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Relationships between advertisement call characteristics and body size in Japanese tree frogs, Hyla japonica

1'Kota TAKAHASHI ! Yukiko SHIMOOKA !Masanori SHINOHARA

Abstract:

Japanese tree frog, Hyla japonica is one of the most popular frogs in Japan. Though, less is known about their call
characteristics and vocal communications. We collected 40 different advertisement calls at their natural habitats during the
reproductive season (June and July, 2015) , analyzed relationships between those characteristics and body size, and revealed

that bigger frog songs more longer and more lower.
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