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o 27 spAle Eiel B¥ahe FEEUIEL 1989 1097 1990 39, 59 12)0 7o}
Ez JEZ 498 AYsAch $¥aPY F8 FHETS 108 392 8715, 597 74L& o
olitt. SEEFAEY SHEFL MM} 12~9256 ind/m’, F5FO] 2.8~18898 mg/m* W2
Nt Al EHEQ WES B 84§ £ ES 109 Pseudodiaptomus inopinus$} Paracalanus
indicus, 399 Acartia hudsonicast P. indicus, 54l A hudsonicas} Centropages abdominalis 18] 3
7899 A. pacifica, P. indicus$} Tortanus spinicaudatus= Watgn) 79y AR fd#F FUiE
Qa7 Arwsizt AstA JERtom(07~289%c), c1RAL 8AFY F2HFEE WIAAY T4
7149 (5.0~28.0%¢ ) | M= Acartia pacifica, A. hudsonica, Centropages tenuilemis, C. abdominalis, La-
bidocera ewchaeta, Tortanus spinicaudatus, Corycaeus affinis “1elil Paracalanus indicus 8EFo] ¥X
st NGB g 24§77t ¥ 714 (0.5~ 5.0%0) °ll vysigiony o|5 Thermocycops hyali-
nus, Pseudodiaptomus inopinus “12] 31 Sinocalanus tenellus®) 3Zo1th 1P 715 H(>280%0 )N A=
Labidocera bipinnata, Oithona similis, Calanus sinicus, Acartia omorii “12) 11 Tortanus forcipatus7}

ekt

Zooplankton were sampled horizontally with a standard net from the surface layer of the estuarine
system of Mankyong River and Dongjin River in October. 1989, March, May. and July, 1990. Among
dominant taxa of the zooplankton community. copepods were predominant in October, 1989 and
March. 1990 and Noctiluca scinrillans in May and July. 1990. Abundance of zooplankton showed
considerable spatial and temporal fluctuations with a range of 12~9256 ind./m’ or 2.8~ 1889.8 mg/m’
in wet weight In the copepod community. Pseudodiaptormus inopinus and Paracalanus indicus were
predominant in October, 1989; Acartia hudsonica and P indicus in March, 1990; A. hudsonica and
Centropages abdominalis in May. 1990: 4. pacifica. F. indicus and Tortanus spinicaudatus in July. 1990.
In summer (July), there were large seasonal changes in salinity (0.7~289%e). due to monsoonal
flooding. and associated changes in community structure of copepods. There were eight species of
copepods in the mixo-mesohaline zone (5.0~280%0). namely Acartia pacifica, A. hudsonica. Centropages
tenuiremis, C. abdominalis, Labidocera euchaeta, Tortanus spinicaudatus, Corycaeus affinis and Paracalanus
indicus. On the other hand. Thennocyclops hyalinus. Pseudodiaptomus inopinus and Sinocalanus tenellus
occurred in the mixo-oligohaline zone (0.5~50%a). showing more tolerant of low salinity than any
of the other species. In the mixoeuhaline zone (>28.0%o). Labidocera bipinnata. Oithona similis, Calanus
sinicus, Acartia omorii and Tortanus forcipatus were founded.
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Fig. 1. Chart ol the estuarine system near Kimje, western
Korea. showing locations of sampling stations at
the mouths of Mankyong River and Dongjin Ri-
ver.
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Table 1. Variation of surface water temperature (C) and
salinity (%e) at cach station in the estuarine
svstem of Mankyong River and Dongjin River
I'rom October. 1989 through July. 1990

July 1990

Sta. October 1989 March 1990 May 1990
Sal. Temp.  Sal. Temp. Sal. Temp. Sal. Temp.
1 239159 22103 176 143 07 276
2 22149 245 87 211 173 85269
30272058 208 95 250177 97 271
4 278158 282 85 297 157 219 260
5290168 297 R4 304 148 286 242
6 293172 - — 305146 289 248
7294 173 285 86 304 151 268 254
8§ 290168 273 93 280 165 266 254
9 253158 264 B4 254 169 185 265
ule} Seisl RLForilel zlo]E B HTHTable 1).
2L 1090l 149~173CE 24C9 olE B
a1, 39l 84~103C2 Aol 19T b}E}‘d‘/}
5¢0lli= 14.3~17.7C% 34C9 zeld BN, 79
ol 242~276CH 34Ce] 2olF Bl d¥ e

