EDKFERE2: 2018 £ 5 B, 25(3): 608-620

Journal of Fishery Sciences of China & 17‘1: 1@ i

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1118.2018.17322

ENEARALBERESHR

WAA, B2 GRS, £-F° 2R

1. PENEIERSY: K7 EE, INAR 718 266003
2. W RHEER A SRR EZSRE, A S YT i R RS E, LR ) 266237,
3. PEB R EEEOTCET, T EREBEE RS SR A R, IR W 266071

THE: RIE 2011 F 3—12 ATERMID K AT REEEATI 5 MRIRIEM AR, @it or 531 BRKkAN%M
(Hexagrammos otakii)7 B &9, X HIGEAFHAT TP A . GREKH, Rk ASLamerme s 60
R, IRIE B, WERROR R E N 3 MR EHE, B MREY A AR 7 A0S (Hiatella orientalis). B %
U (Latreutes planirostris) 44 UF (Gammarus sp.)%; HEWH KA BRI FT B MAERK N, 2T RER
BIFR, EECEE - ERENESR, KEHEL BRALERNLAIKR. BERKHEEK, Kk Lafan
LA W /N0 R 6 255 T AR R PR K MR SR 2 . KU S 2R 1 25 B RT3 B M P E R I B
B, HFETSHERRGE, £ETHRRK, FHERHEREESERS, KERMK. WM ITRE, HKEEm
KA BEEWELER T, HIKZEREZEKRE. 4% afl pH.
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VRS P 4 ()l AR 78 R G R AR S R G4 BE
SR A A T AR ) T A D) B T A )
AR R A, REREEAE Y S SN A
Wiz B R, R A SR R A S
REWMEEANI 7, & T2 BEA
YIAE W b i b PR A S R T BE Y
TE T EE, HEE R RRMREWRA T
745 3V F (top-down control)!, J& 4= 78 2 Sifii
T o ) E A BB A

R GE W B PE A M A HOCTE R & MR AR
WA E 5 R B0 B2 T R B R T 2K 4
BAT NI, BT UK AR . . IR
Ji 45 A 4 B S A 3 1 A 00, R
S 38 3 5 e PR AR W0 I A3 A, DA S e £ 288 ) 5%
EHERE . BLYE X% 43 M7 (canonical  correspondence
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A RETE SR T2 e R 0 R 2ok b
FER G5 S K 7R [ —HE L E SRR ok,
AT LR M e T R e R ML R
CCA BRI HTEZ A tEmtss, wnpeae g o
KR L 28 RN A5 R S 52 I 41 80 T £a (Liparis
tanakae) {5 £ (1 T B FREE A T, i AR e g 0 %k o
KR IR B R 5 S 22 40 R AR B 1 (Acanthogo-
bius hexanema) & PEAY FE N X,

T VS AR Shy 3 38 16 3505 T 3 =2 [B] A B KO,
AR 25 VR 22 (1) BT i 5 R A 3 ) BT 5%
T TR N BB I MR i, R
7 Ife 2 R R 22 A R T3, RS kA
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TR, i B EN ARG Z
— 2 SpAEsk, TR R BT YL
e RS R WS, 18 58 24 UF 28 iy #
(Trichiurus japonicus) . /)N ffi(Larimichthys poly-
actis) % U H 7 2238 1328 vl S 46 1 (Hexag-
rammos otakii )5 /N #8128 328 W 5,y T M T2 T
(DSR2 SR e ) A5 RN | DA
(Scorpaeniformes) , 754 4 V. H (Hexagrammoidei) .
7N 2k 14 Bl (Hexagrammoidage) . 7~ £k £ J& (Hexagr -
ammos), &I IR MR 2 A k) fEA s
R E YW R E EEER . BIA
WK AL G2 B & W0 3 A s 93 i 0 S Vi R e
7N G A1 1 ) 2 RS R B T AR () AR 4k
100, J-1z F X 73 B v A0 90 52 i v N VS R
WK OEEE N FLERER, DI 2 M
BN 12 R AN 5T AL T A 28 R G 1N TS
Tl A PRASE AL P AR SRR

