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Generation 1

Population 1
74+10+0
AMF = ———
=567
Population 2
54+8+14+3
AMF =
4
| =75
v v v L
Within-generation AMF
adult 5 8 14 3 5.67+75
K / = 5 = 6.585
2
Generation 2 Within-generation AMF = 11.31
Generation 3 Within-generation AMF = 7.13

Between-generation GMF = 1/6.585 x 11.31 x 7.13 = 8.097
Between-generation variance (BGV) of AMF = ¢%(6.585,11.31,7.13) = 4.455

1 GBSO TEEE pEUCBIT 28k 4 S, 1 IEORHEREA 72EE D 7 7 v F TH
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h#EE 72 TR LB THOETCORBOMTHIE I NS, &M FE@E0E (GMF) 134
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IR E X 72208 2 BT FEEICE (GMF) T8 % @ GMF = 6.585 x 11.31 x 7.13 = 8.097.
FETREE, B 2flEo%hiE4 ~v b (K1 oflo7, 10, 0) RFUCAEEAEL 5
el ic M ¢ Rn s 7 vy FOBEHEARV (104, 0, 3) ZAWVIC (D
& HBEEIICI) HATHER R DT, 2N 5 DV Z DIENITEE D W 2 1B & 72
%, — /. B OMEBIIRIHAR E coBhiofERTch 5, 23t lx £ 72 CHBIGE D
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GMF>0 Z#fEFF L2 i & vy, AMF OtREIRE) %64 2 2 & TEv GMF %3E
53 % HEIE 13, — % IC bet-hedging #REE & FE (X3 % (Yasui, 1998; Yasui, 2001; Yasui & Garcia-
Gonzalez, 2016), V R 7 [FRERE Z £ H— DR (H 2 1 XEREEH3EAL 3 2 BT ARIRIN
RAET S L) REDRSFE R T EE I, % o TR —E 7e [ 7
HISEE MR T2 (BIZIEGMF =35 x5x5="5), /. FNFNEx 2B ICHEIGL
7= R DRI (B 2 1 ZIRARIR & JERHIRGN) % 464 2 % H{L L 72 i i 8 m 7B 5B
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5), &b 5D bet-hedger b JE bet-hedger *°JE bet-hedging (NBH) (f§l 2 iXGMF =
V8x2x8x2=4) XV bE\ GMF %i#mF %, bet-hedging )& (3B & WY IA < 47
EbioTwb, Bz, IRIRFET O &5 #I5EH (Cohen, 1966). AL L 7 \>—JZI%L
(Charnov & Krebs, 2008). #%0% v F ~D4EEDN (Root & Kareiva, 1984). #% |0 25H
(Philippi & Seger, 1989; Stearns, 1992)., M ® % [n]23)& (Yasui, 1998; Yasui, 2001; Yasui &
Garcia-Gonzalez, 2016; L 2> L Holman, 2016 » & X)7 & Cd %, bet-hedging )5 13 HHH
b AVRELOEARFN O —DTH 5,

%2 [THMPEYE (AMF) T3 2 2384 (GMF) cldiso ] 138 L v

TABLE 2 “Lose in terms of arithmetic mean fitness (AMF) but win in terms of geometric mean fitness (GMF)" is difficult

Case 1 Genotype A Genotype B Case 2 Genotype A Genotype B
AMF in Generation 1 10 > 9 AMF in Generation 1 10 > 9
AMF in Generation 2 15 > 9 AMF in Generation 2 15 > 9
AMF in Generation 3 1 < 7 AMF in Generation 3 1 < 9
AMAMF 8.6667 > 8.3333 AMAMF 8.6667 < 9
BGV 33.5556 > 0.8889 BGV 33.5556 > 0
GMF 5.3133 < 8.2768 GMF 5.3133 < 9
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Philippi and Seger (1989) iZ bet-hedging % [#EICE OFEE (A) L EDMD b L — FA
7T, REQENTTIITY (B) #IGE.2 T2 X5 AaREASERWEREEZRFOC &
BHB| LEFRLEZ (A & (B) BFEEPMAZ), LEALIOERIHBDTHE T
Hb, F¥H (A EFE B) BRILATFA—=2—%{ETDEA50», ZLTED LI RF
#) (AMF %£7:1% GMF) 2 EWK3 500, oL~ (AN E 2 HRE) ootz % x
5 D0, HIRD X 512, bet-hedging (FRMIMFERICBT 2 & TH 2 206, [408] 1THEAR
M<TH 5 %722% 5 ,GMF I3 bet-hedging )5 D HAIBEIE 2 D722 5 Il S X 115 FH (B)
¥ GMF Tlx7% < AMF (2 o HREHEMT TG TH 2 AMAMF TREhd ;K 15K Th
BREZL 5, (A) IR GME Th 2 RE 72, 2wz 2 DERHKIZ GMF
& AMF o RSB BGV) L Do ML — V4 7 L& N5, Z DEFIL bet-hedging
JBE (] 2 1 EFEFKHR 5 Cohen, 1966) (xR [E @IS E OIRE) (BGV) Z#IfilL GMF %
BhnX 4225, AMF (BERNER) S TIIa A NB03t W) e Thbd, 2I2TH
5—2D L —FA+7 (ADMHE) 23, AMAMF & BGV O EDMHBEOfER L LT, GMF
¢ AMAMF oRic b iffan s, Z® GMF & AMAMF @ F L — F > 713 bet-hedging
DAFERBEHELEZONTE, LELARBLID L — N4 7 DEIEST X 2R
DEEZF ER LTwd, EEBERIUMRIILIELIE (EHE2»5) HE LD bet-hedger 23
Bz 1ER2 D7 —2 1D X 5 ITIE bet-hedger MIX X b /N & 7 AMAMF & kK % 7 GMF
RT e AERINS Z & 23H A (Childs et al., 2010; Starrfelt & Kokko, 2012), L 2L
BGV ol iz 43 Ld AMF %5 & FiF 3 LB v (K207 —-22), 2o [AMF T
BT 52 GMF T2 | v — A ZA[REICT 587 X — 2 —HiIZIEF IR X 9 1l b
ns,