1090l 253~294%c . 4.1%c2] =o]E BFal 3
Yofly= 222~297% 0 7.5%0 9] ZolE& HYTh 5
Holl= 17.6~305%c 5 #}olE 12.9%c 01T, 7¢
e 0.7~289% 2 282%c2] o] HGTh
F2o Aduse Zoy 2AIRPDY Aot
dujR oz Aghch vy A8 & oyt A
59} 6ol Mz AlEREr Aoy, yvte g S48
AEo FuFe old we}l AlFHslyt AR
9R 1% Al ¥rrt ole 20, a8
gistd AV e FEE 52 9 JFe
A58 g4

TR A k(A - 8k 1991).
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2 FEAA BRP 2L 3 BEHToldnk A}
b B9 FEEZFEIES 1099 337 EHFotol
Halgl o = 157 RHToeR &
o, o] P%%Foﬂ mel ERTs
= 287 o Frhatyen, 7%0115—
BERTOoZ 7}% A \Jrkql‘xkE}(Table 2)
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Table 2. The list of zooplankion observed in this study.
Roman numerals alongside species names indi-
cate the months coliccted: HL V. VII and X
represenit March, May. July and October, respec-

tively
Nociiluca scintillans IH. V. Vil
unidentified Siphonophora sp X
unidentified Scyphozoa sp. HI V. VIL X
unidentified Polychaeta sp. Vil
unidentified Diaphanosoma sp Vi
Podon  polyphemoides V. VII
Evadne nordmanni V. Vil
Evadne rtergestina VIL. X
Penilia avirostris V. VI X
Calanus sinicus HI. V. VII, X
Paracalanus indicus HL V. VI, X
Sinocalanus tenellus V. Vil
Centropuges furcarus X
Centropages abdominalis HEL V. VI X
Centropages tenwireniis VH
Pseudodiapromus  marinus V. X
Pseudodiapionis inopinus L. v, VII. X
Temora discaudara X
Euntemora affinis 11
Calanopia thompsoni X
Labidocera bipinnata V. VIL, X
Labidocera euchaera V. VI, X
Acantia pacifica VII, X
Acartia omorii HL V., VI X
Acartia hudsonica L. v, Vi, X
Torunus forciparus VII, X
Tortanus spinicaudatus V. VIL X
Thermocyclops  hvalinus VII
Oithona nana oL v
Oithona similis VII
Corycaeus affinis I, v, VII, X
unidentified Harpacticoida sp. X
unidentified Amphipoda sp. VII
unidentified Mysidacea sp. V. VII, X
unidentified Lucifer sp. VIIL X
Acetes japonicus V. VIL X
Sagitta crassa I V. VII. X
Sagina enflata X
Oikopleura dioica oL v, VI, X
Gastropoda veliger V. VII
Bivalvia veliger V. VIL X
Polychaeta larvae HI vV, VII, X
Cirripede nauplii and cyprii L v, VI X
Decapoda zoea and megalopa V. VIL X
Pluteus V, VII X

HZ HEe 300 ind./mPo) QL1 3= 336~9,256
ind./m°E2 BFLE 4598ind/m*2 ZAIZF = F

Table 3. Numbers of species and  individuals (ind./m").
biomass in wet weight (mg/m’), and diversity
index of zooplankton collected in the estuarine
system of Mankyong River and Dongjin River
from October, 1989 through July, 1990. The
numbers in parentheses represent the values of

copepod
198 19% _
October March May July
No. of 32 15 28 36
species (17) 9) (13) (16)

No. of individual

Range 12~1987 336~9256 129~1123 14~773
(4~1946) (262~9175) (10~293) 4~93)
Mean 300 4598 368 350
(279) (4093) (81) (40)

Biomass
Range 28~8068 518~18892 168~2144 150~1498
(0.8~354.6) (453~17936) (1.5~457) (08~284)

Mean 1247 791.1 859 60.3
(56.9) (719.7) (14.0) (6.2)
Diversity 1.22 0.87 142 1.88
index (091) (0.52) (1.05) (1.86)
100

3

g

Percentage (%)

8

B3 Copepoca
) Sagi

Noctiluca
itta S

Fig. 2. Composition of the major taxa in zooplankton
community collected in this study.

