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B -

B XFEERANTRER
KA, B A, B K

(RAESHAMBRABEELLRE, TRAAFR AL L BT, 24 K 430072)

WE ORGSR AUELQSFHEEL S AR RERE IEWRE A, FE R e X HEEE R
OHE AR S A A E NEE TR, SOOI EREASMEARE TR T HERBASERBERENER
FAEFEEL e, A SRS HEARMARR#T T L8, UANREaGEERNER SWAEET R

HER.

x@m X maus
HES S 89310 SCRAFRIAED A

BEBE AR RERRTIRARNIE S
#7. HM 1886 F Petersen % ity & S A5H H 1A K
E AR RNIFE T LU, BT 2R e
EiE AT b ERMEFE AR TR TR
IR H], 3 S 2R IEAE B PR ORI AG L A0S A
FOMR N —MEERAERE" Y, ARE, A
KR SHARN B IR AR, AR RERSS S K
BGENEEF X TE N TAE, A0 faiRR
ITHIBFSSA R T LA AR, LA R B 2447
AWM AE LR,

L ESMREERRA

L1 i85S

MRS RIS AR L MBI ER WA
I, 2 HIRR 2 B R AR R K, TP A A B
Prds s W40 LTI U PR 4% B4 B A BB P AT
B —BTE . EARNERE—ERE LRI,
HEHE AT LA B, PR L AEE
MR HHALLR A . XTE AR T 19 4D 20 £

Wi O RE:2001 -09 -30; HHTHMA:2002 -12 -19.

EETWE: FHHE IR L LRI E (30130050) R AXK="
il Fu-o =" S EUE B0 B (2001 AA212281, 2001 CB109006 ) ¢ # JL 4
H RS R VDA 5 (2000J099).

PRI K EM(1966 - ), 5 BIWTR R, A B A &% ks
FHFAR .

FHHR S 1005 - 8737 - (2003)03 - 0246 -08

R ASERABREEWHEZRY,

TIEgnT  RERT L8, W] BB S rsER. BH
AT Eftaing, UEG SR X a7k,
M EER A, AR B, WA EIIURE
XAADE D RIE R A KD e e R
B RS, EA eSS AP R EE R
R, R 3 e 4 o} £ AT T BE A AR R Y
— BT, SIS R B AR A , S5 5 O A
#% AU [ %3 /1N 588 A B £ ( Lepomis microlophus ) () B
ERUEDERRY . AEE EPS R
B AT et fn fa g s

4B ESYIEWIE —EHNLR, HETE
FAEHF IR, HRERAAXEEARRBRENE
B SN/ R K B R A L £ AT e
HEHERER Ex4nEenn . g
B, % 88 ( Salmo trusta ) ) B 88 T P IR R4 B Bk,
HHAEREMEEHNESEHERER" .

WA A TS AR TS X R i
B B, Blankenship (1990) 2R i 4R
KBRS 1 ( Oncorhynchus kisuich) B9 5% B R 4R Bkt
Bl A 2% . QNS RS EORBTE A KR RERAT
57, BB B RIS 6 175 00 o % L HE R o
1.2 SEEZHMEFTL

SRR RN R O R AR 3 A AL,
LB~ RRRIBER= A, R R IR,
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&, TS HR oSt , BEEN FHEN. AR
ROBEBSREAXF T % ATHRELGEE
W BRRERATENRR. BENEHFERR
FI#E L % AL W0 F Bk, LeCren 1 XT840 A 8
{ Salvelinus namaycush) B R T 8 F 4L, £ 2
b A A R, AR E T EH MG &
1.3 #H

HENRIFHEE A SHRERENEREE
b ol i UL B FOREY . IR ENIRAL— R S K
b5 F-IRBEAG L B A R 4 R, A R L BB 4B
BN 2 % A B B (Cheat branding ) Fi¥& 1 B
{ cold branding} .

