoaEFOZEPMENTWS OG5, 1977), NE¥

Dormitator latifrons T b Tx e W FE D & 8 J P& D%
B 2 B W R E FE o 72 OBATEHN T E 5 2 &A%
mon<Tnsd (Lu et al, 2003 ; Lu et al., 2004), &
L3 O H IS¢ TRMED S OEINE % i
SR L 72l EHBER DR o 2 RS b 572
OGS Fegk s T 2d (2%, 1998). /2= U F
BT AP 600 Hz, FEERERI20 ms DF KL,
TIPE D 2 55 D B % R o TS R OB A 5
Nn<Twsb (Mann ef al., 2001)o 2D X 9 IZHEEERC
PR  EHRS 5 N5 AL L S 1 2 B 508 55
DA BT 2O ONEB/BMICH RN
CEBHEDPDOLENTRTVS, LD THE O
FHEODIINE O/NGE, W3, TWED LX) RKKROM
FIBRECRAE L USAHE 2B L THESIN TV S
WD D %

Fr¥aoNHo M Ersiohbs~ Al 7ukr&
{75 following response ZHEE OFFEHR 2R L 4
i, 2B LT R 225 H0H 5, 22
TARETIEF VFa oEMEFROSZEERL, RS
DFFE R X3 % S5 IS HAL O BUG e Re ] = 2 £5 6
PR DA 7 & O OB O A B S 512 L,
INE THIRMELOEZEBELONTHAER A 70k Y
BAMFEORISHEIE L KL, SEHOREHTR G D%
BRI DWW TR,

2—1 ##Ha

FEBHRICIIRERAXEN4 ~7T4ecm D F ¥ ¥ 3
Carassius auratus 5B % o 72o A OEH %
Fig. 2-1i12, RBIE, fAHE% Table 2-11/RF, F
FalIHEEREOBEVATHY, LLO%EEICL -
THEEBEARARD 5TV 5,

2—2 EBREEHLIUHE

FERPEE OB % Fig. 2-2125R87 . FEBKE (34.0
x20.0%24.5 cm) X FEBRZEORD S OIRE) % B {72
DIZBRT — 7T ND LICHERE L7z, 7208
SOBEERET LI TEICANT, M
BHEHZBRWTCALT T L= TATAAR TART
L TITAF D7)y T THD, 750 Txflio
THAZ L LI ICREE Lz, BHFERKISZENT 5
TROOBEMICIET 7R TA—=T 4 v 7 ENTEER
0.lmm®»D¥ ¥ 7 A5 v %&ffisiz, EMi%E Fig. 2-312
N, BHEO—) (BEM) P RPOEICHYS T 5
VHESE R 2 5 R R NEE~N05 mm AL, 95— (R
BIREM) (X OEAITA L22BBOR 5 mm w7~
FRRICHA L7z (Fig. 2-4). BEVES O IEAEARER
7 v 7 (MEGI1200, HAGE) THIEL, 500 ms [
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Fig. 2-1. Goldfish Carassius auratus.

Table 2-1. Total length and body weight of fish

N TL BW
o (cm) (g)
Bl 6.3 7.0
B2 6.0 6.9
B3 4.4 3.8
B4 54 55
B5 74 12.5

Mean 5.9 7.1

SD 1.1 3.3
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audio amplifier

oooo PC
attenuator —

air speaker

electrode)/

hydrophone

air table - O 00000

' | | ' ’ living
amplifier oscilloscope

Fig. 2-2. Schematic diagram of the ABR normal recording setup.

Fig. 2-3. Electrode to record ABR.
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Fig. 2-4. Schematic diagram of the ABR normal recording setup. Dorsal view (citation oda 2004) .

b Tl S A R Ul x5 % KOs % 300l i 5
L TAHIu A a—7 (LC334M, LeCroy) 23t
FRL7z0 BREBRT ¥ 7ICHT 2 EBH O T — A 1L
KAEHNANTz, EBIHEH Lzv= 2L —%, %
Y u X a—7% Fig. 2-512R T,

S ORGEJ7HE % Fig. 2-612R9 0 W72l i
W1 kHz, 120 dB ® b —> 28— bF (OF
EDDNEAY 29%) T, HEEEREEL AT
HIEDTELT TV r—aryy 7727 (Cool
Edit 2000, 7V =Y 7 b) #ffioTEXKL, +—7F
4+ %47 7 (AC3, PIONEER) #% fii- CHilEL,
PP T O BOBB AR 2 5882 WY B 72912

TEICMA 2180° KifE X4, Zh 2 ¥ — 7 » SH
BRI U7z IS o F5ekEiE 1 ms, 5ms,
10 ms, 20 ms (2L & ¥ 72,

AR OMNETORMEOFEIEI NS Fak v
(B&K8103, Bruel & Kjaer) #fiio CTEHAIL 720 2
4 Fuky o 2 EHBOERIRIETF v — VRS
(B&K2635, Bruel & Kjaer) TIIEL, +3 o zxa
— 7 (LC334M, LeCroy) (Zit$kL, ZFOIRIED S
FHEERD 72, FEKIEDIRN%E Fig. 2-712R 3,

W 55 58 DS BT 0 T B R PE O AT I3 FET 12 &

DAT o 720 WITE O FfeiRg R & TRk 35 58 BOS O Fifi
B & o BIARIE SR o FER R IC o LT S
72 SO O FRRE R O 4 COFHIME (5 RO AT
1ms, 5ms, 10ms, 20 ms DHFZNZFIIIH L 2 ]
FTORHN L 72 SOIE) 2L, BUEERS A,
1975) %K THE L 72

FEEREEE B IS PN OE SR EE N Tnk
W EFEDD B 72 DITFE AR IZES LT IS % 1K
B LTSRS 2 51 L7225 RS R S e
o7z

2—3 EBER

1ms, 5ms, 10 ms, 20 ms D &FEGlEF ORI
LTS5 MARETHS 2 MFORKInkEritid 5 2
L AT &7z, Fig 2-8I2Ht3A A B 1 0L O —Hl %
Yo F 7z Table 2-2 (2 & HpfelRE i O FHIBU RT3 5
POBFEREREH 35 & OEIfE & BHE R = 2 R 97, sHllC
& 72 EME 58 ROD O RIE 1 peak to peak THI5 uV
LR THho7z,

Fig. 2-91Z & HE O Fpfe kg ] & 2 AT L 72
PG FEfeRg O B4R %2 R 9. (Fig. 2-9) MR
R=0.97, 7% 1), AR IEOHEENFR (a =0.05, t HE,
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manipulator

oscilloscope, living amplifier, audioamplifier, attenuator

Fig. 2-5. Device for normal ABR method
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500 ms 500 ms 500 ms

Fy
hd
'

0

Sound stimulus <>

2 ms 6 ms 2 ms 2 ms 6 ms 2 ms

Fig. 2-6. Method to play sound stimulus (example of 10ms toneburst)

Fig. 2-7. Calibration of sound stimulus.
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Table 2-2. ABR duration to each stimulus duration

ABR duration (ms)

No. Stimulus duration (ms)
1 5 10 20

BI 4.44 6.44 12.28 21.52
448 6.44 12.12 21.60
B> 3.60 11.16 20.56 24.96
3.48 11.12 20.80 25.40
B3 5.20 6.84 11.76 21.68
5.20 6.92 11.88 21.68
B4 3.92 7.70 11.67 21.93
3.74 7.34 11.85 21.92
BS 5.37 6.33 10.30 20.10
5.16 5.82 10.13 20.10
Mean 4.46 7.61 13.34 22.09
SD 0.74 1.93 3.94 1.77

B 238 o 720 TR 5E SO O REFeRE R S o
FERERF IO L TR 25 2 & hb o7z,

20 ms O E RN D BUBWETAZRHE B D 2
DS TH 5 2 kHz JHB OB A EHE L Tz,
S LT, FRmEEoORSHE V1 ms DR RIS
2 BB SN SCR D, BBESIRIEEAL
Ao kot