Bet-hedging D E#FHDMESH (£3) %#IRVIE3 &, Slatkin (1974)1% GMF & BGV D& D
MBI (P L—FA7) % [ LU AMAMF % R0 #igf o I 054 1l o> THIfF L T 7z,
Lo LEIFFEICEWT, AMAMF 2R UCIChiz 3 D313 8 A EEITARARETH Y., o
ERIT - ENEREFFOICT &, OB DFEH 7S (Philippi & Seger, 1989; Seger &
Brockmann, 1987)13 Z ®Z L v AMF & w5 E&fFicfitiu T w7z vy, Starrfelt and Kokko
(2012) & Haaland etal. (2019)ICE > Tz, AMF K TFIZHLETHR W & ZEICEED TW»
5o

CDX %L —FA7HEDEROEMIZ, EETHLRLOBERN I X b & RFR
L~ COEBEIGEORTZEBRLCTWa Z LIRS 2, fl2iE, BENICRVwa YT
4 ¥ 2 v D bet-hedger B THOMEKIE, 72 2R MO R M E2E>THWTH, IV T
4 ¥ a v OEWIE bet-hedger B FHOMEEK L Vo Twdd Ltk vy, Mo%H)E
bet-hedging it (Yasui & Garcia-Gonzalez, 2016) D, 7 Z & a % v ¥ Gryllus bimaculatus
% v 72 FEAFRIRREE (Yasui & Yamamoto, 2021) I BT, %ISR (%HL L 7- il
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7. DBH L HHE) olffid, v < oot cid, —HRRELEX (NBH & #5E) Ok b
b AMF 2R L, FERA ISR GMF 3@ o 72, 2w 2 AMF & GMF 0 &0
MHBGEE T L RALTRI > Twa b Lk v, ERHLARRML LRSI L
DEEINRVZA S, bL— A 7 EHEDIE R OB ICHHE 72 fiFfR 1 bet-hedging @i
DELEFDTLE 5, HlziF 103 fFOW3EIcE T 5 bet-hedging 1CB3 2 FEHLO5RE %
#FAli L 72 Simons (2011)1%, 7z 572 12 #F:4° GMF Dl ic £0 < SRV AELA R L T\ 3
B E 722\ T & & R L 72 (Hopper, 2018), Z Ofll[RZ##E S 5 Z & T, bet-hedging i3
NETIKEZONTELLV DT o LB THY 5 5, KFwCTIE, FAl bet-hedging ®
EFXEFL—FA7ICESL b D05 GMFICESC b D~ v 7 b 232 %ilAa s (R
3)s

(a) Coarse grained environment
Generation 1 Generation 2 Expected AMF GMF
Gen. 1 Gen. 2
Ws Low High Low
Ds High Low Low
CBH Moderate  Moderate High
DBH Moderate  Moderate High

MLDBH*  Moderate  Moderate High

Fine grained environment
Expected AMF GMF

Gen. 1 Gen. 2

Ws* Moderate Moderate  High
Ds* Moderate Moderate  High

Parent survives _ .
— Iteroparity in changing env.

Fitness score IF

Season1l Season 2

Ws  Low High High

Ds High Low High
':.:_:_::'DBH clutch \ Death W: wet-prone phenotype  Ws: wet-specialist genotype  CBH: generalist genotype
{___3MLDBH clutch <—»Migration D: dry-prone phenotype Ds: dry-specialist genotype  * Large population

B2 BRESREMES (DR OMWEREICid, [ CEE TR o2 C O IFERES&E» b % L

BT 5 (EARM OBEICEMHBIZE ), A2y v ) R MEETHEEEA <Y v ) R
P Ws £72FH0HEARY Yy Y X Ds)ide”r 1 2oRBEMOF2EDL, RFHN7 bet-
hedger(CBH) i3 i—D Y 247 V) 2 FREMAEES, %81t L 7z bet-hedger (DBH) D #l
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312 7 v F o7t b o fiIcEE ORI QUi 2 iF R W L2k 2 ir b KRB D)
#ED, HEF R D% KL L 7= bet-hedger (MLDBH) 037272 1 2oRFM o7 %# D
B3, $75 2 BUAR S R 2 KRB 2 L, FAMTCF#EICE (AMF) o#HREZE): Ws &
Ds CTii k%25, CBH, DBH # X " MLDBH ({H{AEEH 4 X343 KE WE ZDAR)
TII/NE v, (DR DM VEREECIZ, & 285N oBE »EHIF N cEBREIR 21T 5,
il PR o @G EAHB XK, b LAY 4 XA+ KRE T, A=y vy ) X M#EET
BC X 2 K& BRMFEEICE (GMF) 22K 3 %, (OBBRIZIH OB IIEB O EH s — X
ViR EWCHRE ZERE T 5, MEREICE(IF)IEy — X v 2 CEINER 2T O
FFCH Y, BEICEOEE ZWING 5, AN, Gen., A env., BREL

K4 BRI B T 587 X — 2 —[H OB

TABLE 4 The relationships between parameters in each concept

IF WGV AMF BGV GMF
NBH (coarse grained or small population) High or low Small* Large or small Large Small
NBH (fine grained or large population) High or low Large® Moderate Small Large
CBH Moderate Small® Moderate Small Large
DBH Moderate Small? Moderate Small Large
MLDBH (large population) High or low Large” Moderate Small Large

2T IF ZEWPENLTH B, PEWIF LKW IF Ak 2, <& <To IF i $E
BETH 5. 4m0EGER 27 LRGEIGER 2 7 BERo T THZR I 15, B85  AMF,
ARG s BGY, G o 28 s CBH, f£5F#Y 7 bet-hedging ; DBH. %4k
{t.L 7= bet-hedging ; GMF. (il F¥8b0 ; IF. (A8 : MLDBH, #%(5% ® DBH ;
NBH. JE bet-hedging ;s WGV, )& D AR 75