1.3.1 FREE  Groves %" i FIJ& ENBOAR AL
KIBRME 1. ( Oncorhynchus nerka ) FiB§ %) 8 HATHR G
KB, akmsaziti3 s AR, A mEEW
W6 AR RREFZE BEWERE. a2 1+
ARFEREFRE R, BEESERNER,
EEFHREBAERMMMS, 10 MRE ATHERK
100 mm #F 200 mm, BAFENRTR, HHE
FRRRY KT 2 ~3 5, AR A .

BN ERERESEMANEERVE
%, Fujibara % Xt 2R Ea2K 9 A R F R BV
&.,2.5 M HE A FFSELL XA E RO MR B R
RERARF, HSFAT IR SRR H0 0
80% 1 100% , 88 ( Cyprinus earpio ) 43 7 50% F1
24% , MIENIERAVR SRR E W RREM SRR
.

KRR, AR R R MR,
Sxt@git, B MiEsh MIT AR A R EE
o
1.3.2 A#E Fujihara %' ™ 2 % RS EDEEAR R
L aEHITIRERR. SHFELIRRE2-E
EZREATFIRKOBRERD, AR ENREFERE
BE, AT REEE, b5 SRR RESHZ) - 80
T, 1 EA2 BRI REN,2.S TRAERE
8 % U R R T T I 4 11 S N R L R
EEEEIA 6 M H G LA . MRNIRE RS R,
2.5 A I kIR SR 5% K 70% . Everest %1%
5 AT T Ik fE S B, Y2 KB EAR R 7T LAR % S
~6 i, FEX 2 Bl B I T A 5 & K& ahe E
H2~3 s(FIEEN—MROY 1 o) BB, I EDROR
BT AR RS AR AT

B Ep A B8 I En -RSUR H SR 28 AR R AL

AR RUR W A &5, X T /Ry
B AR . RATHERBER BF
AR XA I AR RERE R AT

1.4 AEEHRE
1.4.1 @lgt FEPREEHREAAEREN,

iR 0 el e SR S 7 £ R ) B AR ARG, DL
Vetid. FLHEKE, ERHEHEZ ., Dunstan
1 S B T —Foh P R 0 3 0 M B R iR A, T
MIgRmsnd . mERLIERR, R EKN
TR, BB MT AR X7
BT REE R B SR AME, BARE RS
g, MR Rk ERE g
FALSREIR A, BH B EAE BEFIEE
ﬁﬂ[%u] R
1.4.2 RpbES  Kely!™ ™ AT SHYN,
% Ti1{# F§ National Fast Blue 8GXM F7K RS AL
% AR SRR A 2 UV DAREEE 2 SER L, QIR
SRR, R TS OR . Wigley''™ 8 7
SR TP ( mercurie sulphide ) 4R -1 8008 A {71, B AR
REFEHEE, Dun Z7 AT 12 bt TREE,
g Nk N e R AR Ny o L S A TR = 4
i 1A 4 42 d #1128 d; AU ERE Y, 430 b
MR AMFET; HEMEE RS A 6 d N2E
e,
1.4.3 Hf

(1B ZEREIE A TR ERE D
Rifr 3, Deacon'™ H T 22 Fephids, HH YT
Fi Y AT T O 6 Carpiodes carpio) , BEET
B 8 ( Semotilus arromaculatus) Bt %85 Primephm-
les promelas ) FUBHN  Fetalurus Punctatus ) S HEHCR 5
HHRENE, EERFERELE 1500081
20 000, AT E1L94 3 h M&H T, B THIAKER
AEREEEE Y ~2 M EM, HERREEL A
680 L f9firh 1 IRFTLIgREE 1 500 B&, RERA
FERIBE LR Mt B~ RRE . B
B OAERE, AEFER Y R —F a2
TR TS, 30 L BEEAET! xR, H
P st F AR TR 0 0 A 2, R R AT SE R A AR TR

Bouchard %m]%ﬂiﬁﬁﬁ.ﬁk 6 Fhiekl R
RAHORAT LR aRan (SaR) e,
BB R . Zuromska'™ BB EF Y 1R
S Rutitus rutilus) bR B RFFEIAI 4 4, A
PELLREE, AR AN K, Wad - 2 A M
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EAUE

FZ YR8 BefRaT dmhRahiRad
. Mathews'™ FHUY 0% B 0 B 20 A AT 8, 1t
BB THENRSE.