F U F 3 OEEMFEF RO L E R 1B 1TF5E (Kenyon
et al., 1998) THLRENTWAS L HIZILBHED S
ERPADOFHIN~BE L, W CTIEDF~BE L
TIDOMEIZRS &) s H 5. ARETEHIIL
72 BB IE] ms ~20 ms @ & O UL T D iRk
DAL DY) BIEDFANEE) L7z, AR TR
SEEBIZ IR A L 72 TR 0> B A & AN B 0 ] 5 A7 18 % Bx
o 7272 ORI N I ICBE Lz bl s,
1 ms ~O UG T IRE) L 2535 1E20 5 A~E
L0lzxt L, 5ms L EOF IR 5 KIS T SO B
G55 ms TTIX 1 ms O EFBEOWEIETH S
A5, %95 ms PRI OLEEIBE L, KskEe
RPMEH LB ORHZ LTWDE LIRS, Zhic
B LTIt 2 4 X050 Hz \[SRK$ 2 IREIAR A L
TECVLIREDEZEZ OSNLDMHEIDSL I LITTE
Tl

2—4 EE

ARFEERTIX Fig. 2-8, Fig. 2-9Z/R L7z & 9 12
WS ORI 2R 7 B &, OnFR R IR < 2
LIEMASR N, ShHEF Uy Fanvfruky
B/ (3T, 1977) = frequency following response (7
W, 1977), 7N Dormitator latifrons ® PV H % 183
25N L RS (Lu et al., 2003 ; Lu et al., 2004)
ek, RS O BRI XN B B & T
b L, WIENORIGIEIE b RS O 2 5% S %
FroZ &, FoORERN &S LSS sh s 2
& (1 ms 109 2 BB EER ), HIE o Fpfeis i 23
E < 7 2 120 N CTHEMERE 58 UG O UG REGEIRE b 5 <
%528, UBKENIEZE THSLZ L, DM
TS A AR SN, 1 kHz ORIEET 2OV T
X1 ms OFEERICIE, EEA1OTHLzOT A
WEF=IVNE L, 2RERBEEESHPHICL 2o72b D
EEZHNA,

INSDTEDNSF X g OUHIF I EM A %<
A U CRtig 2 a5 58 BSOS 1 — 8 D FefeiRe i DL E
THNINFO/NGE, BRPLTEFREFOHRFIIHRLT
S8R L 72 BOG B AT BRI  HRtdk s T
WwhEEZLNL,
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Fig. 2-8. ABR responses to each duration test sound stimuli (fish B1).
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and ABR
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PER D SO EEFE POL O FHIE (22 B E &
%) CTR/NIOEBKIIC M E AN, BHERE 2K
POBLBENESY, vVl —F %3 flis ChlE
FREFICHIFER B E S L LENRH S (Kenyon et
al., 1998 ; Akamatsu et al., 2003). 22 & At [ & 12
U FaFo/MIMOFHINZHELTB Y, MEkkE
DHP» S EIZEBRETITbNL TS, Lo LIS
EELAMETH 5~ 7 0 FEOKRMFEIZOWTILE
e RIKA CEER T2 2 PR EE R b0, Zh
5 OFFHOBEVEFE IS SO O FHIN 1% 22 o T AR [ 2 1: %
RS DUEND B F 7222 RS 33K O
IR A A0 % [ 23 5 A%, KA O KTHATHE X KA D
HFbffle L R, HE2RE L2L EOKRDENITKE
W EDEZOND, TDXH R LM EK
HIZike, REUKAE L © b TS 58 SOS A3FH T
HeZe ik e Bead L7z

KHPCTHHEK S EZRETRVZ 20, Fh
5DORSZFHIT 5 EERA e A~ A Onchorhynchus
nerka X° 3 A Cyprinus carpio TiibNTWw5b (g,
M, 1984 ; Kudo et al., 1997). F 772 rp 75 i [ 52
BOFEZBNE L2 DT ZWAFiK S - EK
Ao T, NEUKMEIZRDTEHELLT A A Y T x
N Alosa sapidissima OREMEFEFE IS5 S hvTn
% (Higgs et al., 2004) s ZNSOHMBETIEVWITND
SRR L7 IREE T B A& S v
%o

AR TIEIINSDMEESHZIZL, Koyt
ORI faR % [E g L)k Ok EmE s 4
¥ %) CHEMFEEOLEOFHZ2 R A7z. ZOFET
R % 2 &SR T HIUT KB O Rl T b
TEPERE S BSOS 2 5HIT BE 2 HIL ISR E €5 2 L3 T
EHLEZOND, RAOOBEREE LT, /ANEKAEZ

Tomohiro SUGA

o TZPEME EE L KD EBEERE TF > Fan
HEVEFIESOG & IR ZFHI L, FHllTEo#ME s
WRGEIZOWTHRE Lz, &l KRERTIEFE—?
iR % Al > T2 OO DT THEMERETE SO & B
%R L 720

3—1 f#HA

FEERICIZRLE64 ~7.2 cm DX ¥ ¥ 3 Carassius
auratus 4 % L 72, Table 3-1IZ ik 0 )& %L
REHRELRT.

3—2 EBREEHSLUVUHE

Fig. 3-1IZ/K i AR [ 52 T O FHIZE & O BERE % 7R
o BB Z FE L7 m 2 Rk 4 X1I2HH X
IOV F T L — v TA RS THD W &
NNCBHR, TIAFy 28Oy ) v T TR, KA
F A KA (34.0 cm x20.0 cm X245 cm) OHICHB
D EDIFTHI0 cn kO T, AR S L —0 T
DIZHEREATHEAMDRIIE 7 ) v T EREA TR
OLPBONIZZED 7 ) v T CEE L7z, BEMEFRK
M350 Hz ~10 kHz DNy KA 7 4 V¥ — %58 L
THAEERT 7 (MEGI200, HAYGHE) CTHIME L
A —J B L2 3 B B % 3003 L C<h s
a2 a—7 (LC334M, LeCroy) ZitsklL 72,
PEVEESSSOC 2 BN A2 - 00BMIET 70 a3 —
TAYTENY Y TAT YR, RN RES
2ECTHW2bDLFETH SHo KPP LM CHE
PEFEFESOG % H 5 72 0 I3 FER & BRI N7
I— FOKRET ZEh57 Zifitx, PikKT 2LEN D5,
Z 2 CHitk, iR CEAHACHMAE T — T (A3 77
EREL) Zffio TEME I— FOKET EHMox T
BIZEW, S5, T—TOBRM»SKIMEAL L
WEIIZT D0, BE (WY a—) 27— 7T OKMH
WA L7z, EMO B & AR E ORIEZ L 5

Table 3-1. Total length and body weight of

fish
TL BW
N (cm) (g)
Cl 7.2 13
2 6.4 10
C3 7.1 14
C4 7.0 13
Mean 6.9 12.5
SD 0.4 1.9
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Fig. 3-1. Schematic diagram of the underwater ABR normal recording setup.

