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BN MBE A RBRE

WHET BWAL KEE

IR 35 0

(CRARIIIE N S/ DA T

FER

316022)

X5 KA

WE NI eRIRELINATNESFSRBROEFNARALZ - ENERS D% — 7
A3 NAKCEIGER KA, KA R 5 R A EAT N R 07 R I A o B AR AE . H
TR KRG ENEEN, GERERAESEN ST T AR GHMFARE LR, BHZRE
T B RMFFIA R E G AT RS, RET M A KN A AT A RIAREE FNATH ESFIH,
BB THETH AT R R G BRI RE S, Bttt b FR TR E I | R A R
EFEE, RARBEREHNARFELEAEENELRETENASENE. KXEHZE KA
AR ENBRTT, ERNBEEEFIRIT ., BB A g, FR A BAL B A o 10 AU B 7
B, RET UMW &L ANpT AT RNERT %5 BRER, FENER L, 27T 2RI R
MEAGRREGHEIARKFARAERT W, AR RCELARERTR HREERFHRAS

BV AESEEFHLENARESE
ES a0

hESEE S917.4 XC#EkERIDED A

YA RS Sh 138 o IR R GE AR BN B,
AT AL B S A7, JEHE AR AT e R i 5 2t
L, MBEA., F BN ESRREZNATN
(Shettleworth, 2001)., TAHIRE 11 (cognitive ability)7E 3]
YIRS MR . TR . BT LA KAt B
o R ¥ VR o S A LTI 5T o A R
AW 5 A 1) )7 [A) 2 — (Lind et al, 2025) ., - )
TT A58 G Ay, sh A K7 5 Hore b4k
B BALE AR )G (van Horik, 2011), AHE T 5254
FIM L2, 0 28 A AR b A A0 o 4 5 4 43 S
B, DR O R R 2 R A R R B AR
[, HAT AR 2 32 AR IR sl W AR R BE ) S
(Rodriguez et al, 2021), ¥4k, MEEMEE . 178
AR DA R AWIRA , 2= R 2500

@ RNy FIWN; 2RBA, HBATHN; BaETH
MEHS 2095-9869(2026)02-0129-12

HIRE 1 A IARE A TR 4 (Lucon-Xiccato et al, 2017).
Ve 4238 WK AR SRR B HES ) 280, s el
T FE AR EIAT R o o f A AR
il SIS S RO S SRR SRR T, R REN
St LS AL 2 L SR ) 2 T B IR Y
LRI 22\ 14T K (Kristiansen et al, 2020), 7EiC1Z5
RS, BRI T S L 2R S 2 Y Y
INFIZKE, RRAETE BRI AR, O 58 B s # A
A AR DI GO R R L AN, i BE )
(Danionella cerebrum) ] F] IR B M6 2k 2, T4
Jil v & (Lee et al, 2023), B th £ (Danio rerio) & I 45 )5
AICAZHRR E A R 5 IR EE T LA {5 B Z TR 8 JCHEE
TE R HI LB, AR TR o8 B A 55 v A A% e sk e
(Yashina et al, 2019), &M@ IREIL, @

* [ R [ IRFl 23 4 (32573485; 32102755) Ml [F 5 5 A58 & 115 i H (2023Y FD2401903) 3L [/] ¥ B .
O #WEEH: T, A%, Email: haoyuguo@163.com
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TEPAT L3R DN 55 e T A0 7 308 0 i DX 45 44 5 il
AR ME S W) B A R A LM (Bshary et al, 2002;
Hurtado-Parrado, 2010), — &/ NS UNBE D, He
W2 RGE N FEARGE R | A2 A Kb 2k 27 W) o 7
b E# ST, SARME R G BA —E RN, H
2 R I 5 BT 2 T R A4 Ao 55 it 22 1R A 7
P 1 B AE R R (K al ueff et al, 2014; XIZESE, 2023),
XL 5 I R AN AN — R A T IO IR
ALY A G, IR A B A HE Sh A RE
TR IR 5 e 2 SRR T R AR
BEAh, T AR A AT S IR AH 1 AR A Y ) 181 H 25 32 3]
BeF S5 8 A 51 (Chiang et al, 2024) . 128 fiT B 4%
FINHTRE 1 547 0 216, 2 HGE 0] % 58 3 58 A 2
T ) OC EE A, 5 IR AR VA G . XA 20
TN B REE DAL, TR 0 W A A KT 1) E AR
P, HRfE AR IAERE . E 5idie, BB E
EHAT AT RINFE RS, LIRS B R, N
AT A =30 25 W R, BSOS A
AR LG8 A SR 7 A 2 A IR 5 A o i i &2
24203042 . 25 RN . BEBIRE 1 Bt BRI S50 56
STy AT 5, ZR G B R i o 1 e 5 S
F, I AR K = 2550 5 el A8 B b I T TE R
DU A i 8D AR DG4I B It R B2 A5 5 % S R R o

