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KBTI . HHMBRENG T, TEk, BT
A BEA KIS S IS 0 DR 4 DR B R
ENASIHEG, EYREBE, MRS
R T BRAEAL, VLG4 T SR B IR
E TG AR TR, A7 Lt EARE M, T ur gt
REATIENBESI50 . Az o Jo U3 A B 5y 56 26 e
Ry INZ A B A AF RN, LSRR R
H A, %P & £ L (Gobiidae) i £ 28 B 28 B i
V0 AT (1 T R 4

IR pE R BRI A i Bl 2, SR
W2 R ERFARNER ALY, ERMEREZER
Wik b B SCBERR Y, EAE S RGP A AE
PR A TR ML, AP N
PRSP AR S (SVSEY ST SIDUEER SE7/EiE NN
B AR ZS EAE S L HEE AT, B NTR
AT AR ) 3 A 2R ZS [A) 31 . AP AERCRE A2 5l
VAR T ARG S PR M S 6 A4 Al

1 HRS7®

1.1 HRRE

W5 i AR pR e AL B 2011 4F 2—3
T JE M 75 458 (35°59'~36°07'N, 12013'~120°23'E)
HEAT O JVCH I 1 £ o IR A A S 60 L5 7 ) B vn A,
P M EM T %y 900 H, MM HE 10 mm,
M2 3m, B %82y 20 m, FEH ik 2 kn, 4
Wi B E] 0.5 h 2247 o AR IR SR FH 43 2 BEALEL
Ff (stratified random sampling) 4 /7 1: 019, k4 7k
DRANH AT B AN TR], E SIS A P L TS R
AN E 12 DAL (R 1) TR
TRIK DXk A3 A1 45 KT AR RIS HE DS R X, Toik

PEATHE AR, DAL AR Y o] A 1) i o7 2 BB A
NS sm DABRIG KIS . B4l (37 B o R 2 F 4T
BEMLETHL 30 BAEAR URIRAE, A2 30 B2
P, A SRR 5 AR Rt AE AL 330 B, &4
RN RRE LB B SR TE R L 1.
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e i
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Fig. 1 Sampling stations by bottom trawl survey in Jiaozhou Bay

12 BEYMSH
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W, 3o e 3 R A B AR (mm) . ARJBHE(9)
PERROSAE S Y 28 R IHACE U, brs
FHAVKAE R YRR A . B P bri, R HLfig
Vi A2 U g o) 86 1 28 8 BDRHE MRy APk, AT
RE 4 B i IRAY Jr 2R B Te . AR AR R A% 1 5k 1A S
PORHEDI B2, RGN 0.1 mg B HL KR
i LSRR, AR ST R K 4RI TR A )
RIK Iy AT ARG AT B &80 .

R1 ORINE 5 MITE & XM RBRFICER

Tab.1 Sample size and size range of five gobid fishes in Jiaozhou Bay

i Fi WAL /mm E K /mm B S5 HWER/%

species size range mean size sample size feeding rate
ANes i AT g Amblychaeturichthys hexanema 36-110 60.67+1.43 115 69.57
IR F IR Bt Odontamblyopus lacepedii 69-191 117.4943.57 60 36.67
BER MNP0 Synechogobius ommaturus 128-251 189.3346.74 22 81.81
P IR 2 4 Tridentiger barbatus 26-77 47.37+41.33 97 42.27
LUEERHE A Tridentiger trigonocephalus 29-77 54.67+42.57 36 58.33

EAR AR RSB AL A B RN A

Note: Feeding rate is the percentage of stomachs with food in all samples.
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2 ZEREHW

21 RYMAER

B &Y 2R B, BE R MR 8 4 (Synechogo-
bius ommaturus) EE IR | ZERMARNE
[F) B i 16 2 /D i (S IR RN AR 2, AR SR A 1 02
i B 5% R (Alpheus distinguendus) . b7 F1 7S 22 4
JFE WIF 5% £ (Amblychaeturichthys hexanema); £[ i
PR ;2 4 (Odontamblyopus lacepedii) 3% L £ &
FKH/NENE R s &, PLAER A Ak
K&, WaRMICENE RS, NepiIrga . #h
Jig WF F& ff (Tridentiger barbatus) F1 £ & HF & A
(Tridentiger trigonocephalus)s L/NE B SE 54 Ky
FEARRHEY), (AR [R AR P ) 5 B 45 AN
6], HrpoX2zpli BARFE fa R B LIAR LI . W HURn
Ui RN R, MAMLTE R /D RIIRE | JEEES
WEAR A 2 B2, AR Y b APk &
(Calanus sinicus) | % 7K & | JC & i HURTEA IR 58, 4L
ZANR R A B IR R SRR B, ISR R
B Lprm R, 2B IR AR
IR, PCHERHEY AR S . RS . SRR A
BREAE p fa FZ LIBE R R 2R, Hikie
TR/ AYINE | W AR, AR AE Y
Kl 7K AR (R 2).
22 HEBMEE

