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Absftract

Medaka fish(Oryzias latipes) is expected as the model organism to clarify the relationship between social
behavior and genetic information. This study aims to clarify the visual factor of the motion to induce the
shoaling behavior in medaka fish. For this goal, we conduct behavioral experiment that shows the
recomposed biological motion and evaluate the attraction effect of each features in the motion. The result
of the preliminary experiment suggests that the attraction effect of the pure biological motion is stronger
than the deteriorated biological motion.
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