1 &XwxE3I5iglZ

SN R R R | A 2] S C IS AR G
7 (Shettleworth, 2001), Xf 20w, HEH T
T2 el i Wy 35 A2 B A e WO AN ARER B AR, T
AR 2205 A5 1 AR P 22 R 8 . RaE S B 5
ok H AN IR RS - B B ARG RS LU
HoAb AR A FRAE S, S WA T SR X AR PR B A
IR (Rodriguez et al, 2021)., 4 i fiE 7 2 e
S B S A, 02 2] i A2 2 e b
9 R AR 4> (Munro et al, 2024) ., 2% ) Z 45 1 4
B | R AT B 28 RAE A AR AR AU 3 A
AL TN T8 X 3% 2L 22 50 05 B AT % | A7t RN H LAY
fit 1 (Okano et al, 2000). — & 3L [FlF Il 1 #2880 1 &
FeISE RN IER , A HRE S T T 22 50 8t A )
TAA S BT RIAT IR

MARPA Z A A, WS I T
(imprint behavior) (Dittman et al, 1996) . >J 1k
(habituation) (Legorreta, 2020) . % #t % 1 ) 4%
(classical conditioning) (Fort et al, 2019) . #fEME 41k
J2 4t (instrumental conditioning) (Horner et al, 1961) .

T 7 PE2% 3 (procedural learning) (Croy et al, 1991) . 7%
1E2% > (potential learning) (Odling-Smee et al, 2003) A
Je i > (insight learning) (Jungwirth et al, 2024)%;
ZMiEX . RYCT e 5idiemiis, FEER
TSR B > SRR T R AL o i B A A
RTFBESHISERN AR, YTtR g2y RR2s
(BT . A HEAR B . AU I o P TR A5 o B AR Y
AR, B I oG T A0 287 AR A i 3l B v i e 3
() 72 1% A1 5 s (Brown et al, 2011; Carcea et al,
2019), filan, 8307/ # i (Chindongo demasoni)7E
St A M52 2 i, gL B Y AR S HER I
EHRT, HBRRDLIR R ) B AT 2250414 LU ) A 3 52
L PRI (Long et al, 2022), X Ff iy 2% = # 1E 1 IA 0
P, B T BEIRAR IR, id it s AL
e, HE— AR T AMATERT & L RS A S M E
SEOCHRAT R TR BN AT RE 01 R SR (Crystal, 2024) . Rt
X} e ) SiC LR IR AT, ACH B TR 7R
HANHI)RE () A= W2 il 55 38 07 P 25 5L, ok PR
HES N HIRE 1 AL AR SRS HL IR AL T B2
AL o

2 BEPZEHTAFEE
21 ZEAL

23 [N R sh R B | A 3R o 20 5[] 45 5L DA
PR SR RE ST, BARRI N2 g2 A
=Y 2s [AE BAY AT o ad B2 (Poucet, 1993)., 1% HE 1158
VI TE . PR R . BRI M A O AE AT
Y] HH )& (Fukumori et al, 2010) . {F J AL TG T 42 248
TRARFREE B2 RE , 028 0 A AR T = L e S
M zs AN HIRE ST . YAt R, S HEA AR AR
BER L84 T | 25 () ST DA I 847 R 78 9 ) 2 Fh s ]k
47k (Ward et al, 2013; Lucon-Xiccato et al, 2017,
Sibeaux et al, 2024) . i LB AN A4 924008 5 05 1k 1Y)
AW R, BORBZ FIEYE o , 285 528 KO FL
AR I 4325 A FN LS B AL (Salena et al.,
2021) . M dn, oKCE TG R B, AH U JE W) 2K 6
(Lamprologus ocellatus) i 1 B8 % F1] FH 6 12 4% 4 S i
FEMEAI, I T] LAGE G P45 2k 2% R i 2k o V4 2 o S mg
HEM-T LA MER T A R TR, R S EL s A
FHPURY . 24028 R AZHL ] (Sibeaux et al, 2024)
Fukumori 5% (2010) % X s K #= ] (Apogon notatus) i1
oM, HAEEAE IR 9] 6 /> A Ay Zag s, &
NS N EYEE A= - KB S R g1 RN VA

