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Effects of social learning on foraging behavior in herbivorous birds and mammals
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Abstract; Social learning is a phenotype of plastic behavior, which enables individuals to acquire adaptive behavior in local
habitats. This paper reviews the effects of social learning on foraging behavior in herbivorous birds and mammals and the
underlying mechanisms. Foraging sites, time, and patterns of individuals are influenced by their partner foragers.
Furthermore , food selection by dams may be transferred to their offspring through the placenta and milk. By observation and
olfaction, individuals can learn searching for food resources more quickly, increase foraging efficiency, avoid toxicants and

decrease predation risk, thus improving their fitness.
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FIRVER MHLE . 124 EEEF W MMMRUG, {5 8 F 0B U4 (information centre hypothesis ) F1 J&) I {2 7R Vit
(local-enhancement hypothesis) , Ward F Zahavi'” 1973 4E 95 Y32 58 H OB, TA 7 12 2 o i 2 o BEAE 3]
TR VER, R ORI B B W A AR AR JE S , SR IL, BR Bl At R TR0 1 38 B
Brown'*! Xt 4145 & ( Hirundo pyrrhonota) FIBFFEIRIE T 3X —if % , BEHF ML Z RPN MEH RA 17% HAMES
PRFEH B MAFR &, AR B MEDE 75% MR ERGREHARESRRMEE X E. 75— R
B AR B, Robert™™ 32, Sh Mk S 005 [R) A A 3B A0 AT o T4 R 5 | B0/ 22 1) PR BT 2E A B AY IX R
Thorpe' AN B AMAR %S R LB T 7E S YRR, 3T WA REB B Rk 1 X% AT R
A, Mequoid I Galef " fBF5T B , IEZEBUAHIIFNG ( Gallus gallus) 5 5 Rl B H A H X BB

V2 WEL B L AFLE AN , 48 5% B ( Rattus noruegicus ) 4142505 | 3 dd B 76 A B A o S e
Gerrish! " 25\ N , IR S FE B AL 5 B DA SR OR AR B AR, B S AR &, X BFS (Sus sero-
fa) ") MLE B ( Heterocephalus glaber) ™ Jx R 26" ¥y 2 DI R3E .

1.2 FRERIE

Bh) 75 15 5T Bk B2 4 VS R A, JE R A JE % B E, Templeton F Giraldeau''™ 38 i, BR35 1 ( Sturnus
vulgaris) F]ARYE R AE R B A TR B BEHR B BT & , AT P8 7E X BE SIS B i E), 25 36 B R AL B — 2 4
BRSBTS 80 A\ R K 15 6 B2 2 ) B e 0 390 S 7 6 7, 45 PR 76 X BE SR A B 1] th B 4G . Brown ™
B, OAHRAERTAHEE P UTHR S, BN B A 25— b 723715 B i ()
A—, B¥ALH8id 30 min, Galef Fl White! " 321, 54 RE LK K FMEE—E, TR LK MB KRR
B fr it AR A B ()0 5 T T 2 2 0 ) BRUBEZE — R IO I B T 4878 £ . (B2, King 261 35 A £ P 6 B ( Papio
hamadryas ) #11A% IRFEEE R &, 7] RE 2 BHA R B H BN AA T & , IR SRR R .

1.3 WEHK

AR ST Xt S AR 7 R N VR 2% BTk TE . Weigl Al Hanson'™ % B, JoH £ 256 FO 21 4
B ( Tamiascurus hudsonicus ) 3@ 15 WEZ [ R EUE L% Bk ( Carya cathayensis sarg) , GEERFTIF LAk, Previde F
Poli' ! % B4 5 710 B ( Mesocricetus auratus ) %A i 41 BE2: 5T , B 2 15 AR IR BULE /N R s B B R &
¥, Laland il Plotkin'* %3 , 48 5% Bl 13 W& R MA BTN , FT F S BURB M S WRE A .

W &I, 2E LIS, BB B (Rattus rattus) FEBAVGRECE AR . HEMEEHAEFESXFHEAR. A
M, EASEEM R AEEA S /N REE RENRER W EHALRE , BRI FHMENR, FEE L%
R —HE

BFSNIFST B , BAE SR IR SR (Pan troglodytes ) 433 TR 7 Ak il T IR SR S At 55 ik Bl
PR R T N BB BRE. E2, X EAMBREWEE T X7E BRI T 2B K
g2 O R B Ty SRR R AR Fh e 22 91 MR 2
1.4 BEY%HE

EARR, T RYILES S0, ER RSN S E I AR EMERNEY . N TIF2HEEES)
Yy, B— WP B E TR A R, Zh W) 5 A SR B R R s LA BT L A RE B AT IR
Y RYERFENS RS, HEYRFEE SR EREREN, EEE NS gEdES, 1
A NGRS L H RS, U2 IR GEwERE  MEERNTSERN B R
HSEBBKAEMEYSRENEYIE,

RN B YRR 2] E Bk B X HAHMARIRIAE R 2 ], B B & W i FAR 0 1R R TR iU 4k
FEAABEBEMIER . ARELKMLHE/NR(Mus domesticus) ** F/NEK B ( Mus musclus ) ) 48 5.3 5 W
HAE ) ik B #E. AR B B Microtus oeconomus ) FWT L AR R A 3T Wi 7L 27 S ik B W e A A B3
TR, BEBE AR MK, B S A e B i Ve A BRI, R 4l A i e 5 oV P U B 22
g l03
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IR G AR SE AT R AR R R AL B 57, R, SR L BB G, B R UR T R AT |
Pt M RIE S A AR B B B R T R A R AR I R R A B
1.5 BEEHRY