29 e ¥A 594 129~1,123 ind./m®
2 BAL 368ind/m’olYon, 79 14~773
ind/m’2 350 ind./m*¢] B# S HHHTable
3). 28 MAF JAHE Fg BT 24w
A71EE AdY xolg RYckFig.2). s7t8x
1089] 4o 928%2 714 Etom, 39 893
BE A SolH o ojHE ®e 2HLS A5
At 22y 5¥ele 2 74F9] 2Xo] 221%2 o
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Fig. 3. The horizontal distribution of zooplankton biomass along salinity gradient. The closed portion of the circles
represents the percentage of copepods at each station. Numerzls within contours denote salinity.

Table 4. Dominant copepods during the study period.
Percentage indicates relative abundance of 5
most important species in each month

Dominant copepods %
October 1989
Pseudodiaptomus  inopinus 66.6
Paracalanus indicus 25.2
Tonanus spinicaudatus 5.6
Tortanus forcipatus 04
Cenropages abdominalis . 04
March 1990
Acartia hudsonica 818
Pseudodiaptomus  inopinus 174
Centropages abdominalis 04
Paracalanus indicus 02
Calanus sinicus 0.1
May 1990
Acartia hudsonica 712
Centropages abdominalis 153
Pseudodiaptomus  inopinus 44
Acartia omorii 22
Corycaeus affinis 19
July 1990
Acartia pacifica 326
Paracalanus indicus 299
Tontanus spinicaudatus 122
Corycaeus affinis 71
Centropages tenuiremis 45

£ Yolxon, EH"‘J Noctiluca scintillans ) Z:’“O]
57672 vieh} H1el &g HBidh U4
A2 A Lb it ”H“% B2 BH fAlol
A8 vl gL 189% 8 ZAMIE & Hael gt
Bk 798 N scntillans7t 490%2 VA =
Z24€ BRYoen 2Z{HE 115%8 otz v
A A EHAEY AL 135%] d3ldot

FEHOR ZXY FEEYIAEY HEFS 10
Yol 28~8068 mg/m’C. 8 HF 124.7 mg/m’2
Uelgton, 39l 51.8~1,889.8 mg/m3o 2 it
e 7911 mg/mPeldth. 5¥E 16.8~214.4 mg/
m’E HTE 859 mg/mio|glen, 7HdE 150~
1498 mg/m’2 XAMZIZF F A Hi gk 603
mg/m*E R YrH(Table 3). TEEHIE] YBY
7bed 8757 AAEHE H8E 2H(Fig 3), 10
Holl= 18.4~633%2 HL 45.6%010 e, 392
459~98.6%2 ML 91.0%2 ZAIZ F Hae
He Bgoh 598 16~75.0%2 HAL 163%E
Yolxhon, 109¢ 1S Wold 23~369%= F
e 10.3%=2 HAAFYTL

FEEFAEY 24 MASLERH AddE g
ARG (H)E 087~1.882 1019 zo]& BHFO
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™, 87h5rell M= 0.52~1.862.32 2ol 1.340]|30
(Table 3). o9} o] Q7tFofA =po]v} =1A)

et AL a7t F3T o) AduwEe] Age
& WSt vk 3278 Riiito] 2¥skyd
10l 1.220]Q=d] 287 EHFo] 248 59