1 #MBEFE

11 HmRE&E

KLk mpER R A 2011 4F 3—12 A 1E M
B T AEG@HM 5 AH) B (7 H) Bk A).
(12 H)4 2= R H R 2, A i DX
f 119°20'~121°10'E, 34°20'~35°10'N, K2
Bifi LUK (stratified random sampling) 4 77 1:1% &

By AR S R 70 NS 1 5971 VA -
fih 220 KW B e Y, 3R A 2~3 kn, Hi R (]
295 Lh, JEAE EL R 158 24k 25 m, 28/ W) H
17 mm. RS TE A AL [F I R KR . KB
LR VSR pH SRR
12 BEYHH

B b ] S0 & AT AT AL 3, AR P 2E I g
% (PR L ) DOEAT, 4% 92 o 7 B B
HURE 30 B, A2 30 B4R, Il E RN
2 A1 R (mm) FIHR R (9) S A= W S8R, IR
B SRS B LR AR, B R RIRAE
B Yo BT, R X R A i AT Rl 2
Y Tk, AT RE S E B RN 2K B ot,
K% KV-(0.1 mg) X AR P AT FRE, FR R
FHW K 400 TR A W R 1 K o A LR
FIRWAL A ESYHM 531 4, HpaH 32
Ao BT ARKHREA SR L& 1,
1.3 HELE

WFFE R A R IS A R A A I
(Wo) . AECE 43 b (N9) I A2 (F9%) 2, [ i
AHIE 58 2K F AR AT B ZE PR R 20 A 43 L (IRI%) P 8
B p ) AT

FH YR =
ﬁ%ﬁ%%ww=§giiﬁgznm%

R1 BMNERAEAZEBEFTNEKEATSYHNHERRE

Tab.1 Stomach sample sizes of Hexagrammos otakii from each size classin each season in Haizhou Bay

1A&K 41 /mm size class £#Z spring B summer #Z autumn &2 winter M3t total
50-59 29(11) 0 0 0 29(11)
60-69 37(2) 4(0) 0 0 412)
70-79 16(0) 17(0) 2() 0 35(1)
80-89 6(0) 58(3) 42) 0 68(5)
90-99 3(2) 86(1) 6(1) 0 95(3)
100-109 1(0) 87(0) 14(2) 1(0) 103(2)
110-119 0 53(0) 13(0) 1(0) 67(0)
120-129 0 25(0) 6(1) 0 31(1)
130-139 5(0) 4(0) 0 4(0) 13(0)
140-149 7(1) 0 2(0) 6(0) 15(1)
>150 23(6) 3(0) 0 8(0) 34(6)
At total 127(21) 337(4) 47(7) 20(0) 531(32)

I ES MR B

Note: The number of empty stomaches was given in the bracket.
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FAPRHEMA

THRHED) A

SR A B
e /AL

IRI = F%(N%+W%)

x 100%

AEUE 5 EE(N%) =

H AT (F %) = x100%

IRI%:[%}QOO%

2 RS s B TR R N gt
R, AW,
7 EH AL
FEESTS
et s XA S B

H TR 2 = R h TR

i Primer 5.0 3R A4 XN [ R 4 1 & 4
BHEAT IRAHTIZ, LR A W 00 TR T A AR
RAE bR, A3 BTN ECE AT AR e, 15 3
Bray-Cuttis AL T, R 7325 T J& i
B, IR BRA AT HEA B R,

V] SPSS 19.0 A4 i Ik R Ty A s
H 17284k, Kruskal-Wallis 35 S50k Uk 56 43 Hr
B T R A AR
1.4 BRSEXS R 5T