14 | BEERIE L 1302, 2 L CZNIZREEE LD
—ODEELZL2LLIFLITEBIN T IS [BRERNE] ©H % (Levins, 1968;
Starrfelt & Kokko, 2012; Yasui & Garcia-Gonzalez, 2016), Z

e () ORFZEMSRICN T 2, —OOBREX A T7OMMEKRE X L ERT
2 (M2, NoHwEE (M2a) o9 4 XEEE TG 1 EEFEoBE#HIPE X Y
HREL, ZNEFEHEARDORTOMEL, WEAE 3B L2ED X 5 %, RUEMA%
BRI 5 2 L2 BEWRT 2, Z DBRBGIFHAR CTFHARRICZLT 5, 2D X5 IR TIEA
XYy VR MEETRE (K2a0 Ws & Ds) R CKE RBEICEOLE # R T, e
bR TO Ws {EARIZIRE R & oM I AR 03028 L 7= & ot cia A flic e 3
»pHTHD (DEVHELIIKERBGVWZICNBH 2D TH % 5 K4, RN, Zhid
/INE 72 GMF (B Y 2 7)) Z5l &k 3, RFiaimliE s (CBH) EEAIkig o
BREZA TN F 2 —20Y 247 ) A PRERZAREL, FRERZ BT —ED
AMF Z % 72280 OR L, #IRIIT/NE 72 BGV L K& 7 GMF 2EK T 5 (K 4),
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LHEAL L 7218 (DBH) B 7R cid, 1 RO IFEED 2=y v ) 2 FEREA (W &
D) ZdoHy 7 R, AR I 13 KB EE & 4 7 oA EHER (Iwasa, 1990) ICit > THAFET %,
BlziX, D UIBHEARELGZBELEZEDR pl-pDtRTe-oTL 204 01E, 1811277
yFOHICW & D% pl-pDHERTEET L, ELLDEMFICHR->TH, 77y FHOD
bl od (pEidl-p) oA xRy, 2R, Ho IF LEE 7o AMF
FPRETEDEE Y, NE7RBGV & k&% GMF 25 &S s (B4, Lo L7AD

O, 1TRDOER 1 2D XA TOFZFHEFEL, LA LR 2BUIERLR L 24 TR EES
5, PIZITHER pORBRITW %, R 1-pOREIED 24ET 24506, HHROFHLE-
EREAPEE IR RED AMF, /h& 7 BGV, K& 7% GMF L wofiRicins (FR4), FAlZ
O E K ZDLHL L 2MmiE T | (MLDBH) & &1 5, EET& 3, @G
EDSEOME IR CBH (&2Cor%eks e %) & DBH (2ToHS 1 2D R7 v
MCETOINEANS C L x#ET 2) Tk < ciec 2 Dickt LT, MLDBH (v <
OPDOFUIKINT 2 MO FIIRIKNT 2) CTRELRETHLIALTREIZLE NI ZETHD
(3 4),DBH & [E L GMF %3&/&$ % i1l MLDBH (3£ CoOERBEM % W:D=p:1-p D L&
TEDILNTED L) R RE BB ELEL TS,

Koffi2WEEE (K 2b) <k, [ UEEF I o fEik o BB#HiFH 13— 0B X 4 7D+
AXEDBKRE W, BA2lRIIRLIBEEZRBT 5, »2%FTMEY (LK p) CEINX
NEOIIAKUERBROBRIC X - THEFR S L2 28, [ CEBI oY (L 1-p) 1
FEOR L 72503 EHTH 57 — R MG L TIE L\, T O/ BEINERG 13 [HE YIRS 1
(Hopper et al., 2003; Starrfelt & Kokko, 2012)D—fiTH 5, L2 L7as b, b LIEEEEY
A ZBTHIC KE T nE, NBH #illg (1 >oFFICERLCEINT 2) T 2@+ L
SOV TIRBEISEDOEEAWINT 2 28 T& 5 (K4, RERLELE p ORBIAETOI
I RMUIHE 1- poRBIBHBER 22T R VENC L > THIEE W2 256 Th 5.
A, KO B T ld bet-hedging (ZFFA I 2> 72 > (Hopper et al., 2003) &5 U
LNTEHAHTH %,

Lo L7 6. KDl A BB CEAED % 5 A i AR T S 15 B 1 b I3/ R < x
WEEFDS XV b, L@ NBH R DFEIED S S bet-hedging & L T K Hicxb L E -
72139 BIEFETH 5, HEREL TUTL VD, KoM WEREEICE T 5 NBH OFmiiE 13,
HEIGE DR ICEI LTI MLDBH ¢ RIL7Z 2 w5 2 & Th b (K4d), Thabb, BLED
HEZF CEETFEoR Tl L 7288l L KINL 2 /8Bl TiEZ o Tw b 07, HBIGE
OMARNZE (WGV) Z 2N b oMBETIIARZWITEH, 72 XA DRI T DR
EUCIZHFEE D AMF, /NX 72 BGV %2 L THRAMAEIICKE e GMF L WO FERICR 5725 9
(%4),

FIRRIC, EEE Y — X v (BBIRNICIIEUE s 2 ¢ ) 1T ¥ 7228 2 B E0R1 250l 12 IRFRET A 1
KoM WEREEZAE D 3, kb 1 lRoRA X OBUIIIFE R BREL & ANE R BRE O [ /7
TEIARES b TH %, ZOLE D, ko (RFEICH - 72) BE#HiF 3 HE— 0 BEE #
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A 7ORERE L 0 b RE W, 2wz, 1 DORB[MAZFE2EFET 5 A<y v ) X MEln
THRTIZ, Pl ld 1 208y — X v BPIFSEMFICI L, XKIERICw (o9 0T
ZIRT Z L3 TE B, AR IHCIRIRIN O H8 7 AL (X ALy 70 THERERTIRE | <5 5
(Hopper, 1999),

ZDXDHAEH» S, FAE (ZERI E 72 13RS K ofl2 WEREBL I A~ ¥ U X b
%z, & LIS O 4 X3 s L O RERRE XA T2 h N —T& 51381
DFICRKRETNIE, H LD bet-hedger ICEZTLE Y (R4 iRz,

ZOWRTIE, avea—&—v Ial—yaviHuc, fix (D) BifPEEcias
2 D3R a0 | IXFEREHTE IC B 1T 5 bet-hedging D LEEFETII W &, BLY

(2) Ay U R MEBETROFRRATREMEICN 3 2 R DMl A WERET D& %R T,
i, FAl bet-hedging DR L ZiAA . Z DEELEYEICH T 2 EEEZRL 2,