MR, BRI A ARG vk, Al AR 52
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WG R IR B, 43k i BE A i 9 == P S S5 ) EE
AR SRR B AN PR RS o = IS 22 R FH K R
ZE4T5L 56 (Lucon-Xiccato et al, 2017; Kabadayi et al,
2018), HFAMN) T 5E ok WA 0 2 AE [ AR IR T R R
FLAT R el 2 Hezs [mIIA B 1 (M etcalfe et al, 2008) .

Plus-maze

o

Number of Publications
w

| —]
w

Y-maze

Number of Publications

@@ Anxiety

Learning and memory ([l Locomotor activity

PN K BT S BG H SR BT R R 2k B SR B T Y
BLY BBRE . PERE . SBRRES, K1), ik
O ETEZS [MEA U B4R > i R R B N
Ji(Saito et al, 2005), &l ZAFM kRS, RET
%5 T DAl fa s A AT AR ifEfL T2 —

T-maze

2 24
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Alternative-mazes

1

Number of Publications
I -

Preference (@ Spontaneous alternations

Bl 1 BEE AT R AR T SOk PR Lk B SE 62 A AL % 11 (5] A Benvenutti et al, 2021)
Fig.1 Representative design of the main maze apparatuses reported in the zebrafish behavioral research literature
(from Benvenutti et al, 2021)

2.2 FTEPAFKEE

23 [N R W 2 48 N AR B Z P E R T
EN S SRS R, FE 20 4l 90 4EAR,
Rodriguez %5 (1994){f i i ok B LG IESE , & fafeisiz
FHANTR]) 04 25 (1) S W6 figf ke [ AT, e B0 HH R0 6 st [
MIRE ST o EVHIT, 2 A £ 2 i 2 (B AN SR s Uy
W2 DL AR SR g LUE A 3R o Sk mg . wl
HHA TR A Bz sy (e . AiR)ieAZ; i
SRR EURTREVATS L N iDEE 32 S P I aF= SV 51 B
B, JRER G R LS . M A5 22 FiE B AT A
(Wolbers et al, 2010; Z=##r, 2023), Braithwaite %
(1996)fifF 5% & BH, A Ph 7 e (Salmo salar) i 1) FH AL 6 £k
R AARUR) BRI S, JFAEE (5 BT
AU 48 28 MR8 2R 2R o TE A5 52 28 sl e 2 R A2 PRI 1
U S 5 e R (T R R S I DS s TN
Ban, Y HbR A E KA R, R CHERT 2 B fa
(Gnathonemus petersii) 2 W& ¢l I JE T ~I 38 H iz
B 2k AT A (Schumacher et al, 2017) . {H X} T AS [
ARV R UL, R A PR AR B A — o i R G
PE, fil4n, Odling-Smee %7(2003) Hb48 T A2 1% Tt o

5] 97 Hh = il ff1 (Gasterosteus aculeatus) fit) %5 ] LA %1
W, & PR AR A LBE MR (K B g S, i
J 5 W TE AR Bz 25 B o X — 25 5 Rl T4 5 A
B2 I AR M 22 S 0 L Bt fift FH 1% 223 T] DA 60 5 %) 52 i)
—— Vb 3 R A MR Ry T A iR I PR K A
ISR EM A HiEahfE B G M, T A
[N T 2R G961 v B3 P 5 P 3

