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Introduction Results & Discussion 

Recently, Covès et al (2006) have designed a monitoring system that Food-demand behaviour monitoring ~. Social interaction observations 


simultaneously rècords the individual triggering activity of numerous fi.h 
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fish when fed with a self-feeder. The authors were able to provide Self.feeder '-= 72-82% total F' 

new insight on the voluntary food-demand (FD) of the European L o o 29Iow-tri~ juvenile seo boss. Groups of 50 fish displayed individual differences in fi.h 

the food-demand activity. "> 
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No competition noticed between the fish for the occess of the trigger. The high-triggering fish 
actuate strongly the feeder and seems to maintain its food satus without sign of aggressivity. This 
individual has no preferential access to food resources and consequently, has not the best growth. 
But, these individuals seem significantly stressless and appear to be responsible for the food­
provisioning of the whole group. 

Conclusions 

\ 

Applications "0(. 

A dominance scheme would explain the food-demand activity and the stress differences, but the Studies .ShOUld provide basic behavioral 

absence of aggressive interactions do not confirm it. The assessment of other neurophysiological and physiological indicators of social 

factors, as AVT (arginine vosotocin), coul'd confirm this hypothesis. More experiments must be done to stress in seo boss to improve their 

determinate if the high-triggering fish has an advantage of its great activi1ty, e.g. in feed intake. welfare in aquaculture. 