O

A olHr} £& ghel 1420101} ole)dt A}
1099 Pseudodiaptorius inopinus2t Paracalanus
indicus7t ¢8R 7] WEoL AAWL ALL
At olFal 39S FohakdRS: gho] 087 2A}
71 F HAolYew, oy 28 REEd 429 7
2:9} Acartia hudsonica®t P. inopinuse] <82
0 f¥el A% Heog A 5P =29
it w7t 28708 EASAA Noctiluca scintil-
101157} —S-Z]-TT LHA] 0x4 z—lo 2 %a‘jg}nﬂq 1r,}ok
AT g 1428 FopHt 420] A4atuA
YA EFAEY FUle) vBo] A2 e o) Al
7HEE 790l 3670 Bidte] 2EEHA U
FEAFE 1882 HUS Bk o] we £m
2o N sczn!zllam?} 2)2}5342) Evadne tergestina
288 a4RME YA ¢

r2 o

EEEYIE AEHY FEGAL Fig 39 gt
1099} FEFFIAEL BE7 87 AXF B
13} 2004 FFHo g Yehdon oxox Ay
HAeEde 3922 217t 8068 mg/m’et 2164
mg/m*o] Atk 2eivt AH 17 28 #93 Unix)
FHL 50mg/m® otz ¥e e B o|gt
2 AP 3 MAge BEIAE B 4 9
cdl, % 134 20 Ve A SE 22 1,987 ind.
/m*el 441ind/m*e} oz Axel ok 90%7} o]
XollM YA a2 7o) F5F B 1394 2
oi A Z}7} 354.6 mg/m*9} 1369 mg/m’zE FA U
bt ol A AR 439%9) 633% &
A sk F2 GholAvk. F8.F S Pseudodiaptomus
inopinus St Paracalanus indicuso) o™, T27} A
ZAPE A A vebdd wbste] WA= Bd 17 2
ot FEI}= 548 Bt

398 ZAIY B FEEPAEY AEPe] F
AolATt FFEE HH 1014 18892 mg/m*2 3
agew, FH 7, 8 9oA 1,000 mg/m® o]4te]

2 grol JElddh HAH 205 438.7 mg/mP7t

HEd - 24

vebt o 99 3, 4
S wAn :fﬂﬂl-?—»:: z 2%
99l A 9,256 ind./m*iz ] 1gen, 1 gge
124 8,855 ind./m*e]2li, Ad 73 8% 6,000 ind.
/m’ ool ke zte ‘#.%‘E}. A 29} 4o 3=
742 3713 ind./m*9} 1,053 ind./m*7} % & atgiont
B 34 59T 400 ind./m* o]t St by}
oo asEE A 59 L dY gBEYan
AEZM AXele vigold wF Ao ge U
Bl 87kl $3ae 4F 1004 17936
mg/m’E Hugown, 1 e HA 8 9 740
oloAi=dl, W% 1,000 mg/m® o]de] ¥ gy
Bk oldel a7 e A Auy 3
oo vlgol W0%E Wi e % vehAdc)

2757 hed ¥ Ho

hwlaﬂﬂ i
&

22U 2 Acartia hud-
sonica®t  Pseudodiaplomus mopinuso| P o I
o BESSL 28 HolE ¥A A hudso-
nica= Y 9o W FHE F A YA
Z8stH o, P oinopinusi= RA 1, 29} 309t 1}
Bhi 239 Fale 47 10uk

5¢9] FEEZHAEL (A sl 9xE 3
F 1,2 390M FE ol A4 Ueldu Yd 2004
2144 mg/m*E Hil e BEn A 33 104
7tz 1929 mg/ms} 1723 mg/m*= Uehgt). &
o] =9k A4, 2, 3ol A= Z&8 A7) 2+ 7t
226 ind./m®, 361 ind./m*2} 393 ind/m*2 ‘behgcl
B3 8ol HFFL 908 mg/mPelQ o} A 4E
1123ind./m*2 HI gL HFYh ole}t go] &3
BT FRA el wivlE Aol vEhE Ale gy
7R et FZo] =L 87tg 9 ZAo] ol Al
99 HMAF Fako] re Noctzluca scmtzllansﬁ
W ZdsY) WEow Aodg g7ige &
TFE B 2904 ¢ mg/ ‘7 Haie %k%
A BH 17 3 7} 4 17.7 mg/m’s} 24.5 mg/m*E
Bk HAH 6~9914 10 mg/m® oldle &Fako)
e e BH 6, 7, 89 e N scintillans 7t 18] 3
1«]@ go]])q.‘: n}7L€4 Oxgo] %z—lz%oi ybﬁ}
A7l WRolth artpel 2g ol g BEYLS
SHBH, Acartia hudsonica’} B3 22 ZNow
A 1, 3 40 FHIHD, Centropages abdomina-
Isw A3 50 AT Hcoe Bysin AN 95 A
g A HAMolA vebdth £ 8 Pseudodiaptomus
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inopinust= AW 18 FHez 43H 2 3 9 &
dstdct.