3 PERlEE
3.1 HE¥HH

B ] S 1R R X 43 S R B 4R A O ) W
FEXS 2220 R BE T o V5 R A 60 v 5 B 8 507 Ak 3
X, HAEPACDRTR | 42 H. 3l LA BRI PR 5% IR 25
P o ok & v 38 & 4% & 22 4E JH (Reznikova et al,
2011), EJLHARMARFEE IR SE, B RIaE 1)
VAETE T A (Agrillo et al, 2009; Reznikova
etal, 2011), M4t Ay, a2 S B T
IEE R G TR, AR T X RS
METEARIATE— SR F T, X TPk |
ELUA I AR o RS B0 G 5 (A e e, RIS R
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AN B 0 R it (i 15 R T 34 i (Feigenson et al,
2004; Jordan et al, 2006) ., il 4n, BELh fa G AL k2 X 43
1:252: 3MBUELL A HEI T2 3 1 4 LA BT,
L Fe BN 5 35 T W (Potrich et al, 2015), th4h, 3
S sT R B, A B BRI RE 1 iE & a2 B gt &
) (AN AR ZH B ) A AP (R AR ) 55 LR 1 52
M (Xiong et al, 2018; Bai et al, 2019; Fu et al, 2024),
P R HE R BE R ZAMEIREE 5 N TERES
S R A 3 R A R

EAS R RS, M 27E 50 BB HEPUAT 55 o) 3 &
2 [R) s A FH BB A 85 3 S48 {8, (A ik e 3
LS IR K L) (Miletto et al, 2014; X &4,
2018), ML, HH G A B T 2002 T Ak 4 il i 2
LA, LIRSS AR YEUEF RS
S AR A B M oS, BB fa S S e ol s & F
Tk (Agrillo et al, 2009), #il4n, £ (Gambusia
affinis) 7€ #F VR K /N 45 AT LUAS 8% X 20 BUE AR
B EE R ARCR T 4 R, A HEEE S I Ei
T BEECE L (Agrillo et al, 2008), IL4h, #H2iftEd
XoF 0 A IR B B R I LA BB i sg . BFSE R B,
rf14E 5] 31l i (Spinibarbus  sinensis) 7 B 44 1 3 H A 98
) A e T L B A Y R R, O LR B X
FEREAR G 0 2w - (F rh AR 4%, 2016; X #E5%, 2018),
BRI, eI A S a2 H0E B 6E 1 s sl fe v,
IR LA 25 1 AN BIL R 1) P 78 R 5 A0 B 85 1)

ST
32 fHEEIEWHEF

TE B SRR, 0 b AR S A 7 XU 5 i 4 1Y
R, DM DR . BEE A O B 5 Wkt R Rz [a] )
KA (Lima, 1998), RHitt, P fEn iR & 5
KW, A B DR AR A B OGN N BE ) (B2 18 4%
2023), M F/AKARREZM:, AT & R 2
BCE R VLSS BURE IR . e AR DLE i A
OEERSITR) . 2= (BN B R 5AK) AU
(X AR R 2l B IR S 2R 2R, 255 FIr B AR
R0 B U % % (Ferrari et al, 2007; Newport
et al, 2018) ., #ilan, ki g (Astyanax bimaculatus)
XA 51k 2 e R A e AR I g, ELZE PR R B AE A
3R B0 Sl B AT O /9 S 0 3 5 (Elvidge et al,
2012), B AR O IR B E E B
2 HA A RLVRRAE A A g, s S — 2 IRz 1k
fit J1(Ferrari et al, 2010),

025 0 BEAAT R 3 JE B e B A IR AT R
RS o 000 2 2 DR KAV e A7 BR B, ks

## (Pimephales promelas) % i £ & 1) 5 5 JE 23 A1 L
Ui 55 (Ferrari et al, 2010). [AIR, AN Ay A= BORZS (a0
Jf K ST ) AL TR 2 52 ) FL PR SR RE O, ) Gn 2 L S £
(Betta splendens)r H %5 Kz Jii /K SF- s 2 88 H e fIE 1 B
BRF(Bessaet al, 2023), XKML FRI, sl
BHEIEIHE DA ZEERA L K]
12, FFBEREIREE 5 NAERAS ShAS AR 1 &2 2 A /i