Cost of bet-hedging
i

(a) Individual
fitness

8000t

W non-bet-hedger
W conservative bet-hedger
diversified bet-hedger

6000+ )
reproductive

failure

4000}
— non-bet-hedger average

— bet-hedger average

2000}
g
| T —
g 0
s
[T
5000} (b) Arithmetic
mean fitness
4000t of a genotype
3000f
Ireproductive
2000 frzi1yre
1000}

0o 10 20 30 40 50 60
Fitness score

3 3 DN GEE TR IC D W TR X 2 RIB (B )0 E O SHE /791, Bet-
hedger 133F bet-hedger & U & /N X e BAMFIHEICHE (n) &/ X REEHERAE (o) 280,

w BT % 71% bet-hedging OFTEN 2 A F 2R T, ()fEEAEIGE (IF) D534, A&t 40000
il o JSEAE (JE bet-hedger(NBH) & £-5FHY 72 bet-hedger(CBH) IZ D\ T i 4000 PED £}
B 1 EEZTEEL, 20z 10 AUV IRT 5 (L L 72 bet-hedger(DBH) I 2\ T i
4000 PE DR 5 (M EGE L 72 a2 A AEICE (F) & L, 2% 10 HRER Y RT) %
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7 —n L7, NBH OAKD A (FEIE) u =15, 0=101F x<0 % x=01V & F L7212
T u=15.3285, 0=9.45425 icZ{L L 7=, NBH OFEZ[EE 725, CBH & DBH o0& iE
bet-hedging DL % R 2T 2 720 & b ¥ 7, ZofilTlt, 10%DaZ+ (pd 1.5
DY) %15 bet-hedger Tl FEHUE X CBH 122\ T u=13.4947, ¢=2.00739, 5 [
FhHD DBH IC DWW T u=13.8995, 0=4.13996 TH»>7z, HFETNEF, x<0% x=01iC )
£y FL722 & T DBH O FHEEIZbTIcHMLZZ & TH3 (CBH TliaADfEIZAEL
B o7z)e (D) L CTIREIT 2k Vv —7 2 0 (b bBRENEDEL W evg=2) %
P T 5 2 Lo b N RNERCFEEISE (AMF) O, KX,

2|avea—%—vIial—vav

2.1 | HAREGE

7’1 77 L% Mathematica (Wolfram language) for Windows ver. 12.2 (Wolfram Research)
TEP NI, 3 D DMIE GRIZ TR J7bH NBH, CBH % L ¢ DBH 0#IGE =27 (£
o T oB) B I iz, Bt -0, 15 TMMEAETE L 72 (A3 & R U Ek
W% & %), NBH & CBH O&lIZ—[72 0 %SE L, DBH O REBUIEERESE L 7=, —Ia]
DEIEA ~ v b DFwic, BIGEA 2 7IZEMSA (NBH 10 CHME u =15, FRHER
#0=10) KRHSIEEEFIC L IcXoTHELNE, TRIFUTO XS KiRans g
fEp=15 ZHF X 5 ica—F 3N/ NBH EEFRHAFEE R ICHK > T o?2=100 DEREST
BER ORI (K 3a) 277, 0 X D/NX2dlEfE(0) 1 x=0 (F7b b EIHLK)
WCHERE & L7z, NBH (2080 B L € bet-hedger X 0 & SV B s 7R & L WRIFRY
HiPH & FF o CT\izo NBH @ 1 RHBUE—FEIL 2EIEL 20T (M 3a) RBUIHEISEC
272 (2 DHICIZ 40000 [MOEFEA v D5 B 6.5%), & DI &id NBH #REg & (3 [
AVRZ e~ V2=V ]| BIETHDZ L ZEWT 5, CBH THEEHIT I L 2HHE L 75
Vs, NBH &R DB F GG o S8z 1E L < (K3 ofilcid u=135, o=2.
ThbLBETRIEEME L =135 DRV I 02=4 ORI 38 % H>), DBH O &LHH 1148
DIRLEGEL . B OBEBRIEIEA X v b 2T 25 2 & CHEIGEOLE 2 I L7z (K3
DOHITIZu=15, 0=10 DFHEP LMW o725 H v I FE L Cu=139, 0=4.14, T7&b
HiBn TR EME e =13.9 OV I 02=17.14 OERRIGEAEEY H), 2wz, @G
FEr B oA 13 CBH <R EA @ Y X 7 [EEPEIC X o TGER X #1523, DBH g <
IRE BN HA I N Z LI X VAL 2 (BUIREEINTIER & ol ©
WINE L %), BEISESEOMEIZ 2 R b 2322 Y bet-hedger @ IF KT &2 2% (X 3
a)e ZNWZ CBH & DBH X [m—Y 22 - v—Y x—v] BEEZRT,

2.2 | BRIEHIIE
BRETAE (AR | JIPREREE O [RIFH DFEE T H 5 o FLOM VEREZIIR Dl 2 VEREE X D b
FIFALCTw2 (K2a &K 2b 2 RS X)), RWIFE T, BRETRLE O KA I3 EREEN O Jh
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S L BRSO R (evg=1 5 5) BIZIEK2 DXy FDEK) LTy Ial—hIh
7zo ALYy FHTRETOMEIIFRICSEMAIC L > CRIFAL THEELZ T, flxiZ. L
evg=1 72 b IFMAERERAADL — D DR O VEREIC X o CTH L Er =) (M 2a) FUE
(R R DR G MRS 135 (Starrfelt & Kokko, 2012), b L evg=57%H(F, 520D
A7 L 72 %y F 28 THARBERICHEEE L7z, &%y FIX B 2MEREX R L 72 (K 2b), IF
FFNy FHRNTEL T2 5%y FRITIEM 20T, ITHEMED7Z01c& Yy TN

FRRED evg 2200 4) IPREONEORESD 2 WIHEGLEE 2 12 —-FL T
W7z (RO WEREE, ROl WEREE & v S D T E AR O iMiiE T 5 3 ¢ Starrfelt & Kokko,
2012),