K FH #2.3 X6F 137 43 A1 (canonical - correspondence
analysis, CCA)J7 % MF 57 52 Kl 7 4k 1 B 1 1Y
% . CCA T ZM MR, o 2 A 4
o R RV R R A P AR S e UM K | AR
2R AL K. REKE. KIZERE . pH.
b7 48 B (COD) . "4 & a(Chl @) FI =15 (F= 192k
ST £k NGV () (3 2k PN
N A R WA THE T 734 o 4 IR 7 e
SO R 5E O AT RR AR B, FFRH CANOCO
4.5 B2 i W e A R S R Y MU 1120

2 HRESH

21 BHEXEANEENEWAR

BN R, KIS i & m iR
RALRE 14 ANJRE, HirplR2 g 1 S B R 28
(IR1%=62.96%), H /&8 (IR1%=10.06%) . X
7225 (IR1%=9.24%) . £ EX(IRI%=7.43%), ik
(IRI1%=4.82%) Fl 3 /& 25 (IR1%=2.98%), H: 4> 1H k|

AL (%) = 100

x 100

KR IRI%Y/NT 2%; WIHBIFZERE, Bef
Y E B R IR A YA 66 Fh, Hodh AR 5 A G
(Hiatella orientalis)f¥) |RI%x =5 (19.99%), Hik &
PETY T 40 i (Latreutes planirostris) . 44 1F (Gam-
marus sp.) . /3B 14 (Pilumnus spinulus) TG
L fE % (Achaeus tuber culata) (£ 2).

iR B R E A UHEY, RIS 2fi £ 248
R 24 (59.54%), Hik b B2 (15.02%) . £ 2%
(8.48%) il 125 (6.23%), HABIHEI KB EE T
3 LB/ NF B%; F BBANECA 43 L, WIROWGE S i
1 (36.01%), H K h R 25 (20.64%) . i A2 K
(10.94%) , M#£25(10.10%) . ff12%(6.71%) 1L £
(6.48%); 4% HE Y BUAR R 1 4 L, W) LR 28 B
J 62.00%, HVK &2 T35 (39.20%) f#2(31.60%) .
101.25(29.40%) . W 552 (20.00%) Fldi £ 25 (19.60%) .
22 BYARMBEDMERHTW

WFEE LB, K728 0 4 6 0 TR AT 1
B A8 . B R EE K E IR 24(86.20%),
i I £ 25 (8.90%); B 2 B A K i Y IR
(60.00%), BHEE—E i iEJ5(24.62%); FAFH%
K ) 22 T525(38.59%) AR 25 (31.99%), Hk Ky
3k JE2E(11.09%); A& ZEHEE—E i 1R (45.42%)
FI125(17.73%)

BRI 4 ADF b i BB AR, HE
5 LTE 31.99%~86.20%2 1], FHZ=H% 1 L 17
B, PR Hofth 32 EAHRL R Bt A e W
2T A8 Ak, Forh R 2R L e B e e A
BT E L BIML R s A B RE
R R (3R 3).

U 7~ 6 £ (1) 13 ) 2 i o A AR A B I (3%
4y, HuRZE R R K A B Y S R 2R,
H 8= 4 ol 47.30%~83.60%; 14K 50~59 mm
KU 7S Lt & RIS /0 (47.30%), 1R 70~
79 mm i, HREHE A HGA B —ME(E(70.97%),
4k 130~139 mm i ik 31| B K AE (83.60%) . Kk
7N 2 A0 % S 1) 8 1 B AR 18 3 R W kG
KR 90~99 mm I K B £, iy 31.03%,
R >100 mm B, 8825 0 5 At Rl A AR K Y
b1 SL TR U O e Y U E S S g SR LN N TR 1 T}
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Tal. 2 Diet composition of Hexagrammos otakii in Haizhou Bay