EBRAW A ZXDBAL20, 5mm BEEORMIEE LT
I A X% Bivie, BROMEILF ¥ 3 OFEGBICHZ
LZHHMORDCEBROBEEEY, £22585 mm §j
FN AR % A 5 #90.5 mm A L 720l TAA
##5% (DERMA BOND, Johnson & Johnson) %
o CTHAE L7z, Fig. 3-213HufgbhK L 72 B o 151X
&, B ZERICEET 5 HEEZRT. $72 Fig 3-312
HWMDOBHZRT,

HIWFE L EORWED 5 WSO b= N—A ME
EINVF Ty varyy et A F— (NF1930A,
NF FHEest7 ey 7) 2o THAESE, +—74
7 v 7 (SM-SX1, Sharp) THMEL, fEilfar s
ImBPEEREFICEEL B A=A 5 lE L7
FIEE OB ERIEIZE 2H TR LA FEICERSNT
115 720 HUBE T2 P %4250 Hz, 500 Hz, 1 kHz,
2 kHz, 4 kHz &= L7z 7)) ¥ B
1350 kHz b L < 1320 kHz 1Z3%5E L 720 Rl & Bk
FROS & IR EZFECICLTEHYyara— 7T
gL, L. HRADHELBHRORBENEE%
Fig. 3-4I127R7,

K R [ 58 12 TR U 72 T AL I A 22 v 78 i 1]
BCEHM L 72BMEIEEFR L TH L2 %2 D TOHET

fERE L 720 Fig. 3-BIZNTICH WD EFH % /R T o
1 kHz RIS %2 52722 EORUSEE TRUDEAD
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Teflon-coated

tungsten wire \

Self gluing tape for waterproof

Self gluing tape for waterproof

7« Cashew is put in to waterproof surely

/ Clip made of plastic

<«———— asheet of neoprene rubber

Fig. 3-2. Insulation and waterproof structure of the electrode and method of fixation with fish.

Fig. 3-3. Waterproof electrode to record ABR in underwater.
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Fig. 3-4. Waterproof electrode and fixation with fish in underwater.
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S/N=(|AP|+|AN]|)/ EN

Tomohiro SUGA

Fig. 3-5. Definition of ABR wave.
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DO PENEREFE BUS

stimulus 1kHz

Positive response
(sound pressure 123.1dB)

' M i
" Positive response
(sound pressure 113.1dB)

l

Positive response
(sound pressure 103.1dB)

Positive response
(sound pressure 98.1dB)

Positive response
(sound pressure95.6dB)

S o
1

1uV (sound pressure93.1dB)

5ms

Fig. 3-6. The method to determine auditory thresholds.
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Usual method (stimulus 500Hz,123.1dB) Underwater method (stimulus S00Hz,123.3dB)

SlimUIILW\NW\AM/ Sﬁﬂ"\f\MNWW

L)
%
La 1pV

10 ms

10 ms

Fig. 3-7. Comparison between the ABR waveform to 500 Hz tone bursts of same fish recording by
usual method and underwater method.Left side ABR is measured by usual method and right side is by
underwater method. (fish C1).

Table 3-2. Sound pressure level used for each test

Sound pressure (dB re 1z Pa)

stimulus
Underwater method Usual method
S1 122.1(C1,C2), 123.5(C4,C5) 123.1(C1,C2,C4,C5)
S2 112.1(C1,C2), 113.5(C4,C5) 113.1(C1,C2,C4,C5)
S3 102.1(C1,C2), 103.5(C4,C5) 103.1(C1,C2,C4,C5)

Table 3-3. A t; (ms), At, (ms), | AN | + | AP | to stimulus Sl

s Aty (ms) Aty (ms) [AN |+ | AP| (pV)
underwater usual underwater usual underwater usual
Cl 9.50 2.44 1.70 4.30 6.17 3.19
C2 1.96 2.28 0.86 4.58 2.62 3.60
C3 1.60 2.28 3.85 4.48 2.27 2.99
c4 2.44 3.40 2.28 0.68 4.38 3.18
Mean 3.88 2.60 2.17 3.51 3.86 3.24

SD 377 0.54 1.26 1.89 1.80 0.28
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Table 3-4. Regression line between | AP | + | AN | and stimulus (a =0.05)

No. Usual method

Underwater method

y=1.51x+1.19
Cl

n=2

y=1.39x+1.95
€2 Fcal =4.86<F',=10.13 (n=5)
y=1.23x+1.39
Cc4
Fcal =12.75>F, ,=1.71 (n=6)
y=1.21x+1.51
Cs5
Feal =5.13<F) ,=10.13 (n=5)
y=1.37x+1.47
Total

Feal =19.49>F' =771 (n=6)

Fcal =39.55> F ,=4.35 (n=22)

y=4.35x+1.53

Feal =1.92>F) ,=7.71 (n=6)

y=1.07x+1.37

Fcal =8.10<F! ,=18.51 (n=5)

y=0.85x+0.92

Fcal =15.12>F, ,=5.12 (n=11)

y=2.44x+1.37

Feal =3431>F' ,=5.99 (n=8)

n—2

y=1.70x+1.28

Fcal =13.55<F) ,=4.21 (n=29)

F-346.35+2.20, 72 b E A A2 1 T3 T 446.02£0.73
LR DAERE (p=0.625>p=0.05 FF5HE W) 1%
o 2o R S2 TldkH M E B TR 72
W T S/EN K FI97.04+2.36, Zerh FEMRE & T
4800428 % ) HE AR (p=0.75>p=0.05 1F
SRR W) (X0 7z HIE S 3 TldK M
i %€ 1 TR & 72 9 I T S/EN M i3 F-3594.15 +0.86,
ZerR R R TR 83942044 R ) HRE R A
(p=0.75>p=0.05 FF5HE W) (Z4n0- 72,

S O Ffot e [ 1 7K o Bl i ] e 32 & 20 P R SR [ o
ETIRIZFR UHEHETRRITE 2 C1 & C5 o ki
DWTH L ERIHGTOFRRER (250 Hz, #20 ms ;
500 Hz, #710 ms: 1 kHz, #5 ms: 2 kHz, #2.5 ms:
4 kHz, #91.25 ms) (2R} L Tk 8B [ 52 1 & 22
BMEEHEO LS 5O HETH A LE S A ek S
n7z.

Ze P A [ A 3 & K EERRE s i & CRMII L 72 v
¥ g OEEERME% Table 3-8, 3-912, T BY Af th 4
% Fig. 3-8IT/R T o K H B ] o 15 & 2% rp A A ] 7 3
TRO-BEHEBE D ) 5 T b BB & - 72
JE P B AR B R 5 T RHIN S 72500 Hz Th D,
FHEIZHRT8 dB Th - 720

] —ABA % A > ~C 7K Hp B R ] A 9 & 2 b AR [ 2
FHCRD TR M OFHHEICZENE L THE Y
9 & %250 Hz T 4 1 1k, 500 Hz T 4 f&, 1 kHz
TAMEERIZE L TRl TMAR7RH, 250 He
(p=0.75>0.05 Wifll), 500 Hz (p=0.125>p=0.05 Hifl),

1 kHz (p=0125>p=0.05 Tifll) TWIFNdAEEITL
Mo 7ze 2 kHz &4 kHz EFHIES 2 BHARLLT & A7
o 1272 OMEIIAT b %o 720 KPR RR R gk & 22
FR R ] 2 3 TR @ 72 TR B il 0 P34l T LR 22 28
RKREL o2 WEEIE 1 kHz &2 kHz TH - 7275,
ELLDOBEHTLAEINSIBTH Y, BLoHE
TROLNTWEF U F g OUEEBEOEEREAOH
PH (Kenyon et al., 1998) (CAB7#ETH o 72,

FEEOKFEOKIMIZ8.5 T~11.8 T/ olze BIiTEN
DT OEEE FET 447 TR ERBE O TZ
NZh60 dB LLFTHh - 720

3—4 EE

PO TS A H FEARR ] 5 5 TREI L 7298 & 22 i
R E L CREM L 72002 S Y i (FEE#) o0 V 2
L U ClRANCEMPANBE L, fHiv TIENSE
WA T 22D D o720 H2HTHMRAS, 2
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Table 3-5. S/N ratio to S1 stimulus

S/N

o Underwater method Usual method

Cl 12.80 4.02

C2 2.90 7.32

Cc4 4.63 5.84

C5 5.05 6.89
Mean 6.35 6.02

SD 4.40 1.47

Table 3-6. S/N ratio to S2 stimulus

S/N

No- Underwater method Usual method

Cl 14.02 3.83

C2 5.84 5.67

C4 4.02 4.39

C5 4.28 5.32
Mean 7.04 4.80

SD 4.72 0.84

Table 3-7. S/N ratio to S3 stimulus

No. S/N
Underwater method Usual method
Cl 4.95 2.81
C2 2.44 4.63
C4 - 4.62
C5 5.06 3.68
Mean 4.15 3.94

SD 1.48 0.87
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140 -
i » —a— New method (Underwater method)
= ——o— Usual method
120
~ 110
s i
= 100F
E 90_—
3 sof
< 70
D ™ —
< 60 Sound Noise(dB re 1. Pa/y Hz)
g 50
40
30
20 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 Il
0 1000 2000 3000 4000

Frequency (Hz)

Fig. 3-8. Mean auditory thresholds and standard deviation of four goldfish (Carassius
Auratus) obtained by usual and new underwater ABR method.