(2)INR#:  Bagenal'™ FIIEA M B BEK
TR T BRI, 2 SR,
EEMEFRA RN OEEEE, e
BHERAKNIN, WY AN RENTFAtLETRA,
RMEAE AT OEREH 6 AR, X
MR AT AR A EMAR R, ORR{EE
EREMEXHOMERE TR E&EE TN
N PR
1.4.4 Fk@EES AN Davis! B i Ak
B (Liquid latex) A, E—E ARG iF £ R EH
M. SETHEHEK. ERKFREEHAFTES
BT E, AT LM E AR A (R A A AT
o, LEAER R o Gerking!™ 53 B IS 441
BHBEEHN TR E N ERBA, RBERE
W (L) TEWRE 2 T 2HE, ABKES M EE AR
BRE/LF—HEFEETNRFX TSN 2 H4a
BRI )RSk 155, 8805K
MEEEREMNNERA HREREFEEER;
CIMNBERF, BREHIFEAMRTHI#E, Green
U SRR O X, RIA GRS
883 4Ll E L RK 25 om MR BEE. BRMSS
( Perca fluvitilis ) EF R EAH 9~ A M,
1.4.5 FAEEHRE FOLEHBLRZGREE
ABRR AR ERERFF 19 - H R 1 MO ERE, iR
AREREE 18 A . Pauly %7 H 3 iy AR AR
3L ( Salmo gaidneri) $h# (A4 50 ~60 mm) , £
HREZR M FeBRARAMNABE, A REY
90 d; HRMF R BrbFFg ey 27 4 BRI AL 5
SRR d, A AR RV AR AN A
HERETh AR TR, HarAEEREe R
.,

KA ERFE RS AMN#AE X, Pierson
£ AR R, REAFE 387 d, AP R
ReB N 93%  FIEAAE 110 4, RIFEN 78% ;B
LT 238 d, (REFHN 80%  BELH 174 4, fRF R
X%, Phinney &7 MR #W, ANBEEHN
1 500EE 0" #3485 K BEMY 51 { Oncorhynchus kisutch ) 3F
FHEF, BF 1 AERE mERFFETH R
99% (98% ~ 100% ) ; &53f 1 FEHURER A (RGN
98.4% (97.4% ~99.4%) ;& 2 FEEEKE, T

AL RSE Y 08.3% (97.4% ~99.2% ),

TR EAR R 5 5 B2 S S AR A
RAK/ANE &, Phinney % FBERH XK MUT IR E,
FRIR BB bR R R 3 B A (E TRUIR BB B (R A2
30 ~350 um) PR E O IFR. AESHE K80 ~160
psi{5.6 ~ 11.2 kg/em® ) B, BR— {41, Bk BB 69
TRFEIT 94% ;2 50 psi(3. 5 kg/om” ) B, fRFFH
R28.3% ., WA AR ERGESAEYE L
EHx.

Phinney %'/ b T4 ok S USRS
RS RAMEERLERRAREER,
(EF R RIS R A 25% , HA K WRgt
FE#&. B2, Pieson %1 MK 8 25 . 50 F B i
AT, AMURRE S EE MRS RIEERE
BEER MAX 2 A SANREELOREEF
Ei N TEAE, RRHARTEE(61%) BEET
WISEH (99% ),

AWM EN TSRS, HRERY
Ko BT ENRMFEEERETE T T, 58
W BAESEMTRSE T EER, —RER i
B ANER 25 ~30 em'™
1.5 {KME

EIMR R AR SRR RSB
Brird:, EREMAIIR XD EE TIFEHRAMF
R, B Y AR EEN, FERTSHEET
B TR EE, KR (s BB E
LARAER™ . ERESMRE, XN R R
W E R, HTE SR REE, ¥ HNA &
2R BANERL, U A CETRENBRLZ (R
B RTE BEAHY,