TR prey item A% W B E /% NY  HER% F% X R EMTE 5% IRI%
35 Pisces 6.23 6.71 29.40 4.82
BEiR 5 Hippocampus kelloggi 0.79 0.14 0.20 0.01
JREB L Thryssa kammalensis 1.52 0.09 0.60 0.04
W1 85 Cynoglossus joyneri 0.00 0.03 0.20 0.00
H 4% & Hippocampus mohnikei 0.20 0.09 0.60 0.01
NG RER R Amblychaeturichthys hexanema 171 1.13 6.20 0.79
¥ RBEFFE A Chaeturichthys stigmatias 0.17 0.75 3.20 0.13
W FCATIR B f Rhinogobius giurinus 0.88 0.06 0.40 0.02
fiz Engraulis japonicus 0.04 0.29 1.40 0.02
402 K224 Apogon lineatus 0.15 0.14 1.00 0.01
K2 iFpita Myersina filifer 0.16 0.03 0.20 0.00
Se4m IR g Tridentiger barbatus 0.04 0.64 3.80 0.12
#ifJ& . Callionymus sp. 0.03 2.08 8.00 0.76
IR fa Rl Gobiidae 0.05 0.12 0.80 0.01
AnJHEA a2 unidentified Pisces 0.48 113 7.20 0.52
WF2% Decapoda 59.54 20.64 62.00 62.95
R K HF Palaemon ortmanni 0.19 0.23 0.60 0.01
iR Hippolysmata vittata 0.75 0.17 0.80 0.03
KUK HEIF Upogebia major 1.43 0.14 1.00 0.07
L JRUF Metapenaeopsis dalei 8.69 1.27 6.00 2.70
B ICKAFEF Palaemon gravieri 481 0.93 4.00 1.03
WGHUF Latreutes anoplonyx 1.12 0.78 3.80 0.33
FHEHEF Crangon affinis 0.39 0.23 1.40 0.04
B i KB IF - Palaemon serrifer 1.68 0.23 1.20 0.10
H A5 ¥F  Alpheus japonicus 3.74 0.35 2.00 0.37
ZNELUF Leptochela gracilis 1.60 1.04 4,60 0.55
i BT Alpheus distinguendus 5.98 0.84 5.40 1.66
J& )R Trachypenaeus curvirostris 2.37 0.29 2.00 0.24
PeTF e AT Latreutes planirostris 13.29 7.47 16.80 15.72
ZE % SR UF Eualus leptognathus 0.09 0.03 0.20 0.00
KL WisF Heptacarpus futilirostris 0.68 0.64 1.60 0.10
T EEUF Acetes chinensis 0.30 0.23 1.00 0.02
rfife 22 SRUF Eualus sinensis 119 1.22 4.20 0.45
Xt HFEL Penaeidae 2.33 0.67 4.60 0.62
KRR Palaemonidae 4.33 1.13 4.80 1.18
ARA]HEAERZE  unidentified Decapoda 4.58 2.75 12.80 4.23
#2 Crabs 15.02 10.10 31.60 10.05
BRI Porcellana serratifrons 0.09 0.03 0.20 0.00
i IR Oregonia gracilis 0.24 0.17 1.00 0.02
FHY%IE  Rhynchoplax setirostris 1.70 3.13 11.60 2.53
Ve ERETT#E Carcinoplax vestitus 0.05 0.03 0.20 0.00
Wk 5+ H%E Heteropilumnus ciliatus 0.16 0.06 0.20 0.00
S22 Parthenope validus 0.15 0.03 0.20 0.00
24 E I 7 Hemigrapsus penicillatus 0.07 0.03 0.20 0.00
YA E Petalomera sheni 0.69 0.20 0.80 0.03
/KB Pilumnus spinulus 3.57 2.78 10.00 2.86
/NS BRI Pilumnus minutus 0.52 0.17 1.20 0.04
#5 TLfAM Nursia rhomboidalis 0.03 0.09 0.40 0.00
14 PE %  Achaeus tuberculata 5.12 2.43 8.00 2.72
B+ —#| ZE5E 8 Arcania novemspinosa 0.05 0.12 0.20 0.00
FAE T Pinnotheres sinensis 0.16 0.06 0.20 0.00
% B Pagurus sp. 0.85 0.09 0.60 0.03
AREHEINEES unidentified Crabs 1.58 0.69 4.00 0.41

(54 to be continued)
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Tal. 2 continued