2.3 | FHEEICE O FHE
[F] U kg % 5% 2 BEgL 7 v — 7T © AMF 255 L 72 (K 3b) M2 L 72 %y F 8% 0 g & (2
¥ OERBERNE DM 2513 L, evgBRKEL R BI13E), 72& 2 NBH TH-TH AMF I
B 5 BGVII/NE 722 (KREDER]D) R4, HFETZE, K3aldIF o0fi%,
3bixeg=20t 2D 1HMAICHT 2HERTHDO AMF 053 fizRLTnwb5Z L THb,
CBH & DBH <Tif. #IGESBOEREIZ T Clci—BiEohcERI T3 (X 3a)
DIZH LT, NBH ClZ 2 oDBEEICE =22 FfLic k> TRz % ([ 3b), 7207222
DIRT <y F DAL 721 T b NBH 0GBz K& @b+ 3,

Xic, fAlZ NBH & CBH, %7-13 NBH & DBH o c_7HiE%{T-7- (K4), X 3a
®» NBH & CBH %7:1X DBH @ IF 34> 5 R UL (evg=1 25 5, BREEREDOE AW, T
b b5y FORITHY) O IF l(x, x, ) Xey) & 7 ¥ X LITEY, FiEn 7B O FAM -

REE L7 (AMF = 2252w o 1 3 2 o FIEA KB IC oW T gl (g HHRIcHY)

evg

DR L 7o, Bt o 7z o I AR & L AMF o g I £ 7223 5 Hili P4 (AMAME)
& ST (GMF) & #H L 72, Jitf%ic, AMAMF ©3(CBH ¥ 7 it DBH %5 NBH % 3|
Wzh D)E GMF @7 (CBH £7-13 DBH 7*5 NBH %5\ 72b D)DRTICL72T— X &
v b & 7uy b L72(R4) (g=10 % 2000 [ VR L 7). Kk 7mo8 5 X — 2 —Hilf,
Thb BT OMA L 725y F 0% GREIRE evg=1 25 5). CBH 0OfEiHiff%E (o=
2725 10, NBH @ 0=10 & t~7T), DBH DOffi{kdH 7= h DZJili4s < b0 (1 5 10
[1]), bet-hedging ® = 2 + (NBH ic b~ CPIGER FALEICE D 0 425 20% DY) 256
afE sz,

24 | KoM WEEICB T2 A=Yy U2 (U R 7 BB
1.4 fiic BT, AR Ol 2 WBREE (X 2b) TIEEERS R 2B 2 B4 2 7-0F L
B ORI OEIGE OHENIIEL 23 DT, ARy VA (M) RZ [V X&
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— ) Hiigld MLDBH &L A A = X ATl x mlECE 27259 LRFID T/, 2OT
ATT%HTAT 5701, NBH OffllfiESR (GMF=0 DERIMER) % k4 2B
(evgzl 225 10), BISESE (0=2 25 30 )V 2 Z7[#ER» 5 ) R 73EFET), Ll
IF13—& (u=15) OEMFTTIHIEL 72,

GMF difference gy hedger wins in terms
extinction of NBHs o1~ \BH) - of both AMAMFs and GMF
553 dots in quadrant |

(GMF = 0) 90 dots ii[
Bet-hedger loses in terms « 3., .5.." o ,::::,’.-'. ™.

of AMAMFs but winsin ~ +** * Clal e

terms of GMF 10 "
437 dots in quadrant Il . oo
AMAMFs —10 -5° 3
difference o’
(BH — NBH) e
..
. ) 10t Bet-hedger wins in terms of
. - AMAMFs but loses in terms of
Bet-hedger loses in terms of GMF
bath AMAMFS and GMF 0 dots in quadrant IV
1010 dots in quadrant IlI _ook

M4  HCEEEICE (AMF) ottt £ 72w 7251l FE (AMAMF) o7 (2 oflc

KR L 7= bet-hedging[DBH] %> & JE bet-hedging[NBH] # 5[\ » T\ %) (x i) & ﬁﬁﬁaﬁrﬂ%ﬁ
IS (GMF) @ 7 (y i) OB f%, [EDfEIX bet-hedger 234~ 7 L#kIC BT NBH i
WsoteZ b 2R d, COBITORME: v 2L —2a vk LEEK(2000) ; #HAICE
F 2 [FAl—BIEF RO L7z 27— 7 (A L CREN S 2) 0 (= BRERLEE D LA ) (2) 5
DBH fli{k&® 7= b O%hli4 < v P o[ (5) ; NBH O AR DOV #EIGE (ﬂ 2a) (15);
bet-hedging ® 2 2 } (AMF ® 10% D7), NBH Ot (F7 F v b) 1345 & L 2000 [1]
90 [} Z - 72, DBH DRI & & 72> o 72,

3| AR
3.1 | bet-hedging DL
X 4 13 AMAMF 07 & GMF @7 (Ww¥ih BH 225 NBH Ofiz5[\w/-b @) OBfR%
N FFEDNT A=K —+% v b TlL, bet-hedger ® GMF I NBHDOZNn XY KX H o
e (MADEITRRBREFUNRRD F v FA%4), NBH 12 10 {Rofic 0 #5wTLiFL
i@ﬁbko*ﬁ(BH&[BHiﬁ@fiﬂibﬁﬁﬁbﬁ#okou®:&#GMF@
FERREHME ¢ (M4 OHITIEH 45%D Ky P23 y=13.5 fhgicEdh L Tw3),
b oPE (4.1 % R X) i< X »FAl bet-hedging DL 4:F %, CBH % 7213 DBH 2°
GMF 1cBdL T 0.5 L L ofER TS (F74bbH 50%LALEDO Ny P24 O TRRLE 1T
RIBICIFIET 2) 2L THBEEZT, I DEMFRTREICT B2 NTA—Z—2y P &2
kU7 (K5 & 6), —fi%ic, CBH O@GESED /NS e % ¥ 7213 DBH O R HE
B % & %, % LT bet-hedging DE 2 & F /N & s & & bet-hedging (2L A HE
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TH5 (H5), #0ELEM (45b) Fo8HEH (K5a) XY d GMF 2 ¢35 2
THEMThH L ICBbd, L L7aAs, bet-hedger IZR DM WEREE VNS 7 evg) T
DAEHTH 2, hiF, 1252 2D L7 %y FE£7213F UdEfn o7 v — 7
720 pMEfEEEh ICfEES % & %13, NBH 12 CBH, DBH X Y & S8 ic#tid3 5 (GMF=0)
B, evgZ31ch b & EOMIED b IXRME L < % Db (K6), L T BH IZPEMm
ZAPEESTWEREWZIC NBH DRI BB o0ThHhs, LrLAaES, KoM iRk
(evg=5) TH->TdH BHEIKIZ/NEX 72 2 M B%LAT) 7 oifbulaETcd 3,