JREMT B Pl £ 28 g AR A B8 AL AR SR
AP B AERAL, N3k 3 iR,
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Tab. 2 Diet composition of five gobiid fishes in Jiaozhou Bay

%
N N f -
. SE RIS £ LURF AR ARG QIR BRI
RS Synechogobius ommaturus ~ Odontamblyopus lacepedii moblychaeturichtiys Tridentiger trigonocephalus Tridentiger barbatus
prey item hexanema
w N F IRI w N F IRI w N F IRI w N F IRI w N F IRI
25 fish 18.23 13.72 2778 10.13
INYL
NLHRIFRE 9.11 9.80 2222 8.64
Amblychaeturichthys hexanema
St IC AR R pE
= [anm'fﬂ - 0.06 196 556 023
Acentrogobius pflaumii
%EHI}%@ . . 9.06 196 556 1.26
Chaeturichthys stigmatias
528 Crustacea 53.49 6449 83.33 62.65 64.55 83.34 84.62 7542 9239 92.14 8125 98.00 51.07 8526 66.67 78.95 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
HITS Mysidacea 336 087 250 028 036 294 476 056 522 135 244 034
FIBEYF Acanthomysis sp. 336 087 250 028 036 294 476 056 522 135 244 034
WM Cumacea 50.00 16.67 7.69 17.07 997 494 1500 6.02 053 294 476 059 277 405 732 1.06
TCREHEH Leueon sp. 50.00 16.67 7.69 17.07 997 494 1500 6.02 053 294 476 059 277 405 732 1.06
Ui fE2S Amphipoda 0.66 9.80 16.67 1.19 273 2222 23.08 9.70 20.54 494 1875 5.66 3505 11.76 19.05 11.34 2431 6.76 12.20 8.04
WHREER Ampelisca sp. 0.18 588 556 0.69 276 0.58 250 022 +
IR Gammaridae sp. 1.82 11.11 1538 6.62 9.01 320 1250 4.10 1423 588 9.52 6.82 2431 6.76 1220 8.04
PAREINER Monoclodes sp. 033 196 556 026 091 11.11 7.69 3.08 877 116 500 134 427 294 476 122
4m . s
,Fﬁl\Hﬁ]m%k — 0.16 196 556 0.24 16.55 294 476 330
Parathemisto fravilipes
WF2& Decapoda 5227 5097 7222 6095 4.55 16.67 24.08 17.01 37.83 522 1500 419 107 588 952 1.18 5531 6.75 1220 5.17
fif ISR Alpheus distinguendus 24.73 23.53 44.44 44.10
HASNT Alpheus japonicus 10.17 9.80 16.67 6.85 10.51 058 250 075 089 294 476 0.65 3589 135 244 193
HIEABER Crangon affinis 263 196 556 0.52 228 029 125 0.09
WEHT Latreutes anoplonyx 426 145 250 0.38
) \:ﬂﬁq‘:—*""ﬁ‘
T AT S 278 9.80 2222 5.75 054 029 125 0.03
Latreutes planirostris
YNFUR Leptochela gracilis 1.05 196 555 034 9.07 0.87 375 1.00
BICKEUR Palaemon gravieri 1091 3.92 11.11 3.39 144 029 125 0.06 457 135 244 031
[ IR
OESES 455 16.67 24.08 17.01 9.73 145 625 188 0.18 294 476 053 1485 4.05 732 293