TRFFPZE prey item HET % W0 B E 5% NY%  HHEUAR% F%  HIXTE B EU% IRI%
3k JEZ% Cephalopoda 1.813 2.03 10.6 0.51
¥ 0, Loligo sp. 1.18 1.94 10.00 1.41
£:0F Octopus variabilis 0.63 0.09 0.60 0.02
Wk Bivalvia 0.48 36.01 20.00 9.24
PELh A Trapezium liratum 0.00 0.41 2.20 0.04
T4k Glauconome primeana 0.00 0.32 1.60 0.02
M H- 8545 Dosinia corrugata 0.01 1.30 4.20 0.25
A TJ75EWiS Hiatella orientalis 0.30 32.79 13.40 19.99
ZI PR Moerellarutila 0.00 0.06 0.20 0.00
skt Scapharca broughtonii 0.11 0.06 0.20 0.00
H AR 4; Dosiniajaponica 0.00 0.29 0.60 0.01
F5FLE UL Chlamys farreri 0.00 0.03 0.20 0.00
B4 Tellinidae sp. 0.00 0.03 0.20 0.00
ARATPHARGEZS unidentified Bivalvia 0.05 0.72 4.80 0.17
Ji FE 2% Gastropoda 0.16 0.93 4.20 0.06
Jit E12 Neverita didyma 0.00 0.03 0.20 0.00
i /R /NERR Mitrella burchardi 0.08 0.12 0.60 0.01
4EJR A2 Assiminea latericea 0.00 0.03 0.20 0.00
2T a2 Nassarius succinctus 0.00 0.03 0.20 0.00
J2I2 Bullacta exarata 0.00 0.26 0.80 0.01
HEEHE R I2 Lunatia gilva 0.00 0.06 0.20 0.00
T 42 Natica sp. 0.00 0.20 1.20 0.01
IRIZFEL Buccinidae 0.00 0.06 0.40 0.00
A HEAE 25 unidentified Castropoda 0.07 0.14 1.00 0.01
BEIFZ Mysidcea 0.02 0.12 0.60 0.00
WiFZE Euphausiacea 0.82 3.50 14.20 0.78
K-HBEUF Euphausia pacifica 0.82 3.50 14.20 2.77
£ %% Polychaeta 8.48 6.488 39.20 7.43
b4 Nereididae 8.33 5.96 38.20 24.61
A PHAZ B unidentified polychaeta 0.15 0.52 3.00 0.09
2 2% |sopoda 0.20 0.09 0.60 0.00
SF-EAEHEKE Cleantis planicauda 0.01 0.03 0.20 0.00
HARIZE/KE Cirolana japonensis 0.14 0.03 0.20 0.00
A PENEE L JE unidentified 1sopoda 0.05 0.03 0.20 0.00
i 22 Amphipoda 1.06 10.94 19.60 2.98
JHR £ %F Monocul odes sp. 0.02 0.17 1.00 0.01
LE4UT Hyale sp. 0.05 0.09 0.60 0.00
FFFH Caprella sp. 0.11 1.85 0.20 0.02
BEMAWIF Melita palmata 0.03 0.14 0.80 0.01
H R 3 #4F  Amphithoe japonica 0.03 0.09 0.40 0.00
MR 44 HF - Ampelisca sp. 0.13 1.13 3.00 0.17
ALK s Parathemisto gracilipes 0.00 0.06 0.20 0.00
AR #E  Corophium sinensis 0.03 0.20 0.40 0.00
#JIF Gammar us sp. 0.66 7.21 16.00 5.68
I 22 Ophiuroidea 0.11 0.58 4.00 0.03
L2 Ophiopholis mirabilis 0.00 0.03 0.20 0.00
Aa[Prilig 2 unidentified Ophiuroidea 0.10 0.55 3.80 0.11
18:2% Echiurus 0.01 0.03 0.20 0.00
BAFAJIE Urechis unicinctus 0.01 0.03 0.20 0.00
ke /22 Copepoda 0.00 0.06 0.40 0.00