AR E F 7 ik E R K, vl o AR SMR
43553 21 (1) SEFAR (wansbody tags) , fL3E MR
$7 (disc tag) ETEHT (spaghetti tag) AiFRER ( stream-
er tag) ; (2) HEHEAR (dart — style tags ) , f045 #F K47
(arrowhead tag) .“ T BAR(T - bar tag) ; (3) PFI8itn
(internal — anchor tag) . A 2 IRE K EHFEBE
BE. EENEEAAKER,

{RoMF— B R A EE L BT R, R
e, RENEE, R AR E, FTHTES
MAB I, BRIFEa3E BRI
&, HE—RAT MR E, H /R AR
ML EFEEMNRAED, I RZE S A
7 E i
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PSR AR A L 2R A2 1 RTE AT Rl AE S
H-ERFE . W3k (Anoplopoma fimbria) FERF K
G T SRR R R, bR R AR AL R B
( Salvelinus alpinus ) 5% B4 A6 -2 n ™ 3L
st RS RIL R ERT N .

2 EREFEER

2.1 HELEIR

i 4 AR coded wire tag) % BT 20 {42 60
#RY BERNETEFEANARTEER. ©
EHER 0.25 mm MBS R 2 61 5 L2H &
B, REK S AREANE. BN 3 FELRE R
KEXHLI mm, BN KEXH0.5 mm, B RKER
1.6 mm, MEKA/EH. RESBRHREELRE
YA MR EARE 2 R, B 8 ship A
FEIRE#H, —FMinEEE R, SR E
800 B, EH TRMEAR G MR 5 — i
RN (AR, BN BT, £ AT/ IR
PR, SEENRNE R INES, Bl
L FSR T RE B (£ 30 000 £ 0w) AR At R4
KBS MRS SRR EEAR
WA F TRiE s, RIS, BN REH
6 000%7T) , EH TR EFYHRRL. mREHR
e BRIARIARE M, EFERRA BETUL,
TERMNET iR RE.

H T 455 5 B AR R AR /0N, RB R T TR
N EHK 0SS mm KRR IIBY R TR
0.25 g 19 4 8% K B P2 B { Oncorhynchus  gorbus-
cha)™ o XFHERTE A MR O, BAR, R
FIRAKHANREG | SHIMTEL, LERE
W2 O £ WR K RIAE AR RE Y o BR X BER, K
[T BB H5( Micropterus salmoides } , 4z 4 25 85 ( Notemigo-
nus erysoleucas ) Fl I 88 3 FH £ ( Lepomis maerochirus)
B R RRTE BB B EREW, B, EXE
B (AT AR AT AR B, SRR AR
EE EEHRGREESEBERRT T,

RS REE Wi ER L EYEE. ﬁﬁﬁ B
IR L N B SN Y Y e S T S S S
— M A, S AR R AR (SR E A
i) A AR X L TR K O e
i e R R N S R N o i N
MEHFF,6~9 THEWERHEN 1% ~
100% ', FHBEK SIS BY IR E, 2520 d

365 d J5 RS RS R 95% 65% 1, FEEE
IR IZ AR AR, 180 d 5 RYAR R IR FEEEN 61% , 1)
WRE AR R 100%™ . 4 &R AT
SRR, TREARTAEENREHEIEAE
M RRER R Y R EE R TR
BHEML I ~4 R AEHERRREBEA,
PRt , 194 X AR R R A, SR T MR R R AR,
ME A EEREEEEEM.

2.2 #NWETER

oh ¥ 4 3 75 b7 ( passive integrated transponder
tag, FEIHR PIT 45) 72 ¥ b I #907 FT4R T 20 #4080 48
L ERERAE FHEBEEN DT ITER
%', XM ERRAER RERENESEK
Sib#pt, i KRR AR, EHT
HEEH. DEAREIEZBRPERESK
AR RIERER , SR A RS T E  SSERE L
B RER L BT A v AT, R TG BETE r a TRLBRR
B — 4R B BRI PP B (55 (40 ~ 50 kHz), K
KA BRI RENE 55 7 B TR B T B
B} 7 415 { alphannmerie code ) ] PIT kR L
BB ES RN, ARG R I, R
B RS A TP AR X PR 8 B B
AEE, HHT%E?:?J%EEU%WJT:FFEWH‘T?@&,
fEH B FA4EFR AT BT 10 451