Table 3-8. Auditory threshold of goldfish Carassius auratus by usual ABR method

Auditory threshold (dB re 1 y Pa)

No. Stimulus sound (Hz)
250 500 1000 2000 4000
Cl 83.1 93.1 95.6 105.6 102.1
c2 88.1 85.6 93.1 . —
C4 93.1 90.6 95.6 — —
C5 93.1 95.6 100.6 108.1 =
Mean 90.2 92.0 96.7 106.9 102.1
SD 4.79 4.27 3:.15 1.77 =

(Unit : dB re 1 u Pa)

Table 3-9. Auditory threshold of goldfish Carassius auratus by underwater ABR method

Auditory threshold (dB re 1 4 Pa)

No. Stimulus sound (Hz)
250 500 1000 2000 4000
Cl 83.8 83.2 87.1 91.3 105.8
C2 91.3 78.2 92.1 103.8 100.8
Cc4 85.6 85.3 88.5 103.7 =
C5 90.6 82.8 88.5 103.7 =
Mean 88.4 82.7 89.3 101.2 103.7
SD 3.69 2.99 2.14 7.19 3.54

(Unit ; dBre 1 x Pa)
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DI AP HIENE MO BE T LI FE T
WS ST AT IS SO DK (Wysocki and
Ladich, 2002) & &—3¥ %,

At (ms) &At, (ms) (TP EMEED:E 28
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770 REERIIKIS.5 CT~11.8 CTIT o 720 ATII%E
DFEETIIKRIMF25.0 CTITbTWwb, =Y <X
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EPEL b L 0)FENSIN TS (Yamakawa el
al., 1998) 72, WEEBE R Ro 2R KD 1212
FKIRDEENE 2 b b,

AWFFE T IR A B ] 58 15 C b 22 Fh B ] 2 12 TR
WLz EEFU &) RBUBKEE & EMMEZE5
DT &Iz, T ORHEMRE e A2 KA A 5 &
L TR R KRBUKAE C17 9 720 12 IE S s U727
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TEULENDH B,
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HEPE A PO L DR L R LT, Wik %
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4—1—2 HBREELLUVHE
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Bixt 3 % 0. 180 o JUG 2 300§ L CRtdk L



S OPEVEFHFEPOE 149

Table 4-1-1. Total length of fish

TL

No. (cm)
D1 7.5
D2 7.4
D3 7.9
D4 7.1
D5 T2
D6 7.3
D7 7.3
D8 i
D9 7.2
D10 6.6
D11 6.3
DI2 8.8
DI3 7.4
Mean 7.4

SD 0.59

Fig. 4-1-1. Japanese sand lance Ammodytes personatus.
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living amplifier

air speaker

audio amplifier

- electrode

hydrophone
oscilloscope

g

LO O _|
\—1 attenuator

Fig.4-1-2. Schematic diagram of the ABR recording setup.
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DR 0 U TR S N2 FA R U OBl %2 7R $
F 72128 ~362 Hz OFIA L TR S N BEVEFH T K
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*/\W/\AWW Stimulus 256Hz

Positive response
(134.9dB)

Il{uV

W Nega(ive response
(119.6dB)

20ms
Fig. 4-1-3. Example of positive and negative ABR to 256 Hz sound stimulus.

Stimulus 256Hz 136.8dB

10 ms

Fig. 4-1-4. Example of ABR to 256 Hz sound stimulus
(DY).
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Fig. 4-1-5. Fourier transforms of ABR waveform for Japanese sand

lance to 256 Hz stimulus.
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Stimulus 256Hz, 136.8dB

A insmnrenmsmremne

ABR 1

1V

ABR 2

10 ms

Fig. 4-1-6. Two ABR wave to stimulus 256 Hz, 136.8 dB. Kendall
correlation coefficient 7 = 0.580.

Stimulus 362Hz, 135.3dB

ABRI1
1V
ABR2
10 ms

Fig. 4-1-7. Two ABR wave to stimulus 362 Hz, 135.3 dB. Kendall
correlation coefficient 7 = 0.777.
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Table 4-1-2. Sound pressure of ABR experiment for calculating Kendall
correlation coefficient.

Sound pressure (dB)

No. frequency (Hz)
128 181 256 362 512

D8 122.6 = 1349 135.3 —

D9 122.6 128.1 131.8 135.3 332

D10 122.6 128.1 136.8 135.3 133.2

DI11 122.7 128.1 = 135.3 143.5

D12 — — 136.8 — —

D13 122.6 128.1 136.8 135.3 1332
Table 4-1-3. Kendall correlation coefficient
ke frequency (Hz) /sound pressure (dB)

128/122.6 128/127.7 181/128.1 256/131.8  256/134.9 256/136.8 362/135.3 512/133.2 512/143.5
D8 0.266 — — - 0.537 — 0.779 — —
D9 0.649 = 0.762 0.307 — = -0.309 0.495 —
D10 0.411 = 0.841 — = 0.580 0.696 0.219 =
D1l = 0.428 0.828 — — e 0.421 = 0.195
D12 - - - - - 0329 - - -
D13 0.709 — 0.439 - - 0.593 0.777 0.211 —
Stimulus 256Hz, 136.8dB

luv

10ms

living fish

dead fish

e

Fig. 4-1-8. Response of living fish and dead fish (D13)



DO PENEREFE BUS 155

Table 4-1-4. Auditory threshold (dB re 1 uPa)of Japanese sand lance. (water tank 34 X 20x24.5 cm)

Auditory threshold (dB re 1 y Pa)

No. frequency (Hz)
128 181 256 362 512
Dl 115.4 120.0 114.5 119.2 131.3
D2 = 124.5 119.1 oo =
D3 1154 115.4 120.6 1252 131.3
D4 111.2 113.9 119.1 124.2 127.7
D5 116.8 121.5 111.5 122.2 131.3
D6 119.7 124.5 120.6 127.0 131.3
D7 118.2 124.5 119.1 - -
Mean 116.5 121.5 118.3 124.0 130.7
SD 2.93 4.45 345 2.99 1.61

Table 4-1-5. Auditory threshold (dB re 1 uPa)of Japanese sand lance. (water tank 41 x28.5x4.5 cm)

Auditory threshold (dB re 1 « Pa)

No. frequency (Hz)
128 181 256 362 512

D8 120.1 115.1 119.6 126.4 —
D9 116.1 105.4 119.6 120.9 1314
DI0 120.1 115.1 122.7 128.3 133.2
Dl11 125.2 118.4 118.0 131.9 141.8
D12 = = 128.8 = =
D13 107.2 102.2 127.3 117.2 128.0