HAl others 6.03 1.79 11.40 4.02
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Tab. 3 Seasonal variationsin the percentage weight (W%) of major prey groupsin the diet of
Hexagrammos otakii in Haizhou Bay

THEI2E8E prey group HZ spring HZ& summer #Z autumn K2 winter
2% Pisces 8.90 1.28 7.67 17.73
IF2& Decapoda 86.20 60.00 31.99 45.42
f#% Crabs 0.00 24.62 452 4.02
3 /£ 2% Cephalopoda 0.39 0.56 11.09 3.25
X552 Bivalvia 0.06 0.84 0.00 0.00
i FE 2% Gastropoda 0.27 0.09 0.00 0.34
£ZF2 Polychaeta 1.44 7.86 38.59 5.28
i 22 Amphipoda 1.36 0.92 0.30 1.50
WEiF2& Mysidcea 0.93 1.18 0.00 0.00
BEUF2: Euphausiacea 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00
Ig 22 Ophiuroidea 0.03 0.18 0.00 0.00
HAtb others 0.41 2.42 10.16 22.46

TE: HAfh5F 2 | iR 2L,
Note: Others include I sopoda, Echiurus and Copepod.

HIR, REK>150 mm B, SEEMRNE R ST
% 155 (19.58%) . X £ B 2 Al B 2 B AE TR
BRE AL, K Ry 50~59 mmi, S LB
%% (30.60%), 1K Jy 60~69 mm i, £ 2
(1) 2 A A E A K (13.43%) o
BRI RIS L AR R 4 411K 1):
55 141 AR K 50~69 mm AN, HE W4 i A
I R ¥ 58.07%:; 45 2 4H WA K 70~79 mm 1
AME: 55 340 A K 80~129 mm FMA, AR
REUCH 57.04%; 5 4 41 IR KT 130 mm g4
1, FARUME 2R B0Ch 43.85%. 55 1 4LFNES 4 4iA

Uk R BT, S 36.68%, 45 2 ALHIEE 3 41AYH]
Uk R %y 40.98%., i, A4 50~69 mm Yk
P st EEAR VA . W (Latreutes anop-
lonyx) . FAUFSEERIA Y, MR 70~79 mm 1)Kk
N AT K E PET s HIE, 4K 80~129 mm
(1 R 7 26t B B 1 — 2 B I JE 8 S AR A1, 18
AR PR, KT 130 mm K
U 7S 26 0 3 28 45 1 i B 5 AT (Alpheus distingue-
ndus) . H 7 g% i (Alpheus japonicus) . # [ 7k #F
(Metapenaeopsis dalei) fil & [K £ & 4F (Palaemon
gravieri)&

>150
140—-149

N

130-139

60—69

50-59

120-129
110-119

K size class

90-99
80-89

20 40 60

80 100

Bray-curtis#H{BlH: 2 5 Bray-curtis similarity coefficient

BlL TN I R e N 4 i 25 P L R ALY SR

Fig. 1 Cluster analysis dendrogram of the diet of Hexagrammos otakii with different sizes in Haizhou Bay
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Tal. 4 Variationsin the percentage mass (W% ) of major prey groupsto the diet of
Hexagrammos otakii with different sizein Haizhou Bay

TERL IS BE K 4 /mm size class

prey group 50-59 60-69 70-79 80-89  90-99 100-109 110-119 120-129 130-139 140-149 >150
2% Pisces 9.67 0.02 0.42 0.66 1.00 3.65 1.38 213 296 1723 1958
#F2% Decapoda 4730 7078 7097 5911 5137 50.34 6224 6258 8360 59.81 7279
2% Crabs 0.00 141 2012 1876  31.03  29.74 19.64 13.92 5.41 3.06 2.99
3k JE% Cephalopoda 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.19 0.10 0.97 3.64 0.70 0.00 8.15 1.98
WFEF Bivalvia 3.33 0.42 0.12 0.54 0.75 0.31 0.52 2.56 0.00 0.00 0.01
JiZ L2 Gastropoda 0 0.00 1.09 0.00 0.05 0.12 0.13 0.00 0.10 0.69 0.11
%% Polychaeta 30.60  13.08 132 1285 864 1256  10.04 1752 477  10.95 1.60
Wi E2% Amphipoda 9.09 1343 2.35 2.40 1.95 0.55 0.45 0.06 1.92 0.10 0.94
BT Mysidcea 0.00 0.45 3.37 5.06 1.03 0.96 0.59 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.00
BEUF2  Euphausiacea 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
iz FEJE Ophiuroidea 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.11 0.09 0.14 0.03 0.00 1.04 0.00 0.00
HAl others 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.32 3.92 0.56 1.34 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.00