T89S AW 4olM FFFo] 1498 mym’E HI
An HA 1, 59 99M 2zt 77.5 mg/m®, 75.8 mg/
m', 769mg/m’E eElwdch 2 2 of] A 3=
15~50 mg/m*2 itk £ AASse FH 5elA
773 ind./m’e] B A ¥ gho] Vietuith 11 v &
Q4 72 514ind/m*7} E¥sYct. ZF 5~7&
Noctiluca scintillans7}¢ 330~620 ind./m*2 2% &
e e Byt 87479 FFF¥L AL &+
ok AR 9ol M 284 mg/m'E HIE HG 1
uto]l WM BE 10 mg/m® ©|8te] & ghol
otk 292 Acartia pacifica, Paracalanus indi-
cust Tortanus spinicaudatus©) ek o] 7Hg-dl A
pacifica’s A7 3¢ FHoL WA st WUl
HA 10 A 3% A Ul ZA 5%
6% AT U FHelM g EESIh P
indicus’= AW 7 FAHo2 AW 28 A A
WAENM Uehdony, T spinicaudatus= 83 90l
YzHozw B¥a 2 oo HY 2 3, 7, 8l
LiebdTh

c1wte

3. RS 2ot HE

QZEE ygoE APY 2P wet Fhe
SAIEE AREIE £ACE AT TS WU
At &7 A 2t Fe) BE¥E gRH I
He BA7 donZ(Day ef al, 1989) FE2
Byokayl z+Eo] AE 23 PFe vk,
2} Bajol| &34 250 AR wet A%A T2 E
2o} el Wl Hgdtl YetE ¢+ U

1090 AMEA da FAE 043 FEAA
3zgle FE A Fig 4). Pseudodiaptomus ma-
rinus, Harpacticoida sp.t Calanopia thompsoni2|
“A" 2319} Acartia omorii, A. pacifica, A. hudso-
nica, Centropages furcatus, Tortanus forcipatus 9t
Temora discaudata®) “B" F-elz FRHAL, “C
2al=  Labidocera bipinnala,

Pseudodiaptomus inopinus, Tortanus spinicaudatus,

Calanus sinicus,

Paracalanus indicus, Labidocera euchaeta. Cory-
caeus affinis®t Centropages abdominalis®| 8F 2%
2 ‘AT FElol 3 9 REFHL EF

27 8~290%0 2] W2 BWA 1L 3T 9

SEGaEe) et A8 187

SIMILARITY SALINITY (%o)

00 02 04 06 08 |0 szs 26 2T 28 29 30

1 ®

2 — s
3 &
4 -
5 -
6 *

7 e

8 — e
9 —— il
10 . ——————%
1 .

12 -

13 +@—e———————
14 -

5
- 16 *

\7

Fig. 4. Dendrogram  itlustrating the  species  association
and salinity range of copepods collected on Octo-
ber 1989. The salinity ranges are marked with
regard to occurrence of species by a dot and maxi-
mum population by a circle with dot. Numbers
1 ~17 refer to species name of copepods: 1. Psew-
dodiapromus marinus: 2. Harpacticoida sp.. 3. Cu-
lanopia thompsoni: 4. Acariia omorii. 5. Centropages
Surcanes: 6. Acartia pacifica: 7. Acartia hudsonica
8. Toranus forcipatus: 9. Temora discaudata: 10. La-
bidocera bipinnata: 11, Calanus sintcus: 12, Pseudo-
diapiomus inopinus: 13. Toranus spinicaudatus. 14.
Paracalanus indicus: 15, Ladidocera cuchaeta: 16.
Convcacus affinis: 17. Centropages ubdominalis.