unidentified decapoda




, N2l R R £f -
. BRI SRFIF IR STt BTt
PRI Synechogobius ommaturus Odontamblyopus lacepedii " );lc aeturichinys Tridentiger trigonocephalus Tridentiger barbatus
prey item exanema
w N F IRI w N F IRI w N F IRI w N F IRI w N F IRI
2% Brachyura 0.55 392 11.11 0.51 534 294 476 140
Z»Z'“_‘l"‘
shemEss 005 196 556 023
Asthenognathus inaequipes
Q’J‘L‘&}’ﬁ N 050 196 556 028
Hemigrapsus penicillatus
B Porcellana sp. 534 294 476 140
FeEJE Copepoda 7.27 27.78 30.77 31.64 20.69 76.17 53.75 81.85 8.72 58.80 42.86 63.88 12.40 81.08 65.85 85.40
RAEPTIKFE Calanus sinicus 9.12 3896 3875 50.12 089 882 952 329 098 946 17.07 3.78
=
MR NRIKE 018 116 125 005
Microsetella norvegica
K &F Harpacticoida + 556 7.69 142 0.06 087 125 0.03 1.78 294 476 0.80 0.16 135 244 0.08
§fiKFE Calanus sp. 7.27 2222 30.77 30.22 10.85 33.44 26.25 31.28 5.87 44.10 33.33 59.26 10.93 67.57 48.78 81.23
AR
A FTBFABE 048 174 625 037 0.8 294 476 053 033 270 488 031
unidentified copepoda
JEEJS Lamellibranchia 273 556 7.69 212 244 085 375 020 347 882 1428 14.25
il Dosinia sp. 0.12 029 125 0.01
1B Tellinidae sp. 347 588 952 1375
B2 H = 8- Yoldia notabilis 232 056 250 0.19

ENGIE: 38 S
unidentified lamellibranchia

+ 294 476 0.50

5 £2% Gastropoda 2.10 2.04 875 097
L [CSTIEI Philine kinglippini 210 204 875 097
£ZEK Polychaeta 28.89 21.57 50.00 2721 3273 11.11 1538 2245 006 320 250 022 1423 588 952 6.82
b7 Nereididae 13.87 15.69 33.33 2025 3273 11.11 1538 2245 006 320 250 022 1423 588 952 682
Z WV Perinersis nuntia 1442 588 16.67 6.96
HAth others 3.00 173 750 0.60

W R 4 L N O ANECE AL F O TR IRI AR EEEPEFR AR, <+ 7R<0.01.
Note: W is mass percentage. N is amount percentage. F is occurance frequency. IRl is relitive importance index. “+” indicates less than 0.01.
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TEE IR, N RIFEAMNAS
PEvERE ), A 2.65; B iR B fh RN 4 R R
R AL TE BE AR, 4300k 2.13 il 1.90; P
U 2 A0 A0 A2 2507 T8 B (L70)IR 25 2100 A 0F pe fa
AR A7 B8 B S /DS, AN 1.26,

FEZS Al AR 2S00 T, AR SO TE ) R AL
galRpeta, Sk 2.24; JLYROEPIE IR FE£4(1.88). BE
2 SRR B £41.(1.70) M S 22 FR AR % £, (1.57); 141
TR A R A TE R N, U 0.97,

MR 3 AL, 752260 R I bR (R 50 B
15 5 (0.85); LR S B i MR BE £ (0. 74) R AL 45 UF 1%
£61(0.72); BT J52 il R 5 i F1 21 AR 2 WF 5 A 1 R}
BISERAR, Y92 0.69,

23 AEBMNEE

TSR R, S4B RIT R A5 AR &
) E RSN ESR SRS, 7 0.64, HKE
N 2Ll R I PR 5 1R 2P M R £4.(0.38) o HiAth A Fh
Z BB IR AR A SR B AR, 7E 0.10~0.24
), Mo, i o R £ 5 20 S 0 B £0 8 57
AL E SR BERAL, U8 0.10(% 4).

523 (8] A2 250 7 T, 20 4R 5F 3 52 £0 5 4 i o
P fa i 2 E) AR A T S 8 B, 163 0.91, 3

#3 RMESHIMMEEXMNEFRETMERE.

SRS PR fa S P E AR 40.(0.79) . LR, ZIMR
TR A0 5 N 22 Bl R A % #4.(0.67) AL SU 4R I 1R
(0.62) 1y 25 1] A A5 4 T S A5 Fcth g vy o Hfthfafp
(] (1) 25 (8] A AL H S48 407E 0.08~0.57 Z[h], Hrp,
IR T B 0 5 B0 R o B £ A 25 (] AR S B S
FEER AR, 1 0.08(3 4).

7N 224 R ME IR £ 5 Bl 5 A8 Y 7 SR 25 )
YA S SR EUR R, i 0.364 8, ZUARIFAT
RASNZERIFREAMNEZHIRZ, KX
0.268 0, Hpafhz M ESIEEI/NT 0.1, H
H BRE 2 B £ 5 2R 2 MR R ) E S e AR AL,
{24 0.003 2(% 5).