i HALELARSE R MR R 2.
Note: Others include | sopoda, Echiurus and Copepod.

23 BREEEMETMERNTH

TN TS R U 7S 4k 11 25 1 2R (P< 0.05) Al -1
1 48 £ (P<0.05) A 7E & W R A8k . &
Hoxs H R E, N 16.67%, Bk ZEIR Z (14.89%),
BN 1.20%, 475725 BAECh 0, 73 B Hids
A F i (L94%), H B K Z (1.20%), & %
(0.75%) A Fk Z=(0.73%) i 2= A K (1K 2).

—_
(=] “wn O W
T T T

/I\\I/ 1®

iy

—EEHE

percentage of empty stomachs "

x 307 — VHREEWHEE 120 2 £4.0 ek 45 3

= ) mean stomach fullness index g - g B percentage of empty stomachs {40 g
L2 250 ] - 116 8 8327 —PHEEHER 35 2
ﬁ e 0l < é?\‘-'i = 4 mean stomach fullness index 30 £ »
= 238 & 25 8 &
& = - £
g: 1. ﬁ 5 &5 20 BT
3 ey gr S 1.6 o

z 'S TE 15 ¥ g
2 b @ 8
Fa g Fg 5
Q o o =

g E g g

#E HE BE A3
spring  summer autumn  winter

Z=7 season
2 N A AR
SRR E iR GO R R
Fig. 2 Percentage of empty stomachs and mean stomach
fullness index of Hexagrammos otakii in each season

AR 2 1 25 1 3(P<0.05) F1°F- 34 1 1 1
B4 (P<0.05) th 77 75 2 5 ny 8 1k . R KN 50~
59 mm BRI AL, o5 R E(42.31%); &

5 60~130 mm B, 75 B HAE 0~7.35% [H] 1 3)1;
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Feeding ecology of Hexagrammos otakii in Haizhou Bay
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Abstract: The present study investigated the feeding habits of Hexagrammos otakii in Haizhou Bay and adjacent
waters by analyzing the stomach contents of 531 individuals collected from March to December 2011. More than
60 prey species were investigated, with the dominant species being Hiatella orientalis, Latreutes planirostris, and
Gammarus sp. and the main prey groups being shrimp, crabs, and bivalves. The feeding habits of H. otakii exhib-
ited significant seasonal variation. Shrimp were a major prey group during all four seasons, but a large number of
crabs were consumed during summer, whereas the greatest proportions of Polychaeta and Cephalopoda prey were
observed during autumn. Ontogenetic variation in diet composition was also observed. For example, small H.
otakii mainly consumed small crustaceans, whereas larger individuals mainly consumed fish and shrimp. Feeding
intensity (i.e., percentage of empty stomachs and mean stomach fullness index) also exhibited seasonal variation.
The greatest empty stomach percentages and mean stomach fullness indices were both observed during spring,
whereas the lowest empty stomach percentages and mean stomach fullness indices were observed during winter
and autumn, respectively. Canonical correspondence analysis (CCA) indicated that body length was the most im-
portant factor affecting the diet composition of H. otakii, followed by sea bottom temperature, local chlorophyll a,
and seawater pH.

Key words: Haizhou Bay; Hexagrammos otakii; feeding ecology; diet composition; canonical correspondence
analysis (CCA)
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