ghzolgiuk. “B" y-2lel & 7kl Acertia %9
qztg7 32 velded A omorie S8 291%
of B¥FAL 7HAEAM 29.0~294% o EX3N
o, A pacificat 254~29.4% 2 FEH o 1L ¥
UeEldou @8 272%.0] AFHoR FEIUL,
A. hudsonica’s D5 29.1% 0% JEGo Y X
ZAL 254%0°1%Ek “C” Falo T BF EF
257%c ol X o] F4% e Foz FAE 3o
ARz YRS Folsle 84F9 Felolu
=3

3= Bual FAYAAE AT, 1A
AR AHE 3FL AGTFAH FAE 065
22220 M Pseudodiaptomus inopinus2 “A” ¥l
Corycaeus affinis®t Calanus sinicus®) “B” 22}
Acartia hudsonica, Centropages abdominslis®} Pa-
racalaus indicus®) “C" ¥Elg FEE & AU
(Fig.5). “A" 79} P inopinuse FE 26.8%c
olste] o FHalPor XY FHS A 222
%09 FolUth “B” Welel F& AR 264% ol
Ao Anr RZardAT, “C7 Fele T A 22
2~29.700 2 Wl 1§ vhebwttk “CT wale) F
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Fig. 5. Dendrogram illustrating the species association
and salinity range of copepods collected on Ma-
rch 1990. The salinity ranges are marked with
regard to oocurrence of species by a dot and maxi-
mum population by a circle with dot. Numbers
1~9 refer 1o species name of copepods: 1. Oi-
thona nana: 2. Eurytemora affinis: 3. Acartia omorii:
4. Pseudodiaptomus inopinus: 5. Corvcaeus affinis:
6. Calanus sinicus: 1. Acartia hudsonica: 8. Cenro-
pages abdominalis. 9. Paracalanus indicus.
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Fig. 6. Dendrogram illustrating the species  association
and salinity range of copepods collected on May
1990. The salinity ranges are marked with regard
to occurrence of species by a dot and maximum
population (s) by a circle with dot. Numbers |~
13 refer to species name of copepods: 1. Sinocala-
nus tenellus; 2. Labidocera euchaeta: 3. Acantia hud-
sonica. 4. Toranus spinicaudatus: 5. Pseudodiapro-
mus inopinus. 6. Labidocera bipinnata: 7. Oithona
nana. 8. Pseudodiapiomus mannus: 9. Acartia omo-
ni 10. Paracalanus indicus; 1. Cenmropages abdo-
minalis: 12. Corveacus affinis: 13. Calanus sinicus.

7VeH C. abdominalis= 9J342<Q) AR 2979, 9)
Xoll BEFHE BYL, A hudsonica’= D5 264
o] Rl FFHoE UEhGon P indicus
TETHUE HDEQ GE 245%:9 ¥@H A
o] o)k

S5€ofl= 20 HAHANAT AAY Sinocalanus te-
nellusE A 2JFchd, FALE 035 $20)4 258z
TEHAHFig 6). “A” = Labidocera eu-
chaeta, Acartia hudsonica, Tortanus spinicaudatus S}
Pseudodiaptomus inopinus9) 4 0.2 2}z 7 Ax)o]
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Fig. 7. Dendrogram illustrating the species association
and salinity range of copepods collected on July
1990. The salinity ranges are marked with regard
to occurrence of species by a dot and maximum
population (s) by a circle with dot. Numbers 1~
16 refer to species name of copepods: 1. Thermo-
cvelops hyalinus: 2. Pseudodiapromus inopinus: 3. Si-
nocalanus renellus. 4. Acartia hudsonica: S. Cenro-
pages abdominalis: 6. Labidocera euchaeta: 7. Ceni-
ropages tenuiremis, 8. Acartia pacifica: 9. Tortanus
spinicaudatus: 10. Corveaeus affinis; 11. Paracalanus
indicus: 12. Labidocera bipinnata: 13. Oithona simi-
lis: 14. Calanus sinicus: 15. Acartia omorii: 16, Tor-
ranus forciparus.

