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Pilt 1-7. olukord, kus näeme toimumas
1o oduslikku valikut lai emas mõttes (fenotüiib ilist
valikut), kuid valik kitsamas mõttes ei toimi, sest

värvrrs ei ole pliritav (võrdle pildiga 1-1A).

sügis

Pilt 1-1A. Looduslik valik. Populatsioonis on
musti ja valgeid fenotüüpe, sügisel saab musti
kaks korda rohkem surma kui valgeid. Talvel
paljunetakse ja kuna värvus on täiel määral
päritav, siis on järgmisel kevadel valgeid kaks
korda rohkem kui musti - öeldakse, et valge
värvuse kasuks toimis looduslik valik.
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FIGURE 12. rs Effects of individual selection and group selec_
tion on population size in the flour beetle Tlibotium castaneum.
(A) The experimental design. In each generation, only the most
(treatment A) or least (treatment B) productive populations
were propagated (group selection). In treatment C, all popula-
tions were propagated, so any changes were due to natural se-

lection among individuals within populations. (B) Changes in
the mean number of adult beetles inlhe three treatments. The
decline of population size due to individual selection (C) was
enhanced (B) or counteracted (A) by group selection, (After
Wade 1977.)
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