Mean 119.5 113.2 12377 126.4 135.2

SD 6.72 7.02 4.46 5.88 5.88
4—1—4 =Z= JE W %5128 ~512 Hz O#fiPHTI3256 Hz LLT O WK

[ —& 26 LT 2 MEEk L2z USRI o7 &~ F—
IV OFBIREL 1 122361, 4 B % B T TSR
BOS A T 2 ER o ki & S 150300 1 (Yan
et al., 2000) &7z o7z, T OREHD SEEEF IS D
WETHBERZELZREZMWETETNILEERDS
N5 TEVESFSE BOR SIS B D 2 15 o 8 Bk
b o Tz i, FkiC= Y Y RHEOTEE S
SEBOG (Mann et al., 2001) THRHEIE R TWwWB 2 &
o, BEOENSORBO—2ThHsEEZLLN
%o

B PH 2 LL B 0 K EE S v 28, 362 Hz %2512 Hz @
EREERIC R S L BEAR R H L R B EAED S,
512 Hz TIZ B IC 2 RO BB & En 2 %
o720 2HEDRWERG B E TN D L EEER
MR TELRL 2D L) (D%, 1998) bH D,
FoEEE PP COMBRE03U T -2 &
M5, BHUE P E AP TI1E512 Hz 258 b &R
HEWEEBThHo7E 25N,

A THE R o B B 5 13128 ~362 Hz THY
120dB & %Y, HE3IWTRDAF V¥ a OEH
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‘< . —s—— Japanese sand lance ]
Di 160 k- (This experiment) _
% - —o—— (Goldfish (Kenyon et al 1998) -
" 140 o
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< ! |
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e

@) 80 B -
N

:_é =
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Frequency (Hz)

Fig. 4-1-9. Audiograms for each frequency of Japanese sand lance.

iV ml ot FUFaFBEMTHY, mE
NE &L 2 —N—/NEFTHEBEENT VWD, TD7:
O, WEEKESREVWI EPMS N TS (Ladich
and Wysocki, 2003) oliZxtlL, A #F TIEI DX
) REEMMBEELEZONTVWAEZAEL TRV
(Yamashita et al., 1985) 7z, BERBMEDTE L %>
letEZbND,

WCAERT 2P ERICEL I LDOTELZHD
K& S, FERECRFIMITPERR S Nz fi e B
TRO SN L X8R, FHLOMT e
ENDLERAX Y THGHMEL D, ORI ILIE20
~30 dB (Chapman, 1973) & &N Tw5b, HETOHHR
BEME I IERIC X o TRAD ZENEZONLD,
B CL3)E P %100 Hz ~1 kHz TH110 dB UL ETH
5 EDHE (Wenz, 1962) 25D, TNhEBHEITT
b e AN F THMAEBICEL L DOTE L EFITHE
WHGRI100 Hz ~500 Hz TH130 dB L L& 2 5, HiR
2589100 m B - BEEECHEAIC X D B SN B
DJHPHIE100 ~500 Hz THFEIX127 ~146 dB TH
LI ENMSENTWS (Hatakeyama, et al., 1997),
INLEDT LA T THMIZ D XD Riffiir o
DEHEZBAMLTVWEEEZ SN,

O EBMEITERTE LKL EEERLTW
2 HMATE RO U CRUS TR 2 /R34 &9 221351
WCEZDUEND D, THBIZETE, 5 7F4TY
Engraulis japonicus 7008 % #EF 123k e 72 4 8 1A
L CI100 ~700 Hz ®DH % HE L7z & & OIS TE) A
HiESNTWwb (Akamatsu ef al., 1996), Z DFHE
TEA T I F AT REESETUSTE 235
E—FIEED L300 Hz TH146.8 dB & —#&IZKD
LRTWARABEHOIEEMEL ) R hoTwd, 20
L9 RATEERE 4 5 F TR DOV T TV, BT
i L AT & DPEICOWT D AR LENH 5,

4—2 TATIOBFROEREAE
WAE, BEOEFEREHEEITATBRNSEIH VS
NHEICHoTETHS (FIH, 1994), Ziizfk
o TABRMEG N ST LN BELEOAIHNDRE
BOAMED MG X RO Tw5 (Astrup and Mohl,
1993). & LR RN 2 LR O N2 B E R
BEPAPROS L CAPRMITHZEZ LT ET
5 &G FREHEE A/ NIEHE 2 B W REEDE 2 S
%o SUEDSMIFRRAZR OB P & BRATRE TH UL,
SRR DI Tw 2B E WO R OGS A
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VBN B Rtk D B 5o

BEREZEICE LT =y Y RHAaE o —
(Mann et al., 2001) & % 4 ¥ 4 37 % F Gadus
morhua (Astrup and Mohl, 1993) T, % ®JEHA
WEINTVD, =V YR TREIT A A Vv B
Alosa sapidissima R° 77V 7 A ¥ I)N— T ¥ Brevoortia
patronus F D ¥ x FEE Alosinae \ZJF 3 % 5D A
THERZBANTE20TIE 2L S TR S
(Mann et al., 2001 ; Higgs et al., 2004), =3 v FHf
HAHETWZ IR T 5 X 7 = X 53 EED#E T
Lo ST & T 5 Higgs (2004), =3 »FlHa
FUIERE & S, hof L3R4 2 Mo RS
HaefoTwb, WH LB L CHles: (otic bulla)
EIFEN DT ATHL 723 ENFIEL, BELHERL
TWb7-ONHOWREIRELZ L3 TW5E I &%
S5NTw3 (K, %% 1998), Blueback herring
Alosa aestivalis TIITNBEROBEED2.1 mm, IR
WAT120 -130 kHz TH % (Nestler et al., 1992) &
EPHONTVDA, BERPIEHMTELME LS
THWHE T, ZORFICHLBREOMHE BRI
HEWDEON S Z EHIRH SN TS Higgs (2004)
—H 5 A4 3T ¥% T Gadus morhua T b 8 W
(38 kHz, 194.4 dB) ZJEHITE 5 Z LGS T
W5 (Astrup and Mohl, 1993) 4%, Z#&E#ICE LT
BB OB DD, BIOEEZOPH LTS
W (Astrup, 1999), 2D X ) IZ—EBDMFEOME IR
RZVEDHE > CTETWAEDS, BEMNEEINTE 2 MM

L, ZOZELEOTNM L HBICE L CIIRZHIF S
TV,

ANVAFETI—0r—Ya VICLAHWAEROHE
REATHIKEBWTH B L7zA> TA IV A HHITH
BEI3NLAFETIE, FRIOBEERZEMTESLLHIC
HEENL L THORWIETTH L, €T ThHIIANT
Lagenorhynchus obliquidens \ZFE S5 Z & 2305
nNThh (HRes, 199%6), KEFHMAFETHY,
W AFRES %~ 4 7 ¥ Sardinops melanostictus
ZEBRE LT, TOBEEOBEMEIOREL,
PEVEF R OS2 TN D B 2 & il A 7z,

4—2—1 {#HHA

FERIIT TR T O i T/ & - T X
N7-RB L K13.8cm ~16.4 cm D~ A 7 ¥ Sardinops
melanostictus 88 & A L7, EBMMBMAORERILE%
Table 4-2-112, G E % Fig. 4-2-11Z/" %, ¥4 T ¥
12300 Hz ~2 kHz O#ipHOF 2 &M T X, 45121 kHz
DEFIEEN I N EPHE SN TS (Akamatsu
et al., 2003)o F-MEHICEIDRBETLIATEZ
FEE L, BHNOARICNESNIA T ITRE
95 &145 dB i & S LG, 155 dB Tld 2%
DHFERRBITHEZRL-ZEDMESI N TS
(Hatakeyama et al., 1997). ZD L9124 7 T
#1200 Hz ~2 kHz o> W] JEJE W BoRE PR 12 3 0F 2 i %
WLZERRIC X 2 KPS DS AT TREIRFT SN TE T
Wb,

Table 4-2-1. Total length of fish

No.