4 FEAFIEES
41 #HEFET]

FERERA 2T SR A48 sh W i A HA A, SREBUGHT R
B EEH R e 2R 2 Oy, X AT O S R R A G
Y& (Vilhunen et al, 2005)., X FhfE ) fii 8 2K BE 08 = 4k
b3 SR PREE L B R IR T R R XURS: , AT
b 3 BEAGAM FHR R W XU 5 5[] il AR (Laland et al,
1997; Brown et al, 2002) ., 7£ & /1, AN H & E
SH VS BE (19 7T 5 (Perca fluviatilis)4h o 544 2856 ()4
RIRTE, nI i HAR & s $2E 7+ (Magnhagen et al,
2003). FEJAHE I, MIOUER R Z W ),
ST W F B R et e 3 0 AR [543 B2 S AP
FE 6% AT H(Horn et al, 2019), X T2k it
PR 2] IR FURE B BT, 28R AL RE
PRALAE BT, 2B AE PR UL, BV i %)
AR IEE, 20 H X2 S 3 8E S5 (5 B Rt
RV )R EREPE . BN, Lachlan 45 (1998) & BLTE ik
‘BT 55 th L4 1 (Poecilia reticulata) 554 1] GE B —
N LB, AR IR — R C LKA, B4
FHBAA B G222 R 22 MR RE DT, X Fhbe
W R 3R R T AR B2 2] I RSCR 5w 1 o (H LS BRak
o A AFAE — 5 WA BT TR 2 f5e 9 B 78 Y X 2 07 R
Wy I Rt R B 7 80T, SR L AR AT g 254k
SLRAE AT 5, Il AR BT R BE AR B AR Y 4k 2L
4% o BN, SR AL B 4E I I 25/ MR FLAE fa i i
AL AR B (R L), 7EllZhad R b g i AR
ZEN GRS AR ] LR R A B, BV S5 0 1 /N A
CH e 2B, KLU AR SR K
#%4k(Laland et al, 1997), KM TLILLRKMMERS
YA Al e s A i o ) FE R IR T dE R R AR, TR
B E M REIARAT A XA I b [ AR 7R T A A
SRR T B TP A E AR .

42 IBEES

P A 0 0 2S00 I B R AR 0 ) — PR OCERE AT
T o S B SRR TR R
WA 55 24 25N HTBE 71 (Guadagno et al, 2024),
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JF3E T S | A2 BT 5 S5 5 70 AR [ 42338 b o7 1%
B.(Fernald, 2014), JHRFEA 2 HIE ALK (R &
SCRCAT A AR B Sl - N B MR 22 57) SR A2
PRINHE I (Social defeat paradigms)JTJE#F57 (Lai et al,
2023), 245 Y 3E R R PR 0 f0 Bl X sl 4 g /N R A
PERIVHEAAR, fii HOE o B 9P i SF M 451 (Bozi et al,
2021; Culbert et al, 2023), et EHIY ML,
TR BRI m B GEIE . B, I
A] BEFEBf A @ 1 55 (Lim et al, 2020; Culbert et al,
2023). MJE AR Z B mlahE | A S IR 55 R
5%, G T X . R SFENIE i B0
RN BB R MMEZE S, 51k AT R, SEIHH
SO NN Y NI (E DG B R T W U el A a5
S BRI )3 A A 2 A BT 2 B L (Guo
et al, 2017),
43 HEEE

BYEAT AR T it SN e, fE a2k
Hh DU B L DA T B R M A 2 o B R R KA AT B

S Z Mt (Soares, 2017) (&1 2). X LEAT HITE—E
FEEE bR T A PR 2 6 R | B A I 35 A
HIRe ) M AT R AR P SR ], AT
HREE . SRGAE . TRARAVES B A e 2 552
(Brown et al, 2011) , Hrh i AN SAE R X B RG
P, BV TR 9 b i B s 3R AL R R 25 . Mg
(Elacatinus oceanops)5“ % ' i1 [ H.AF S fie 175 11y
RN Z— . HIEm L& P R R A S s
N, ARSI, HOEH R R T e A
A= Hy (Bshary et al, 2006a) . %A 1EW K &2 22 B HLH
WA AVE R QAT ki — 2, A fal SR i A 5 i 25 5
S YRR AR T TS R R R > — L S A A
EMIEL, RgAELZEETRARELRZNNMAZ
f], HAMENT# & A — A, g, ZHE9%}
(Cichlidae)fi s, XURH 4 TAVEEIE, Mtk
S, S4B (Reebs, 2011), B —ft4h ikl
IERHLM B ERIEE T —A%, JLRIRIHIKEE AR |
TRE IS F 4 M4 (Sato et al, 2024), LA G1E