Probability that the bet-hedger wins in 2000 iterations
Degree of

(a) Conservative bet-hedger (b) Diversified bet-hedger environmental
grain (evg)
0.80 0.80
0.75 Coarse-
0.75 4 grained
0.70
0.70 i
0.65
0.60 0.65
0.55 0.60
» 20
I
fos}
z
£15 0.65 0.65
e 3
2
10+ 0.60 0.60
°
o
T
g sl 0.55 0.55
% h
-
X
20F
15
060 5
10 0.55
Fine-
0.55 grained
5
o D — — _
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10
Fitness variance in No. reproductive events
CBHs (10 in NBHs) in DBHs (1 in NBHs)

5 bet-hedging DL % AIREIC T % X T A — & —HiPH (a, fR5FHY 7% bet-hedging [CBH];
b. %#k{t L 7= bet-hedging [DBH]), taD» 2 m#RLT Y 7 1 bet-hedger [BHI23JE bet-
hedger [NBH]ICBs o CEAREh CHINCE 2 2 & 2" d, HWFHEIZ NBH 23> 2 & %
e &y Iab—vavoigiRLEE (2000) ; #A% (10) s NBH#E{Z TR oA
ko FEEIGE (K2a) (15), BRERE (evg) EARMRZEL T—E. AXSH,
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Probability of extinction during 10 generations in 2000 iterations

(a) Conservative bet-hedger (b) Diversified bet-hedger Degree of
environmental

grain (evg)
Coarse-
grained
01 1
i
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8

10
Fitness variance in CBHs (10 in NBHs) No. reproductive events in DBHs (1 in NBHs)

(&)

o

il
(&)

% cost of bet-hedging (0 in NBHs)
> S

Fine-
grained

(&

0

(g) Non-bet-hedger

30
0 0.9
é n 25 ! 0.8
X
co2 el
o 0.6
g 215 05
°c 0.4
T o
5 £ 10 0.3
82 s 0.2
s g 0.1
nE 9

0O 2 4 6 8 10
Degree of environmental grain (evg)

Coarse-grained Fine-grained

6 AT A—%—%v b TORSFM 7 bet-hedger (CBH) (a), %EK{L L 7z bet-
hedger (DBH) (b). JE bet-hedger (NBH) (c) D#tifE=, 4t D I3 AEIHAE C & 722>
2722 xR T, MO WEREE (evg=3) <TiX CBH & DBH M L 72 d > 7z, &t :
Yialb—va o iR LEE (2000) ; A% (10) 1 NBH E{E T 0 Ak O FE5#E)G
B (K2a) (15), AXZH,

3.2 | BREIRIEE & JE bet-hedging (A=¥ % U X })

RO WERSE (evg=1 25 2) Tl, JE bet-hedging ® A=+ ¥ J X FEETHIE, L%
ny [V 27 %4t | Bl (KE #SESH) 285 & &3, MEICHEML 72 (X 6c D
fe b ofEE), LA LA OM»WERE (evg>4) T7abbE LB THOM L 2R
— I EEIFHOFICEET 2 8 &, ) R 7 RIF ORI D (TRHM L 2 o7z (BH &
FEL ECHG038 272),

4| F%

15



4.1 HWERDH L WEK

b LAGHEI 72 € 7% (Philippi & Seger, 1989; Seger & Brockmann, 1987; Slatkin, 1974)23% %
g 2 . 2 UAFEAETEIC B C [RIFFE O fcld g 2 8P o fcidfso] & %
721 bet-hedging & L TV S D THNIE, M4 DFE N RROF v F 2T 0 k%
723, DLINOLD Ny FAAEFEF2000 Fy P 50%% 0 bEFIE (¥ 50% %8z
niF). 2o [ R B T D bet-hedging | 13 EAREHcMT 3 GEfLd3) LR TH
%, L2 LRAIZIR S 7= AR (=10 I EBRIIIZE I3 ERN REFCTH ) otz o
L) BGEMNEROT B3 TE R o7, B URRICASTADOEN Y PBFHET L L Z
FVOoTHE I RIBICH ZNICIEHT 28O Ny FAEGEL Tz (K4, 2wz o
[ B IR EFED T Tl bet-hedging 3L T2 2 L I3 TE v, 2DY I 2L —v 3 VITER
THER OIFEE L 2 DB OBENHIUEZ EATWRWD T, T DffimlIfod T
—MRHI D ORETH B,

Z Db Vic, ERZHEM L T bet-hedging % (XN AMF i<Bb & 9) #HRR GMF
DETHEOT L (K4 OF I+ RIRIC50% L LD Py PAFEETSE L) LERT L
BEUTHL, CODARARXRYVZ—=FDPFTTDYIalb—rav (K5 L& 6) i bet-hedging 2°
HETEZZERRLTVS, EELTIZL VDI, bet-hedger 13T TILEETHIL LT
BEMNa R (K3 ToVFEEDEY) %34h>TWwb 0T, AMAMF & GMF o + v
—FATZ7ELWIERIE, HEAZNPFERLAEZRENL L (K 4) THEINRLTH,
W7zENTWBEZeThD, INEI7Y Y 7DRFD LS REERICETF2a vy 74 v a
VRN v T 4 F v v 7TEE (Johnstone, 1995; Zahavi, 1975) ICFALIL T3, 2D X9
BHEHIUDEMOMmN AR MIEEHN R YT 4 v a v ORI 335 T LB TE,
20 2 A EOBIR 7 AV 7 4 DfSHTE 241k Y 9 5 D TH % (Andersson
1994), [EIBRIC, bet-hedging ®a A M iZa v 7 4 ¥ a vdRWEIKIC & - TIEEICR S
T, %513 AMF & GMF OfificBWTE WA T + —< Y 22 RETL20TH 3B (K20
T—R2DX510), TN ZHDOEHVERBAKRITEICHZR > T2, [HiEs TS
B XNTE -, 2 LTENZEYEIC ST 3 bet-hedging D EE %8/l 3 < & 1c
DB DTH 5,