TL
(cm)

El
E2
E3
E4
ES
E6
E7
E8

15.1
16.4
15.8
13.9
15.3
16.2
16.1
15.9

Mean

SD

15.9
0.83
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Fig. 4-2-1. Spot-lined sardine Sardinops melanostictus

4—2—-2 EBREEHLLUVUHZE

XA T VIEEBKENTEET 5 & 4 RER DL AT
T5IEDB Lol (Akamatsu et al.,
2003) 23H B 728, WEE 4 B DI D S8 5 4
ENH b, LERETEIFMP, TLEATavZIC
L D5 T2 AT D BEDH L7, MfaFEE H iz
FHIICIE— I 4 BRI DL LB 2 Z s hiTw
B0 —77, A OREEEEF PO % - 72 AR 5§
54T OEREFHITIE 4 BEE DIPNCEH 25 T T
XRZENMESNTEY, ZOHEEHVDZ LR
T&2% (Akamatsu et al., 2003)

FERREE OGN % Fig. 4-2-2120RF. 4 AF T &
B Tk E AN 5 A KM (34.0%
24.0%x24.5 cm) (RS E EE L7z, BAROIEA,
P 2 TR L2k E RERICAT - 720

HF 121340 kHz, 60 kHz, 80 kHz, 100 kHz %
R L7z BEREI~VF 772 varyyredq
#F— (NF1930A, =z 7lEiet7ay 7) &fE:
EIRIF A% (Analogic 2020, Teknet electronics)
FHWTHAESE, HHRRH20ms & L, n=¥
JEMEE BT T, WES (Kenwood RA920A,
Kenwood) THEL ANV EZHFIML AR O4—T 4 %
7 v 7 (Pioneer A-C3, Pioneer Electronics) Tl
L7ztk, A Fakr (B&K8103, Bruel &Kjaer)
225100 ms BIFECHEBISHE Lizo N Fak >y
3~ A 72516 cm KRFEFIICHE L, K510
cm LD 7ALEICEEE L7z BEEOTHE L ViEn
4 Fak>r (B&K8103, Bruel &Kjaer) <A 7 ¥
DYEERALE QKRB L TR L 720 N1 Fak >y
T2k L2 EE T v — VRS (B&K2692, Bruel
&Kjaer) Zflio THIEL, ¥ 1 2 a2—7 (LC334M,

LeCroy) (Zfték L 720 BOE WX FEAAH T At b &
LiE$ % LR BEMEHOBICEREFOEEE %
F A7, BHAMEER 2.

FDEAT D &) oz = U
FECIEFROCZFHI L, BEEIEMTE T
52l wm LA 2 o ek (Mann et al., 2001)
EBEITL, HEARMIEEH L 72 BOB O HRIE & B O
B SHIW L 7ze 724 7 Y DREZMED RV R
B TH 51.024 kHz » & (Akamatsu et al., 2003)
WA B BETE S RS 9T & RS PSR 5 ROk
& DRI T RSOFMAZMRET L7z, 1.024 kHz &
3+ =544 7 1 (Cool Edit 2000, 7V -7 I)
EioTS5RESD b=y N—Z2 bEERED, WY 7
b OFERE % > THRIIEE O RIS % 28 %
Br2e§ 5 72 DI HAALA 2 180° ik S ¥ CT200 ms
IR C BN L7z SO % A TR
SN PIEAH ICHIBE ST 2 E L o T b
ZHED D B 72 DI F—F R LT 2 5tk L 72
ETr v F=VoOMBERE t ZRKD 7z BEMRIIHT L
TIXE5 & E6®2ROMKMERT, 100 kHz (FH+
194.1 dB) OFHIH % FAE72 & 122 MFtsk L 729k
¥ (0.0280 1) % FVCHGGE L 720 [IEEI21.024 kHz (G5
J£128.2 dB) OFHIIIH L THES L E6D2RED
ek A, BOSHEIE (0.005801) @ 1 ZkD 72,

4—2—3 FEEREHER

Fig. 4-2-3, Fig. 4-2-4\C E5 2% (40 kHz, 60
kHz, 80 kHz, 100 kHz) # K& LEHAl L 7= 2 /R
T TAVA Y% F Alosa sapidissima T340 kHz
(145 dB) ORI TR 5 uV OIRIE, 60 kHz (145
dB) ORIEFE THRS3S 1V ORIME, 80 kHz (145 dB)
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poly-nominal function synthesizer

200ms (for ultrasound production)

oooo

tone burst

living . audio amplifier
fiar air speaker p
amplifier (1 f "
low frequency)
eeee ° o O
- electrode '
hydrophone
for ultrasound
oscilloscope
3 Il
[ Ih |_;
— Mt _'||rI”I_ M
.I._|I| 1
|
ceeee 20ms 20ms g\

ultrasound —<W> — <= — I |

100ms 100ms
Fig. 4-2-2. Schematic diagram of the ABR recording setup.

Stimulus 40kHz

0.2V 181.4dB (1175Pa)

I LUV Agpmiwmduwmprmid Moy No response

10 ms

0.1V Stimulus 60kHz
184.0dB (1585Pa)

WY L T s L TSNS response

10 ms

Fig. 4-2-3. No response wave to 40 kHz and 60 kHz sound stimulus (E5).
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LAV gty i oyl

10ms

Stimulus 80kHz
186.8dB (2188Pa)

No response

Stimulus 100kHz
194.1dB (5070Pa)

No response

Fig. 4-2-4. No response wave to 80 kHz and 100 kHz sound stimulus (E5).

ORI ETH2 uVORIEDOIZ-> E Y & L7 Fig
4-2-5I1ZRF X9 % VEAE (10 ms ) o KIS
EMNLEEEINDL Z LM EEN TS (Mann et al.,
2001) o L7 LARWIZE TR Ik % B2 TR L 72 3%
EDIRNE (0.125~0.75u V) LT Carll &
oW OWwE BW2~5uV) IS, Knd
L & IEIRIE B S Wi b5 720 Fig 4-2-612E6 12
100 kHz, 194.1 dB & & H]# £ 1.024 kHz, 128.2 dB
OE T — R C ] — 5 L2k L 2 I L 7223801
%Yo 100 kHz OF TRedk L 727 ¥ K — L OHIBILR
BrtIEE5T1t =000, E6 Tt =021&7%0, Kt
H Y oK (Yan et al., 2000) & SN 503U FTH
2720

1.024 kHz O Z WlHh7- & & o WA 7 SOS
SIS DUHRDIHERSHA~EE) L 728, E~BE LT
Wizo BUBRIEIZ A TH0.62~1.75 1V OHFIPHIZH

5720 MUBEIED BB SET A ) > % FED
=¥ YRHEEET600 Hz ORIEE~O KIS O 55
&L CHEE RO 2 f5 O RSS2 Fio T b
PG SN T VB, RIIETHLHEE D 2 50
JEWE 5 TH B 2 kHz OB 5 % Fo BOs
WIS ESBEE6D2RETRDZ ¢ (Fig
4-2-6) &, E5T 1t =069, E6 Tt =055 7% 0,
R DR#EL SN 503 ETH -7,

4—-2—4 EBE

FOBPEIE OIRMEIZEATIIZE (Mann et al., 2001) 12
XD RBEWRHDTEE 2 500 TEHIl ST 2 BB
EowIRL D /S, KBS L EHEZIRIEIZA S
Npdolz, LBAITMRATOBEWRDPEHTE S
BHEOKSHERICIZIE-> & D E LA FIZMo Vgl
O (Mann et al., 2001) 2R SNEH, KHfFET
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luv

10 ms

Sound pressure

145dB

135dB

W“‘*""Ww 125dB

WM\ 115dB

Fig. 4-2-5. ABR to 40 kHz stimulus measured from American Shad (D.A.Mann et

al 2001).