K2 At AR (51 A Bshary et al, 2014)
Fig.2 Examples of fish social cognitive ability (from Bshary et al, 2014)

A AR LE i 1 (Astatotilapia burtoni) iz 1% ek 14 7 BRI AR A48 8] ) 55 90 0C 22 (8195 : - Russ Fernald);
B: LI # £ (Thalassoma bifasciatum) i 7= B3 i R 41, 15 B A 2R v ol JE e e G G2 (K1 . Robert Warner) ;
C: ZUS oA S A 5 0E V8 A C R I SS Bt s D A IHHR AR FH DUl P 7E 7 b i) 52 B0 k5
E: A5 £0 510568 PE - RG4S (K1Y . Alexander Vail)
A: The cichlid Astatotilapia burtoni uses transitive inference to predict male hierarchies (Image: Russ Fernald). B: Spawning
migrations in the wrasse Thalassoma bifasciatus as an example for arbitrary traditions (Image: Robert Warner). C: Cleaner wrasse

adjust service quality to the presence of bystanders. D: Rock pool blennies use cognitive maps to jump ‘blindly’ between pools.
E: Groupers coordinate joint hunting with moray eels (Image: Alexander Vail).



134 ook B

¥ B Ve

18 Z AR IL R 47 3 DA S2 30 B — AR L 58 i H
b, HAVEE JCT75 A th & M i (Connor, 1995). i 4,
i £ i85k £/ (Plectropomus  pessuliferus) 5 TUEE £ iy fifs
(Gymnothorax javanicus)zs >k AN [A] f4) 45 4 5 i i 7]
g, RIS TRAMATS, MAIEARSIFRGHE
fA]—J5 5 Sk 45 4P i A% (Bshary et al, 2006b) ., 1 A%
BN R E RN A —, WA EE R Mm2khe
BETEON A AR 1 FIW A VR aS o 5 UL T R ] B
WEH. pln, fLE MR ITEIEEmER, Hi7h
% [ E4T A 1445 (Edenbrow et al, 2017), 4 [m) £} 51 4%
AN, AT R, SRR RO IR B ),
EATIRYE R A e B B o 3PPt [R] A1 T A i S B I
RS PR, AR T & B R R A SN 4
PE, BRIV Z Y (G388 7 2 SRR L 28 ) 4R R AR
0 RV 8 S BN S F el

5 &FIINFBENTEKF=FRE TN Fh i M

51 FEBAEHIIL

TEFRHH S, 38 Ak ST 2 LA ISR (s
OGS HEROMRICIER) B R A A S (il 2k
S fl it F bR LISRICE 1), R | St AR E I 1)
Fidh s SRR b B AR RRHR 9 L $R S AL
2, HE TS ROIR AL . Hrp, BT A S ES
PIRCMEERAE, R Ermdife” s =PIk R AR, ©AESR
B A R T2 )% (Jobling et al, 2001) . %35 AR T 1
KW REE, WS RE A S E S SRS, P
BUARAT BT, SEURG B | B2 i SRS TR 55,
2018). %4 AR H i 2 75 2R i (Acanthopagrus schlegelii) .
LA (Pagrus major) . KP4V (Salmo salar). 4T f§
(Oncorhynchus mykiss) 55 £ Fft £ 2 v J I 1
(Abbott, 1972; Tlusty et al, 2008; 445, 2012). #
G35 30 1 i 2 1 A7 484 9 R 75 4R 4 1V T 3
(HR1EE4E, 2012),

5.2 BB

N T BF ) B S 175 5802 0 208 38 5 ik gt 5%
B UK Y 6 i 1) |91 (Osathanunkul et al, 2023), 247 HF
FERI, N T BT MY RE s A Ak i 38 4k
(24, 2018; Camara Ruiz et al, 2019; X%,
2019), HlEATHEMSH . B, W@ AN T
BEF RS AR R A MELDE g R AR R (T R AR
2018), M2k R 5855 BN 2% B I B 45 5 B A
IRAETE B 2 22 S (R 2558, 2019), i HU& S0 8 mT
e SR AR . A, N TEF W ATESR