3 it

31 miEEE

T, RIS A 5 Fhir pE a5 g IS G 3h
YravE, HrbsrRjirg s FEE Rk, 26
s, MiHR 4 PR aER 2 LIbe 22
PR W RRSENRRIH e oh & . B
4 FhUT PRt SR B AR RN AR AL, (A LR AR
AN I R G SRS 2 N = o (el 1 =12 2T B UL
R B B H g v D ) B B A, DT S R

= (B A AN BE E AN E RS 5]

Tab. 3 Spatial niche, trophic niche and dietary evenness indexes of five gobiid fishes in Jiaozhou Bay

1 Fil BB 23 () A2 25 A0 5 J8 TR 57 1

species trophic niche spatial niche evenness index
N s IR Amblychaeturichthys hexanema 2.65 1.57 0.85
LIRZFUF IR Odontamblyopus lacepedii 1.26 0.97 0.69
BEREHIEF 2 Synechogobius ommaturus 2.13 1.70 0.69
U4 AR R Tridentiger trigonocephalus 1.90 2.01 0.72
BREYF . Tridentiger barbatus 1.71 1.88 0.74

x4 RMESMITEEXERESUMTHESMHEEREY

Tab. 4 Trophic niche overlap and spatial niche overlap of five gobiid fishes in Jiaozhou Bay

ANUGURIFR  RFIRRSE SERRIRE 6 BeLIT I T 1 1
Amblychaeturichthys ~ Odontamblyopus  Synechogobius Tridentiger Tridentiger
hexanema lacepedii ommaturus trigonocephalus barbatus
N B IF A, hexanema 0.38 0.14 0.22 0.64
ZIARIF IR B O. lacepedii 0.67 0.20 0.21 0.10
BERFIIFE 4 S. ommaturus 0.13 0.08 0.13 0.24
IR E £ T. trigonocephalus 0.30 0.62 0.50 0.22
BJEYF S T. barbatus 0.57 0.91 0.23 0.79

EEN AL s A S E SR, EXAERU BB RAESMESRE

Note: Values under the main diagonal are spatial niche overlap parameter. Values above the main diagonal are trophic niche overlap parameter.
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x5 BRMESHITEEXMNER-TR _HETMNEREY
Tab.5 Trophic-spatial niche overlap of five gobiid fishes in Jiaozhou Bay
N R UF R ZTAR T U R BE R T 1 £ g O £
Amblychaeturichthys Odontamblyopus Synechogobius Tridentiger
hexanema lacepedii ommaturus barbatus
LURFFUFFE 4 O. lacepedii 0.2680
BER AR 0 S, ommaturus 0.0039 0.0032
BRI I f6 T. barbatus 0.3648 0.0910 0.0092
LR IF e £ T. trigonocephalus 0.0330 0.0372 0.0450 0.0474

47, X5 Platell SF P IS5 SAR ML .

AR SR A G PR A S4B T PR s R
VI 11 B 2 fE) T 5T £ 2 B B H AR B IR (Alpheus
japonicus) I 7 24 fli J2 U 5 £ 2% 3 ¥ ) BE
0T Pt B A4 KR ME B R,
ARSCHY WL RS HARRL . B 078 22 B R AT IR
£ 0] E A L2 S IR (Leptochela gracilis) .
A FE SR E Y, KT O 200 S U R
AR HIR . ZBRMAGERP mANE L,
TGP 18 7S 22 5 SR I A B e K SR e,
CURAUF AN FZLRERERMEZERXNE, X
TR 150 BH 0 2 TR A 0 1 o 208 2 Bt A A2 T
SR AR AT R A A L A B
32 EFMETELERMEE

BRI R T AR R E Y
PR AN A P AR, N 224 AT IR
iR B R AN SRR 22, TPRHA 5] B 48 2t i
[N == (A SR VA2 8 8 =T 713 ¥ U L 4]
FZLAR W 2 f0 B VDRS4S BEARTE], K10 T i
HRENHRMEREZ TRHE, FIATENE
SR STEH

25 (8] A 57 9 S W F 2 P o 7 25 (R 4 3
(50 A S RO, FEAIFTE S04 U B £ 7 B MY
BRI Bl Nz, RS, i
s ) A AL B8 BE I iy 7S 2250 R I B2 f R0 il
U B 0 7 J 0 95 5 il 67 g o BT o B A e, (L
Hzs [ 43 A AN 345, AT B5OH: 23 (8] AR 2507 58
LA NN 37 R N7t N Ry [ETHE S VA5 1 4 A
DR Ry A AR YRR A v S B sl 2 e /b, i HL7E
B AR TRIER & N E

B A, A (R AR A B B I AN BE S
AR SAY R EIR, TEAREA T, BRI

[ 1 A0 RE X AR ) 5 (3.06 kg/h), RN #
i 2 W % 471 (1.85 kg/h) . 14K 5F I 52 £2.(0.85 kg/h)
B JE I B #1.(0.53 kg/h) FLL 4 iR B2 £4.(0.19 kg/h).
BAREGIR R i AR it I, (AR S A
7 Vi B H i v T A 0 e v ) B6E S o O A T
N2l R R, A (A A A0 T8 B R AR AR
33 EFNTELESMESE