IR - REEE. fiE HT%m%ﬁ 125
Bk ST AR AU BRI S SRR BE
X, HATEBEEAFSEME A
LEE A NIPIRT , AL 00 T 5 2% SR PAT R S
fh B FE R AR . RATEENS, 8/
WA LARR A 150 B, R A A ahiE e, /e a]
Litia 300 B RESRE REh—RETH
2~3 d, A RMRERURE SR, RETEIE
o

PITf7 lL R &R K2 B 5 HMRESR
FRAE L, AR TR, RE N TS B 28 (40 50
mm KEHE ), R X FR R # 5 B 2K
KU AREERTEAnatmT a9,
EATRER, XA RR SR R RER
FEREREWS S FEHG DR, EREHAR
HRAATAE

PIT #3RRFF AR . 722 ¢ BEVREARE P,
AR PR IR L 100% 0T X F AL
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B10E

#1040 8 £ Sciaenops ocellata ) FI &% S0 1B 85 ( Morone
samatilis) , b5 4 A H W UL A o, & R & 0 o
97% -,

BT PIT 5RAR /D, RETRES 5, Bk, 558
BWRERE/D, G052 ME ST YIRE (BRTHRX
B 18 cm) P, AN, XHOR BB RER AR
BT b iy B2 E B3l 20 000 X T,
HTA SR EMRA L RE&ERHRTE 2 000 £5T,
A RS, 1 MR REE BN 10 35T,
2.3 HEERTHER

AR ERRAEY, EEE T HHMNA
FFRSMEME R AR 2 AR, BRI E T
BIBRM, HAf, T REE 2 fhaRES,
{1) BT W8 B #% ( visible implant elastomer tag ,
FRVIEAR) , BREMBBEHNNHHNEEY.F
.5 .8 HEFHA, IAiREYEEAfER 2
WS, gl —aEnt HE A RES, (2) ARTHR
FE ¥ 745 (visible implant alphanumeric tag, ] 88
VIA$5), E B R SRR A #fF, K2 ~4 om, B
0.5~2 mm, B0 1 om, dRfEREREK 2.5 mm,
1.0 mm, ZFESFREMEE, FEESHE FEHT
HE, UER AR,

P AT AR —— A R L PR O L, )
ERRAY . BF R ERBALRNE IR K KAl
HERSDHERHBTIRE, ARG HEAR
REATBELAAS BRI RBEEHFEER.

WRRAT AT R R, B S AR R
HERAER, VIA SR P 52 K8 (Salmo calrki) #0
HAT 5888 ( Salvelinus malma) BIRRIREE 2 78 17 ©H
S IRERE A BN 95% A1 89% 1, X T RHERIHR
AEBAL, 843 VIE #9129 d (REFRH 96. 1% Y H4r
AEEH 294 d RIEFRHH 4% AREK I
8 LB AN R B B R AR RS
2.4 {EBRE

R R RIS T ARSI 4 R (b
AR RN —nERY, IRERETEK
EREY R R A R s TSR, &
B ATRF EHITER, LERTRE2 A
B, MERFEERDORED . TRIFEERATA
Fl&BTEmA R HRERGR, BEHAATER
5, ERERAR T LT R R EHFRE R
B, SRS, R AN
FEEAREXEEMNFE (LEENTR) SHER