YBAEERY, LEREEFEYN , AMEEX SR B NAE . AL % RA e
IR, R B SI Y , B TR R AR BOEHR , BRI, B TT RE NS SR E B A . e AT
H, L PE AR R RMAME B R ST AR AT EY . WEIREREEFH Y ER, 7N
(Vulpes vulpes) ™' | WHKIR ( Canis latrans) %" Ji( Canis lupus ) " 4238 32t 52 ik £ 12 £ R o058 1 B A b Ao
W2 525 A8 10 WA IR BT il e it s ey B 77

Klopfer ** $& i, M4 X B AH feF A ME BB AEFHN YT B, MR E R EE M EBEFFHA
HEERMMB YT E KR A R, A L8R5 & W RT3, bl & 3 SR 8 1240338 B (Agelaius
phoeniceus) o /A5 BN B2 3] " P AR FOAE FIBE “ IR 2 PR R R A

AR E BRI, — SR R RE2E T B A R, Fletemeyer 257 % 1L, R K2 SRR D F ShEH 1 4h IR B A TR
BERENEYTH. YN RERREHEESWERRAEZERE BERNIEEEABEERY, K
(B3 a7 R
2 HEFIWNERUESEFIWHAMERITANERIE
2.1 WER#>]

WREE 2 ] 48 B Wil AT WA B AMA AT Ja A s S AR AR B 04T R Y o B AR T (2 5 % MR TE & R
LRSI B AR R K5 B TR0 TR ], HE R B S e R LR,

ML SRME, WEFIFRH BN BYERE, 1 HIRYEXS(Galls gallus domesticus ) 7 F|— 1~ 5 %47
BRI Sk AN 150K BT € B ) SR N , BRI R B (B SR N o B R W RF R A G
HKEYE, SR ekEX M ey .

2.2 MRS

YRR 5 St A M i AR, 33X b AR T Bl R AR AR BT B, A S E . R R b
R KU B ( Meriones unguiculatus) 1 15 B (Acomys cahirinus ) “**) 7] 38 123 MR PR 357 30 B A2 B[R BB
PR, ATE RS PRSI E LT RENEY . XA EEIT 2RI, H A
FrofUa BB O A MR g AW Y 75050 5 40 T X Fh & W gk 4% ST B i ik A R R 4
JLARP,

2.3 RWERKEF

S YTERBOL AP R BG4 %0 R R RIS S PR, st &0t B AR Rk SEARAE 1Y
B 7= A (o] PR S T, 982 X 2% 25 B M B B, 3 TR 5 R Ok 4% 4 1 Bk B2 PR T (condiitioned  taste
aversion, CTA) BRIRGER T JEsk B8, SR BUL A& Y5, BIE B B ¥A 3, H R E 5H A
A HEEREMERIL , SR R R IRE , XIS FR N H 34K £ 8500 ( poisoned partner effect,
PPE) M HALHI AT RS Sh 7 SR B 3E 1A s AN Y™ it , AT DA B R [5] B0 B A 28 26 11 3
Shik, %> F AE MR H A AR A R P B R R, MY YrEl. R MEERR
TR A BT AT IR AR P At A A A R B RSB, T R 26 AT B A R R A < RO R ) T
Yok D R P LAt AN A o I 4R B
2.4 BRHRZN

SRR REE T 3 Figid B B AFI XY E MERE R ET Y, 75 PR LA RE &R0 B4k
BEENEWER" eI, L P TR AR Rk, B B IS RS B RA MR, 25,4
IR E R L AT R s WLt , S ARl B O R B AR R R I R R 512
BT A MET RS I B, W R B 3R 2 515 42 ( Orycrolagus cuniculus) Jh 37 56 B J5 PR Ao B0 R B
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BRMEY™ o Post % BFFT R B AR bk B ( Neotoma floridana)) BRI Ak 3 B B 11 R A 1L 9 24
Lupfer 2598 & B, 4 €0 RN AR Se e B RSB A 9 B ™

McFayden-Ketchum 71 Poter"* i\ 45 £ By 70 H 2% 251k i WP , B 1 7T RE 22 48 4 1432 (L 58 2 W) A1)
FAEYEAMER. Suares™ {TFFTBR , B FEF R ( Rodentia muride) 41438 1 WA T (W6 B RE AR5 14
FHIRARBYTEFER . SRR R A RYn, ghid o B i a] R B AR R 2 AP @i i
AL R MBS R AR R M R YER , XM R T N BHA MR LRI, FAERHERY
i, SR FSL A 5, W EOT K o X AP ST REA A T BRI 2l {4 8] 70 5 18 DU /N T AE Y LD &
WA, 75 T I LAl (AR R 1 Ji SRR R 2T 14 IR 3R B 1 S/ NBDRLEE S T B 4 . BB AR
BV EESL R, HARTER 5 B ART , 2R3 548 2 (Solanum tuberosum L. ) F1%& )R ( Carica papaya)
R R BN RIMIEARAE— B , S SR LIRT IR B KA R —Fh BT HIRABRE R . XER
ERR RS2 RE A R EE™

B AR ) BRAT R — R R BT , B — R0 T sh W P A MBI AT R 7R
ZAEOLT A T it E BB AR (B2, 1 RIEAMA ) TR L5 Jo 5 Xt sh i f I B 3h
MAEFEAEEER. 57—, i TSI &MY EREFHEREZ 'Y, TS WA EWFK
BIARER. AT YR AT RN E B BRT NS B AR R E SR SR,
EH, A RAL R ST Sh W 8 B AT BT E BAE L AT , BFAMRE T TR B, IF H R et sh Wit
B ARSI E S o WAL 2 3T W5 0 IR 7 S ECHL R, b T30 14% sh kL B AT BN 2%
J&, AR sh Wy it A xt A B E M
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