o) RO RSN b o7z, 72100 kHz T
DFLEKEETLRD TR WA, & ¥ F— IV OMBER
Brd Aok L SN5030TE -7 (Fig
4-2-6)s ZDEHI BT EH B YA T T340 kHz,
60 kHz, 80 kHz, 100 kHz o8 & 9% % & + #5180~
190 dB O#iF TR L Tk EZ b,
TR CEON =Y VRO, T U F 3
Y — Anchoa mitchilli (Mann et al., 2001) O s i%
. (ERI#600 Hz, 130 dB) & A58 T1.024 kHz
(128.2 dB) DR E O RIS % K 5 & RSk
T JE W RO 3\ RN W B 2 RSB E s 5 2 L
REHFFLORFERER IS L Twb 2 &, ISERO
HEMOLZEFBF U THDL I L5 ZIFFAU LD 2R
DR R L T /2o BEWDPIEZ R BV T A 2N
— 5 Brevoortia patronus (Mann et al., 2001) DL

IO (5 RI#600 Hz, 120 dB) & & UGB ©
IREY T I O ST TH o 7248, SRR 7255
ZFo Tz, TSRS X o TR OMmE
Dk 42 ToH 5 (Wysocki and Ladich, 2002) Z & %
VEZLND,

TAVH YT FRTIVTAUN=F UV ED= Y
YRy FHFHNCE T 5 013 Fig. 4-2-7128R° 3 &£ 9
WCHEELZMC I ENTELIENHESTETNS
(Mann, et al., 2001 ; Nestler et al., 1992 ; Ross et
al., 1993)s ¥4 7 VIOV TRAMETH W28
WEREHTAHI LI TE R o W RERICR -7
B, Mo =2 YEHRFHTORIBISH B Z L, &
DICHEBRBEALZIL L2, HMER Sz
TEBRET LI ENULETH S,
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- Stimulus 100kHz,

|l‘uV

10ms

VYV W . v V V \wi\ Measured wavel

r =0.21

VWWWM Measured wave2

Stimulus 1.024kHz, 128.2dB

||/1V

I ms

194.1dB

Measured wavel

T =0.55

Measured wave?2

Fig. 4-2-6. Two ABR wave to stimulus 100 kHz, 194.1 dB and 1.024 kHz, 128.2 dB. Kendall
correlation coefficient 7 =0.21, stimulus 100 kHz, 7 =0.55, stimulus 1 kHz (E6).
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— Clupeidae

— Pristigasteridae

Clupeoidei —

— Chirocentridae

— Engraulidae

Coiliinae

(Mann et al 2001)

. Anchoa
Engraulinae
—‘ Bay anchovy X

Engraulis Mioc

Fig. 4-2-7. A part of dendrogram of clupeiforms.
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Dussumieriinae

| Pellonulinae
I~ Dorosomatinae
Sluperbas Scaled sardine X
(Mann et al 2001)
Spanish sardine X

(Mann et al 2001)
Spot-lined sardine x (ARF3E)

Alosinae )
American shad

@
(Mann et al 2001)
Gulf menhaden O
(Mann et al 2001)
Alewife O
(Ross et al 1993)
O

Blueback herring
(Nestler et al 1992)

O shows the sub family or genus that is sensitive to ultrasound.
X shows the sub family or genus that is not sensitive to ultrasound.

BEE REEE

FEMBRRICE EDERIED IR

ABFZE TIEABEOTEREBIE 2 KD 2 J7ik & LTIk
FRSGFEIER L, 2OHEOYR EISH & Z2ikA4,
FUFa A HFT, AT OREGEEEEFHIL 72,

ARWFZE TR 72 BV 35 56 DO T BHTERRICE C &
Wiz D2 DRTRIEDVEON, FMPALE, [
— AR EREY R LEZ D, HEHOFTHDITHEE VD
nCTw5b (Kenyon et al., 1998), LEXBED L) 74
ST HREE Lz, L2255, i
PEFFOSEE M > T A4 7 2 OREE % FHI L 72805
(Akamatsu et al., 2003) “Ti& 4 R DL EHI25#%
boTHBY, KWFZETHITITRHE UM TEHNZRT L
TWbe TO X)) RENNDH 5720 BN EIRE R C %
BRERDLELLEDOD LM TIIER R HETH S
Z b b, ERNTIERYA 7 VEO R OIEERIC

if252EDTERNA T VHEHIIMBICE VWSO, £
D X9 e 50 h3dH B FAE O TS EME T %8 PO &
HTHHEEZDBNL, 72, 200FMEDEL
U THENMETH Y, A7 FTD L) ICHFFHROE
k2 i) 3R 5 8 PH O T DK mm /N o O JEE G
Wb EATE %,

A7 F TIEEMFTH ) 203545 F TR
FHl SN T %o 7278, BEWFRRER/#Y 2 &
TEMORED 5, NS EREREAEHIT
&l wA T OBEWICHT ARSI T T
PRl s N7z 2 23 L, RFFEORK R CIIBE L% &
MLTOWRWEEZ BN, o= YRofdEc
DOWTHFAEL, BFREREIMT N T L aEHE
RO JHW R E DBIFEIZ DWW T S 5 AT B LA
Hbo
FEM AR RICEDERE

82 CHIEE]L kHz o FekibEM 2 1, 5, 10,
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20ms L2 EORILEEHN L 7o Fibeg i A%
1 ms ® & SO EI IR FFEIE RN T, 5,
10, 20 ms @ & X XM ICHEE R TH AH 1 kHz
D 2 B DRI EE 5 % 5 AT BOBIEIEDSFHI T & 72,
Kenyon (1998) O¥EIC L % & MR EEHIZ X - T
TP 5 28 SIS % Al S ISR 5 7230 ORI O Rl
GBS OO 58750, 100~300 Hz Tl 2
W5 OREE, 400 Hz ~2 kHz TlE5 ¥R, 3k~
5 kHz TlX8WETH L Z E2bhoTWwWb, Kif
FOFERD ZOMEEZFFLTEY, FEHFEL
ETIIHMREH OB E D BELHHTH S Z Lhbh
5o F 72 E TRV Bed R OFRBLR L, XD
HAEBE NI EbFEEINTV 5,

T 76 BOG 35 O BEFL BIAE O FHI 75 & CRvE & 7
5> TWAHZED 1 DICHREBEDRE ST ED D B0 I
Sof7e (Kenyon et al., 1998) THAKRAfFETH FEk
H GBI & BIEE L 72255 FEIRIC S o A % H)
ELTWb, ZORDREROA IR R X > THE
DPREIWEFAELSLZ L EZ BN, FHINRTELE
BB DT EEBAT LLEND D, PIZIEIKIEDODH

HEPSFHILIGD T, BUBH - 72 HEHIT L #b
5725 HEIISR DO FE % T2 IREToFHI % 3247
L,ﬁﬁﬁ&éﬁﬁ%ﬂ%%%b J A4 RHE N
LEoETE (Bl % HEMISEXINES VAT A
%i%h%ou®%n 1 M OFHI4EI 88 3 TR
72 &9 BRBUSRIE L 2 4 ZIRIEOI (S/EN M) %G
HL, S/EN AL & 722 EH OS2 BB s 3
LR EOWREMEABERET ) r—2a vy 7 M E
VEB VDD Do Tz, BETEREIE SO IS FH W
D 2 DI % & A TS SN D Z LAY
LN Tws (Mann et al., 2001)o #- T 1 B OFH
TR ETE O FET AT &2 47\, 2 B 0 J8 B0k 55
DARYT PVLRVBEHLEEZBZTEHENL TS
FIEAE L, N TuRIFUIOSIE L &4 551k
TOHEBWREHNC s b, T3 45ET
RKOTWD L) RIS T 5 2 DD RUBHEIE
B<r v F=VoMBERH« 2KD, 1 =030 L%
POBA ) &35 2 ETHHRBIMICEHUTERTH A ).