A A T S 8 B8R g e D X 9 U R A
LR BE, [ ISt 52 e g o ) 9 11 3 4 o 2R BB
B IR A A T S 8 B B 2 ) B A Y
FEALFR B, 9% & BN 2250 R AT B A 5 BB IF 5%
R EFRAESMESIE SRR, FAefyEe
— 2 L AR A SR B I, AR A= 2 21 R ek AH
P, S RAE AN B Y 0B AR g
fa 54 4 FHIFFR AN E ST BEIRAL, XER
Sk BE R AR B A0 B A RS ot 4 BRIR R
KZIIAETE N B 2250, KA W5 4 1 ) Re Pk
8K

25 () A 2507 7 48 HIOUR B 1) 2 AN R 4 i A 2
6] 4345 b A ARRURRE . £0 4R 2 W B2 fh Fn s fi U £
oz AR S ES IR UR S, BRI ZESE
B BTSN XA, L N AR P oy S AR
WR e fa R Wi i 88.72% 1 76.84%; Tfi£I MR
U P 1 5 B0 R fE) O B2 £ 22 () ) 25 () A A EE B 4R
AL, XOER N SRTEM L, 5 02 5 A
BN, ARSI LT TR SN A i EL
4350k 28.20% . 41.66%F1 30.14%.,
34 EF TH_BESNEE

TEEYRIEA RS D, 8T 2@ kit
SRS () LR 25 A B A ke s B AE Y 7
B R 1 25 (B) 9 BTN, A 25 A AH AL £ Fofr ]
DA 5 B P A 43 Al B AN () 4 A7 JEL 255 ) ofe o 2>
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XA BRI A a4, o5 b A i R 2
SEEBEEHEY EE . IEEAME RN,
T Ak T 55 4 5 34 e D) B Rl gk 4 £ A ) 2%
AR AR W, B0 B A A7 2 2 TR SR i 20 b
A ) 1 354 Bl IR, 8 26 Al i & 1 35 4 5 4
R A BB VIR R .

PTAER, [ AhaE I G A £ 28 15 FR A
25 () A 2SR, 4 R BEATHTSE o Preciado 2500
1B T ARICKPUTE 3 B s 95 fas [ A= 560 )
oAk, R 3 F ek e AN [ K IR VR R
WA B IR IR G 55 4 o Shojil 20T T H AR
T A Ak 7725 R & (Engraulis japonicus)-5 i A /K £
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Trophic and spatial niche of five gobiid fishes in Jiaozhou Bay

HAN Dongyan, XUE Ying, JI Yupeng, XU Binduo, LIU He, MA Qiuyun
Fisheries College, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266003, China

Abstract: The food composition, spatial and trophic niche width, trophic-spatial niche overlap for five gobiid
fishes in Jiaozhou Bay were studied using the Shannon-Wiener index and Pianka overlap index. The troph-
ic-spatial niche overlap was calculated to describe the relationship between feeding competition and spatial dis-
tribution of these gobiid fishes. Results showed that all the five gobiid fishes could be classified as benthic carni-
vorous predators. Synechogobius ommaturus fed mainly upon shrimps, polychaetes and fish. The main prey items
of Amblychaeturichthys hexanema, Odontamblyopus lacepedii, Tridentiger trigonocephalus and Tridentiger bar-
batus were some small benthic crustaceans such as copepods, amphipods and cumacea. Among the five gobiid
fishes, A. hexanema had the highest trophic niche width value (2.65) and T. trigonocephalus had the highest spatial
niche width value (2.01). O. lacepedii had the lowest values of trophic niche width (1.26) and spatial niche width
(0.97). The trophic niche overlap values for five gobiid fishes ranged from 0.03 to 0.64, with A. hexanema and T.
barbatus having the highest trophic niche overlap value (0.64). The spatial niche overlap values were between
0.08 and 0.91, with O. lacepedii and T. barbatus having the highest spatial niche overlap value (0.91). The troph-
ic-spatial niche overlap values ranged from 0.003 2 to 0.364 8, with A. hexanema and T.barbatus having the high-
est trophic—spatial niche overlap value (0.3648), which may result in intensive food competition. The competitions
among other gobiid fishes were reduced by partitioning of trophic and spatial niches.

Key words: gobiid fish; trophic niche; spatial niche; food competition; Jiaozhou Bay
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