4.2 | 7z bet-hedger 35> D >

bet-hedger OFERIAFINE 13 T 1K DM VERETIC 351F 52 NBH OB 24 (K 6) 56 b
ebdnd, FLERTFHEOREO 7V — T 3MARTRIC 2R FFEET 2 L 2, b0
ISR 2 7 35T 2 (A CHMBREN O & Fik) o<, NBH 2R %2#2 5
HICE IO CHEIGE 0 28T 2 2 288 5N, GMF 1201272 3 (s c
%), bet-hedger 32 A 2B - T35, T42bbHO OWEIGESAHIL0 ICHE2>TY 7 b
LTw? (M2) 28, %5 FED GMF Z#fiFid 2 2 LA Cc% %5, CBH L@ EE F
WIS 5 2 & T Z ST 5, 25 @ bet-hedger 13 X Y FRVEISE S (K 2) %
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ETOL~v (NS X CIAR ; £4) THFFLTW20T, 5250 251< 2 & (3HE
WTENTH %, DBH b L - fil{ANOEEESA ~ > b 3 X AU O A AR I £ 72
Do GEIGEOZEE % (BT “FEtT 2 (VRZ 2083 %) T &iC X o T % Rl 5
%, DBH O&EIHA <XV M CE W TOBERN @GS0 12 NBH © 240 & 875 5 72 025,
P2 DBH iIcowT, X RWER M (M 2) 2EFYVEY. Zhwz DBH i3 NBH
LR UHERET 0 %31 <2, 15 32 h A O EOMTHifi T2 < L 25 C& 5 (I3 =
5)s

4.3 | KDl 2> EREE X IE bet-hedger % bet-hedger ICZ 2 %
LAEICTHIL 72X 5, KoMl WEBRITH—D 2~y » ) X FREMZ{E2 NBH 2
flic$ 3, %2 TiZ NBH (2 CBH % DBH ¢ A% D#i4 1 %12, evg=5 D& %, 5Ll
FoF U NBH B TR OMES, EfFORE 28y F 220 THMT 50, Bixd
WIGEREA v b 2R 5, AERAVIC, £ To NBH KD, 72 & 2 U X 27 247 i
(0=30 ® X5 % KERBCESH) (K6) ZHo7z& LTh, EEIRKT 2HERITIZ
LAE0ICR D, Rll, HEOEE LD, R oM AV EBiE (Haaland etal,, 2019) £ 7213 % L
HOEFERDIEF TN EI K o BEIGE Y 2 — v 23 FERE ICE W & & (Tto, 2019; Tto et al., 2013)
I, VA2 2P OGN L 2 22 L2 RBLTwE, AKX COWSEIFHFT 5, %
n 2, RO B IZ NBH % BH &1 5, S Witz i, k2 BRI 28 5) o Hi[H
L0 b A A WHEIPIC M X5 2 Lic Xy, BREREZH V2 Sl v~ & 25
T 585 IE, bet-hedging ICHY T2 L wH LD,

4.4 | bet-hedging F§% : B 2372 WEGHALMIC &5 WL 3 2 2

APNETHITE Zp WEREIZL R O 0BT IR E T 5 H 6 W 2 O A EEME ICTET
L T\» % (Hopper, 1999; Philippi & Seger, 1989; Slatkin, 1974), bet-hedging I A HESFEM: %
avitu—LTES, 100y v 7D bet-hedging DARE #FiAT %

wz S wywy wy (1)

T 2 Twyw, owp I E DR TR (BRER) o f MO %hiA4 ~Y P O#IGEA 3T THh 5, K
(D) FEMFE (B0 L& (HiD) ok, 32bbREMFERFRECY Yy Trt
Yy PRI ETHE L R LT D, it £ ToOY Y A UE%E R 2
L& (wy =wy = =wp) BITPIREMFE L —B L, FARfIcRAMEINE 2L 2RLT
W5,

L L7, BEO T —ATILBEICE R 27 BIROZE) I A r[#L 0T, FLAaT %
MRZEZRoCTHERFT 22213 (2L 2EXDRETH-TDH) AA[RETH 5, WX IC
CBH #lig % L € GMF # i k(b3 2 2 L 3FEED 7 — AT L v, d L—2D%jEA
XY b (wy,wy, s WD ECHT) THEIGE 0S5, (DAL 01C7k 523/ 1%
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mH R\, ZNW Z ., FEEIGE SR & L CEME X 3 R E RIS IS E AR
P e LRI NI R ERIU~OLEH, ThbbBEICEO L2 MR EF 24 Ry
P OMRANDA Ry M IBEIX 22 2 L IEMAREIETH B, Z OBENIHARN(LAL
BRIy — XV IcE 72080, -3 EE0LEEE - O)%MRMLL-mET (E 1 o
WGDBH) & WERETH D 5 HHMAUL FHOEHEA RV %2175 nfifkd oI <T
W, MR gl IRI NG, 0 2 EDEICE R 2 7 AN c(EM) P, 2ol
B, gMRZE72CGMF RIGEAEHE IO 2DIEDEZIR S (2 TD wy, fEHASFE U AR
WTO0IChLRVWAETD ; THIIAEEERD Y Z 1Ty, hERbd LTXTORHL
KT 270, EARBER 7L IATEZNICIIIHLTE T RWwr ), T74b
b RN B% T %,

(a) Semelparity (discrete generations)

Year1 Year2 Year3 Year4 Lifetime fitness (IF)

Grandmother 10 10

Mother 20 20
Daughter 0 0
Granddaughter - - extinction!
GMF=0
AMAMF = 10

(b) Iteroparity (indiscrete generations) and dispersal

Yearl Year2 Year3 Year4 Year5 Year6 Year7 Lifetime fitness (IF)