2, A CHEERIBICEIETRLEL I K
IR & EIEOBRE FFEHRTEL, /4 ARIED
EMREOREAWERBMEE T2 EOFERIEZLN
5o

EERBE IS
MEOWRERE T KX O REEDE LK HD)
(Schellart and Popper, 1992) THEJT I N TE 5,

Sp
HI = [ﬂ] 100 »’
Qlﬂdb

Qo = i

S (5-1)
o EREEEE R (H)
S Ch/NEEBE (dBrely bar)
S8k VIOAB A& VB & 7 D ARV TT D K,

Sy 18, & DI0dBICE WA & 72 D i 5 O R

COHLIZZENY IR L, &NEEBE S,
BAESVIEFERERMEE LD, OO HIAFKE
GABELRWHEOENMI 2, MewHFE Tl
b LIl %, HLOBMED D 7% 1) & il & A
2EXFUATSAHAy by FA ROzt ER Y
Y Myripristis kuntee TGN ¥ FIgE (f,-£) »°
2,000 Hz, BifiE S;, A% -50 dBre 1 ubar (50 dBre 1 u
Pa) THI=14,000, +~ X B/~ ¥ FF DM Arius
Jelis T f, - i7°%9286 Hz, S, 7% -55 dBre 1 u bar (45
dBrel pPa) THI=9,500& 7% - T\ %, HI ® ¥ fl
Bn% WERWaFEZ A D E A X XAV ARO S 7
Gymmnocephalus cernuus T % f- 173 %9179 Hz, S,
2312 dBre 1 ubar (112 dBre1 uPa) < HI=3.4, %
I RAR DR — ¥ ¥ — 2 Heterodontus francisci T
& /- ARK919 Hz, S;, %517 dBre 1 ubar (117 dBrel
uPa) THI=061, &7%->THBYH, BIFNZHNT
HI<100fHIZE 2 FH LT v, BREsSERL T
LEpEf (a4l 79 H, < AH)® HI 32,600
~9,800DHIPHIZ A L T b, ERNH OEEIZK
(% ROl LR R WA D A b TA0MFE TR O
LNTW5DS,, LAICHLTABPEVES, 2WHEL,
L1085 % & S, 258920 dB WA L, BRI
Z)ThRWAMLIRT LWL, Sy avhs L, K

FUTTRAUCTIEAR A MR WG H 5 LA S Tw
Z> (Schellart and Popper, 1992),

RIS CHEH MAE %2 Kb 72 faffio HI % Table 5-1
WCRT o RIFFEDEIFETRDZZF v Fa (K,
fb=500 Hz, f,=1,000 Hz, f,=250 Hz, S;=-17.08
dBre 1 pbar (82.9 dBrel uPa)) o HI i& HI=195.6
E D, HEAIZL TUIDSWIRRUIC R o 720 ARBF
DX V¥ a DS, 1k -17.08 dB rel ubar (82.9
dBrel uPa) THo7:25S,, H#10 dB B %% (S;,=
— 30 dBrel ubar (70 dBrel uPa)) & HI=866.0 &
%Y, 20dBE L %% (S;,= —40 dBre1 ubar (60
dBrel uPa)) & HI=2,738.6& 72 %5, HI DML L 72 o
ZERIEEE 3 TR/ X S ITKIEOEENEZ bh
5o
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Table 5-1. Auditory characteristics of 3 fish species in this experiment

Fish species Jb(Hz) Sp(dB)  fi(Hz)  f2(Hz) HI
Goldfish 500 -17.1 250 1000 195.6
Japanese sand lance 181 13.3 100 400 3.8
Marbled sole 160 5.5 100 200 5.3
FERAHE E ERE & DEGE NOBFE~NOISIEE T > TV hneEz2zbhb, &

R T o 72 & fUFE o B AT Al 2 - ¢, B
RENIMBHI 255 T2 & 4 A+ T (fb=181 Hz,
f=400 Hz, f,=100, S,=13.26), ~ I # L A4
(fb=160 Hz, f,=200 Hz, f,=100, S,=5.58) @ HI
xENEN, HI=3.76 (4 A5 3T), HI=5.26 (a7
LA4) &% o7 (Table 5-1)o £ HFTE~vaWlL
ADOHIZHIKI0E %), H2FAL TV ZRWERED
AREICR 5 Elbh s, EBMIHRD FFal
HBELTHELS > TWwWb, 4 7 F TIEELICIZMmAK
mAH20 CLLLIZ R 5 LW oIZ#H-> TH R %
5 (BIR) fFfHiz2z3s2enmonTws (WG,
M, 1997), EiRMh oA H - TI3EMHEET, iR
PRI T B0 A W T ITDVEIRE V) IR EER
bOICE o Z- B HIIACH Lo ME & £FIC X 24
]38 &) B FORMBE»E 2 HTWw2 (W1E,
ARk, 1997)c T X9 ZRETIBEREIRY LET
B AN FTRERITEHTHHIZEL LH ko
T, WREMALALS oz dbE2ONL, 3
AUA SEBITHZ T 52 05, MATREDRED
DOREEDATHON TS (Tanda, 1990), v/ LA
Pleuronectes platessa DR TIIWIZHE S Z L TKRF
v 2 Pollachius pollachius 75 DL E MM TX 5 &
DA 5 (Ansell and Gibson, 1993), ~ I H' L
454 7 TRk, BTEIE 52 & CELFM
Ll ol b2z bNb, BEMATHALAT VF
SRR THITL TV L. F v F 3 OREERMEAML <,
MUK P SR W I e T vwbhis X9
WHRIRDTTHHMER & DI TH D Z L, RKIETHEDR
ELBRWTRELEDSLZ LENE 2 515 (Ladich,
1999)

AHF T, <ah LA ORI kHz DUT OJEHE
DFIEENE L, EHOFEDEAL TW5E Z L AHR
o7t LALERZBIMLTWSZ L EZRIZE U TIT
BZE 32 & IEEFH D LIRS v, Gl
PO NT WD LD &) i EEYOBERE S,
DEELED &9 e, BHE RO 5 H TIIED
Wb o e EHTE R T E 2 55 h, Tl

T E A A B B 2 & TR OS2 58 LTk
BATEHERECT I ISR TRELEZONG, 20
) ICHEIZABOITE) L FHEIRDoTBY, B
RSN 2 1 5 & & CRUBTEY 2 T L, 178) % HilHH
TohEEROIHTZE b REE & b,
FHEHOARET BB A L EHAAEL CTB D I
B O R SRV EH AT ZOBHEICE > TEDORL
FE23d % D%, LRk R EE NAFIH W] a2
& REIHTREBIIE L DD, TORDIITLHEM D
5 7 u SO EHE KA F TR WHEIP O RO R
HOFHNALETH Y, BEEFBONEIHAEH S
NTVLPFETERBETH S, LIz25>T, BEHEOM
H,oSFis WO ST S b ISR E
FLOBEBIICHECEDL VAT AR T HI LA
WL 7 B

3

ARG SOV & 72 ) W2 W) o 72 deiEE R R
FBER R AT e TEY G IR R I PR R
BIRICHEERT . EEL L CnaZwn i dbiEE Ry
REFBEAKERF AR FE e 2 B IRRTHI A R0 Pk —
Yoz, BlAE L Cwiziin e geke S B g R
W A BRI R R KT dLiEE R R

IR R ER A B H 12 AL FEBR D BAT I S TR 72
L IEHT B0 FEROMIEE L R M E 2B o
7KPE LR R R SO EAEIEZE R, &2 07 =gt
FRZIILD LT L KET AT OIS, BRED
T2 R CIEH; T Ho TRFBRICHBNIRE, FEBREG
HAFIZB S 2 Wz 42t LTI 7 dbiiE@E KRR Bk
FERHAITZERE SNERZ XL &35 REBAER S
CICHEEICERHOTZ KT 5o
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