PRBE T 8 5 2 A B AR R, e eI
BRI, fHTHAE AR AU B PR rh i TR I R SR R
MEEHENRE . 7o, NTHRERMAETEEATER
Y fH A (Sales et al, 2023). T & 45 & & (Futia et al,
2025) L) s T A ek 28 45 (Yokota et al, 2006), X
T DI B RO R e 2 B I R0 2Ok 1, X EEAT
AV AR 225 | o — ZR 9 W0 3 oy MR s, e 2852 Tl 1
Tl ) A 0GR (fa /N4, 2012; Johnsson et al,
2014; Guo et al, 2022) . NI, T7EH5H i AP 0 B 7 o 2
o, WA A BT IR SE A R AR I 2R, TRED A
T AN, B AT s v . AR, [
WAMT 228 MR F 45 (Naslund et al, 2016; 9T
4%, 2015; Zhang et al, 2020). #fi & & ##& (FHl5E,
2018) K i A &l %k (Meilisza et al, 2011)%5 ff1 )% T
JETHREMMG, AR T UESE, RIS S I 2k
D7 AR — 5 R BE A ROUR AR N T R Y SC B A
HRbE, PR SR R B A EfEBE T (Rae et al,
2020), AR X R A 2SO R B AT N YA R
TEHBEHIS T,

5.3 FRE A LR FI K T HI B

TAJIBE 1 S sh 0 PR BT Bk R ) 56 Sk 3L Atk , HAT
KRB ZIMAT R . 2ET Sl BER M 55 ) n] G %
S BRA AR 1 S A5 5 4R FIPIRZS (Bshary et al, 2022) .
AR, BEFE shYI R A BB WR AL, 12 A48
FITA) R H 25 52 2L X f2sd o) SR T iR A
WFIE, SRRk AL 7R 0 2R A SRR S 517 R 75 2R 4
fET AR, A BT RGN ME N TR 5
T AR FRSL . AFFE R, KA T H0% 5 5 A
BP0 28 2 I BLEs eI R | BRI R AT A
SENHIBRE , X S AR 2 AR AK P N IR A TN
Frii(Oliveira et al, 2022), il i3 #8552 5 A Fniil 2
TG, AR AT S5 ] 26 B H B i3 1 T
TR AT R TG, ATV R A AR T B 1 () 2 A
(Zhang et al, 2021), I, FIAHIGE S PFAh 99 A 375
HRARFGEETEMIR R, BB TR H R R
A 1 W T

5.4 HiEEleg A

5 £ BB A B B A A TR
SRR AT A A AR E S (A s sh s . RET)
FeH 751 S 402511917 Ky (Popper et al, 1998; fi] /=%
%, 2024), FEFX—EH, 7l H T R A2
PO ) PR S B, TR TH B VR S0 - i,
WP LED ST R Ak o=, mT AW 51 I 2
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AR AL 2 ) AR & (Sugandi et al, 2019), 11 T
TEK FAGHRERE B . 201, nl e o) Y5 Fl SE 3% fa
FEMBERA T N o Ban, SR A A 24 R AR A=
Yy B £ 1% 1 (Neogobius melanostomus) ik 1774 , H:
RORE 2 TAE 5 & W) 7515 (Turco et al, 2025), [t
TRATT R 3 F IS 0 s E AR, Xt
PR SR 7 b & | B R R A R Y B S A
VRIS

6 SEEREE

AR SR B 25 BIF 5T T B i 1A S AR A A I
A N ATRE 1 B A SEBE 9T B T & R M AT AR
B2E 5 ESA AR 22 B RS 4 o HF5E A
FLHAXT A BB A T N SR, B AL R R B AN
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PR At o B Eh & 2N 4E ) E B H R
eI, HE, R4 H ATz U O B 1 2 5 M il
R, AT E BN B, A AN A I A
BESIE . DR T B . i bm Ak B FH S e 55 T
FEEEZ 2 [ 5K

(1) A0 & A R DA T RE 0 I 5% T R A A4
F RS SR DRV 2 X, BT SR L
Ab B AF T A BB AE B LU AT o B R
(Shettleworth, 2009). #Rifii, 1% LAEELARBEGE R
PRI 53 27 e T e A 2 Ak ol TR E I S50 7 vk, 3
B e = X, e LUE R G — TS O T 53 A%
L, A TETF R ISV HIBE I WFIE AT, 75 24 XA

®1 AEHIAFEE

FIAHIGE S, 45 S BB I S, A BT ke o -iF
TR, MAIERNFERINRE I TR 4w, WAL &R
Gtk B PEA .