Grandmother  [1[0[1]3 0| 4 [ofo]1 10
Mother 1 [3]1]2] o [1]1 9
Daughter 1]3fof1]o] 2 [1]o]1 9
Granddaughter 1 O|1 |1 5 2 | 0 I 10
GMF = 9.4868
AMAMF = 9.5

7 HRNZHEL L 72 bet-hedging, 1 5% D 4 HROBG K %R 3, (a)l [FIEJECH
Bo#a Lo 1 O EIERMGEISE 0)2350% 2 #pkic 8 < GRFFE@EICE [GMF]=0),
(b)) VIR LESEC 3 AR CoBBImE, HEG L EEGHT(L 2 LI ~D Y 27
SELD 7= 0 fEIZ 2R D GMF(Frft rlRetE) ICiz & A R L e\, #R0R LT L B8
HU TN FEICE D FAfF (AMAMEF) D84 DT bet-hedging ® 2 X F Z & > T
%o

WGDBHGR 1, M 7)icBs T, A FHE—D w;;,=0 032fFkD GMF ICwZ T 5 2 L itz
LAERWCEERZZLNTE S, 2D/-®, DBH#IEIZZ D 0 iIcx3 2iittEow 2 ic
—f%ic CBH Big X v b7 70 TH 3%, WGDBH 1342 D KT bet-hedging D L
WS b 28RS %5, BARMYICIX, bet-hedging X ZHHRRLGEGE 0) % A8 3 2 #REE Tl
L wFonmWwEkKEZ 5 AR 2 gD TH 5,
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4413 WGDBH %1% 5 D BRES 2 ki Ol 2 WBRESIC 3 5 2 & TEK L T 3, 175 1ZHFH
ICRL DM WERBE R AE 2 2D Iy — XV ICE Do TR VIR LEEL . & 2\ (32
HRICRL DM 2> WERE 2 D K B 72D IR0 B 7r 2 A B 2 A BEI T2 (X 7)., 2hbd
DI X v, #80R L% (Hopper, 1999; Stearns, 1992), /3B EI( A 2 Hr 2L — v
a V& : Hanski, 1999; Levin, 1974; Marsh & Trenham, 2001)725% £ officii{f, L Tw 3,
Y50 AMF(BREIEMR) D HTlda 2 Mgk 32, B GMF 2#ElT 5, L7
255 C WGDBH 3 bet-hedging ® F L — FA 7 EZRICHL AL T3 (K 1), KoY
(P B L LRI VR LEIHZ AL, 2O L 3RELRI A X LRV
MOBRERBL T35, HayoEY., Hlz 13 —F LMY Daphnia 13 % 1% WAKIRFE T
(Cohen, 1966) KRS (Alekseev & Lampert, 2001) #E %, FIZ—FELEZ TN ED . THRIT
BRI — X VT 725> TEHET 2 (@ 2 IR ILIZHFBI ISR S 200 ) 13 & A &
TOEYNI %, B 2BEC R 2 AR OEBOGINIC S & 5, 185 13T % 22
IR 220 b DICE L X T B, WL DD T R WA BT (I 2 1$RE L 72
RAE)IC A D >, SEEGIZIZHBZ e 5) I 2 9, Hopper (1999) D 0 FEICHE S & Rl
EREIRENT N [ A Z{EAEE bet-hedging | & [HH{CA bet-hedging | ICHHY 32, &5 5
DHEME D A CFRERIC DV T W32, 215 OEBED KB RCEIEX & LT &> T3
NBH HEREREICHWTEL > T3 ¢ X ZE{KEE bet-hedging & HEK L Tw» % NBH 1
H—DIREX A 7OHICBALIA® b Tw 553, LA bet-hedging & HE L Tvw» 5 NBH
BRI 2 0 B (B vtz 2 &, 2% (13 MLDBH I/ $2), HD LI ABLD
- 7z bet-hedging D 3B SR Z 132 < X 7,

b EE RO, BEREFICHE U % & 2 @B FEE S 2 2 L, EINE oL E) %
AR CHK T 2 v 2L TH D, £ 3iC, Ehl & 2R U 7o R~ Tk % 1F 2 3&
BTH D, ATIEKIZE R 2R OM 2 WEREE) ICE T 5 0T, % DRIz AN
S ERTE D, 20 2% D b D7) bet-hedging 72 D TH % (Yasui & Yamamoto,
202D, fickLC? [BIEL m w2 & | 1K L Co ZRIE T A M 30005 2880, BhEd
LA L o EfARIC L CH B OB EREEY T 3 3 RIANEREZEnE € %, <
ZIZH VT bet-hedging ® 2 A b 13— &7 Bl 2 2 b (Stearns, 1992)ICTE I 5,

5 | A

AR X bet-hedging DEEHE L 725wl & L& 2 IR L 72, SFEEE 0D P L — F A 7 138
17 A P T REREICHE X700 (Yasui & Yamamoto, 2021), TSN AMF & #(%[E GMF @
fMoBEDOMHES (F L — A7) 135EIEFEIC 5\ T bet-hedging # iR 3 2 LM CTld7x
W, FAlL bet-hedging DE&RZ L L Z OEKRZILKN L7z, d LEEIA B 2RI D
5 5T OB S % N —F 2 HFHICD 72 o THAR S & 5 (R oMl 2> W EREE % AR
)T LTI Tl b1, DG LD > — AV Ics 1T 2 BTN 4 ~v
g7 5 (X 7b), HARNEICE IZEM Y (AMF) & LCRHEI LS DT, #E#ICEOLH)
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(0 OFA) ZHEKT LB TE S, EVIHEMET 2EETHY, BIEZ DD DD bet-
hedging TH %, 1wz, bet-hedging I3V DOEREITH OFEHTH 5,

Eil33

FHEIEMNMCHELB L ANDBELABERE ICORHT 2, o0 a X v Mo BE %K
L. COMLAERELBEEX T2, & OHFFIITROMIC LI~ D AR E AR 07
W4 (GREFS 26440241, 19K06839. 21K19116) o Xz b7z,

7 — X OF| AT REM:
v a2l —¥ 3 ¥ a— it supporting information & L CEfEI LT 3,
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