£, XEMETUSEES, HEDYRHA G
BLIEHFAT T B £ ARG AR B, A
TR T A
ERENTEERAET (D BEATARX
/N, RN M R TR, B E
FERKR ™, () Ml R AR BE A
HREFE R, A SRS, BARE, O)fF
AR B8 BB Al — A , Weber 25U FI IUBR #2525
WS R S A R L T
YRR N ARG R U, R 3 ¥, EHME
Bh FETHEES ~24 AF7% (4 gl
5 AR TR 5 B e 1 B 18] M 1R B bR R, TR e
M ERIREEREE 24 MARRTEN
B By E AR — N, B,
THRNSEERN G, BASE @K EREE
N SREA R EE T R LR, B
KEFBEET FECHEGRFRE™ Rk,
EARERE S TR EKHTT; 2k, b E e
BRLFIREE N RS T LU, H T EA
FEmrE,
RSl D EA ERT KA AR, ©
B TR IERRHIA SR S s 6
GRIEESHME AR a X B L
21 L AR T AR RS R R IRRE  ,

3 EYNEREAR

EPEMHARE2RFE T HE A BRREN
21, £ Y RAR (biotelemetric tag) B —FpH A 78R
BrEERBNEE. XM O &k, B
7= A2 P oL B AT 0 R B B B R A L
RIS . X E S R m i B A B Bt 3,
WIS SHBB AN 1, R SRR .
BEAREE 2 BARB A A5 875 £ (ultra-
sonic tag) FIHEBEER (radio ag) . ABFTHRA] = AR
420 ~300 kHz - s Sy 3 (L ARBRT T REED ,
XA I BB E 2K T #% (hydrophone ) 16 U 5, 3 5 #
BN TR TES. HBIFPT - EREN
27 ~ 300 MHz « s RS RER: , XFPICRE B K LK
SR, B AR A A E R FEY.

YRR E ST L 1956 FRATERA
A% RATER — bt ], B4k A B o & 2L
R L RAWI S . 7E 20 4 70 4R
B X AR T AT H BRI .
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AYEAGY RN ERVEAKRTER. 8A
FREE, SIS AR R, T A B AT
S mT TR Sh Y, B, SR R B R AR W R
B 17 mm ¥£,0.2 g B ) I 55 & ( Protohermes
gramdis) S8 £,

BN EREFS, EFRERER
W, SR AR E B, B TR R E A, F
BT AW AR B B R . MR Ah FEM I
ZpK AR EEE B RA W E N, X FRE
AR BT TRHRAERME

B bR R B 5 A B BROK R AT R
FREM EEF . BT RR S A FRFEMN
AR AE RS, Bk, AUATREDIR A2
St A S AR T B E ML A I, v LR M ) £ 28
RhR A SEAHIE (MK B KR (ESB TR (R,
B H AR T ) DA R R e R (R
Bk PR A T, A, A YR AR o] i B ALER
AR K H EE b B B A ) BT 3 3 Y T R IS
',

AP BB AR AR ST AR,
EHEMR RN AT BEREAES, M ARFIKR K
A ZETEN, RAAS5|EHEOMTHEE
WA R 2L R A B F AR B
PR P, O] REAR 45 O FOARHE B gH B S e
™,

4 £i5

g LA, AR T RS, BT
e, AT s, Bk, 7 AR ERERRN B
RIS, GBS BT S T .

AIFHARFREERE , RO RF R
SEIEAF PRI R BN R BB
FAMEENE, MERAR SRR S, X
EHAUIERKHGER TS, BE N — B
RO BE AR R AR,

R AR T A2 W TERT 5T FI R B 2504
FEARD S ER, MK EF, A XX TENFR
R R, S EBEIREARRR, A RE MK
BEEAKER.

$E LW :
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ing large catostomids for long term study [J]. Trans Am Fish
Soc, 1968, 97(3) :281 ~262.
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A review on marking techniques in fish

ZHANG Tang-lin
( State Xey Laboratory of Freshwater Ecology and Biotechnology, Institute of Hydrobiclogy,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072, China}

Abstract; The marking techniques for fish have been widely used in the researches on population density, death

and recruitment, growth and production of fish, ete, and some have heen the important ways to evaluate fishery

population, assess fishery resource and investigate fishery distribution and fish migration. The author reviews the

marking techniques used in the world recent years and evaluates the effects of the techniques on fish. The purpose

for this paper is to provide the Chinese researchers with some comprehensive information on fish marking techniques

8o to promote the application and development of the techniques in China.

Key words: fish; marking techniques
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