(2) A A 5 12k B AR AL A RE D AF ST 1Y
SEhh o GV SOTIERWES , HRTE &R 2
o HEAL 2 38 T vk T T PP A f0 A [R) 2 B2 (9 WL A R
(£ 1), XEHEAELRERIE, ELREXR TR
BRENAEE S0 SR, M2 TE7E & 8 A 2
7K AE PR, B 2 O TN Jr vR A AT M DA B0 S
R WESYITE A SRR I BE 1, HLah R AR %
J& % 5% 3| Jii &F (Johnson-Ulrich et al, 2020; Bshary
et al, 2022), ITAFk , A BT I 4 >R FH“ DA L it 41
(cognitive battery) /7%, MAIRIZEE RGIEAL INHIHE
Ji(Medina-Garcia et al, 2021), 7F—EfEE Fitm T
VEAG 4 E M o S5 S 2SO HIRE ) A5 1 4 T S 5
D510 AR AR A R0 I ST A 2R I A N RE T A AL
MR R, 7R H AR 5 VA Re et oe
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(3)Fl ] 43k 5 Ff Py 1] 48 2 S5 A R RE T3 F 5%
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HE 77 1 0 3R] 43 46 5 A N T 98 % (Patton et al,
2015). fl4n, #EREEfaE R 22 At S
AE T, T JE P b T B B AR S0 5 A R
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Mk 77 %

Tab.1 Different cognitive ability test methods
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categories
] 5ige S A LA S 3 (2 BB E ) | SURLHSI] | 2 2] R Gt pRfp ], Bull, 1928;
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=S R RS

B A TR/ NEARAT S5
HL5E B 1 BEHEARDT R BERITESS |

ESNNEE SUEF N1 S 2 STV IR

R E g 4 | 4% S5 IO I [ 45
bl MR SN e B SN R S Y

Ward et al, 2013;
Holbrook et al, 2009

Potrich et al, 2015

Santaca et al, 2021;
Milinski et al, 1990

AR 5256 HERRAE
WEHIEYION  WHEETGULS . e BITFREY TEE B . A AT iR . Mitchell 2012;
LR R RTLL Tl B 3 A W ) B Elvidge et al, 2012
LRI FEREE TS A SSYONEE . ABEESIROR . RS A1 Lachlan et al, 1998;
BAETT I BT R IR IR AT A A0 % Bozi et al, 2021;

Sato et al, 2024
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Abstract

Cognitive abilities of animals are a focal topic in contemporary behavioral ecology and

comparative psychology. Fish are the only vertebrate clade that is fully adapted to aquatic
environments, and display distinctive adaptations in perception, information processing, and behavioral
decision-making. The aquatic habitats on which they depend differ markedly from terrestrial systems
regarding physical structure, light regimes, chemical cues, and ecological pressures. These differences
have shaped the unique cognitive traits and behavioral strategies of fish. A systematic understanding of
the cognitive performance of fish and the behavioral and ecological mechanisms underlying it explains
the evolutionary trajectories and adaptive significance of animal cognition and provides theoretical and
applied guidance for sustainable fisheries management, the optimization of aguaculture practices,
improvements in the welfare of farmed fish, and informs discussions on ethical handling of animals.
This review incorporates the research on fish cognition, emphasizing the advances in four domains:
learning and memory, spatial cognition, perceptual discrimination, and social cognition. We further
summarize commonly used experimental paradigms and methodological approaches in studies of fish
cognition and, on this basis, critically assess the limitations and challenges of prior studies and
priorities for future research. This study aims to deepen the theoretical understanding of fish cognition
and broaden its practical applications in aquaculture and the management of fishery ecosystems.
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