Rov, Labidocera bipinnata, Oithona nana, Pseu-
dodiaptomus marinus, Acartia omorii, Paracalanus
tndicus, Centropages abdominalis, Corycaeus affi-
nis9t Calanus sinicus®] 822 “B” Zglz 285
A "A” FEol] &3 o) RE¥FHL 9B 250
%oo ©l3to| Atk o] 74l P. inopinuse QX 17.9
%09l 7t APEY R REFAS sHHoH, 4
hudsonica®} T. spinicaudatus’= 2% AL 21.1%o
of Aoz Jehdt =8 L euchaetad] ¥ X
THL AR 250% 2 ®¥luA mPRo|Po} 1
ol’de] WHelME £¥slA WYk “B” w9
TEL 0 nana® AYsliE BT G 297~305
Zooo] B BXo] F4L Jehfo], ol5e w)
WY TARE Fopshs Fele 9780 Yr)
7THE FAFSE 040014 PEslA 39elE TEE
T UAKFig. 7). “A™ F2)= Thermocyclops hyaii-
nus, Pseudodiaptomus inopinusS} Sinocalanus te-
nellus®] 3%, “B” 2] Acartia pacifica, A. hudso-
nica, Centropages tenuiremis, C. abdominalis, Labi-
docera euchaela, Tortanus spinicaudatus, Corycaeus
affinis®} Paracalanus indicus©] 8%, —12]31 “C"
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Y2l Labidocera bipinnata, Oithona similis, Cala-
nus sinicus, Acartia omorii 2t Tortanus Jorcipatus 2]
5%02 A5tk "A" Fele 32 mE: gy
10%0 olstoll Tt £, E3] o] 5] BXF 4
FEE 0.7%c2 7P AHFGEA XYtk “B” ¥
2ol &3k Fo| RIFAL AR 9.7~26.8%0 9
& Bl At o] 712 C affinist P. indi-
cust PE 268%09 ¥InAH nFR o IyF
Moz BEFAov} A hudsonica, C. abdominalis,
euchaeta®t C. tenuiremis®] 4Z & ol@t}
1 21.9%0 M REF Aol Yet) “CT el
S BT AR 286%0 ©)dell Mg e gy
FAlel HF 289%09 7HE nH R 9] Folrt

b

M ool mr

d

X}
=

ofl

FE L Hugdrez AFs7)
AallMes FARGE Ui AEe B2 2 HE
e FEa Fur) e o3 Ay gds
AlE ARl st dojd & AT o}F] E7
ojdg 7IAA, 4EHY TAREC] 72 Fo
o, Ogg FEEYIE EFTS A AP
Ho g sfyste WHe Al EAsA g
tH{Omori and lkeda, 1984 : Park ef al., 1989). &
Aol A AL ZE 330 ume= HH(1989) o)) 2] &}
Fxdte] FEEHIE QUL EF FEeog A
tE vk sloy, BEED e BRI HHA
HRole A3 2ol A Ho dEHog,
Noctiluca scintillans®} & 9] BEFL 1149
7Hd & Qlrh &= Asf dtde Qlol HAG F

EFZ3EY AY77], A disede
(1989) el 2j3ted HEZL Hojglo] 2 JpojMe
VAR ZA Qo Ut AFRE #HE2E F &
ek 2 Fhe) HA A JE2F B AP
patchol] 2]t &2 AAE = sy B
Ao FHolgol oF HEHNH FAPL T8
T Stk SEEHAEY AF7] F£HFL
Fell M9} wpdriAg 2859 EaLo] gurd A
<+ (Park, 1990) ¥ &7+ (Barlow, 1955 : Cronin
et al., 1962 ; Fulton, 1984) A= dojud, o]5 2
Foll A% 7H7tol(near bottom)el EE3 izt
ozt B st e F3t Aol olF YEF Tl

TE
x

e w
o g

r

oo

ftH(Lee and McAlice, 1979a).
FERAELS 712403 sty vy
2 FEAAM FUsE detritus oY
VEHZ SAFE 14 2v)rl)
< %H(Heinle and Flemer, 1975 ; Poulet,
1976 : Roman, 1984). %, Columbia 7 &4
ol FZE ZAE Simenstad ef al.(1990)&
FEEHIEN g A go] Al 71~83%¢
olgttn Bu3le 1} 2u|AEMY FRAL 7
ZEt. B d7oME 39 537 pze
A 9ollA AAMS 9,256 ind./m’e} FFF 1,889.2
mg/m'E H1ueo] AEFo] W AcHTable 3).
oA 2 AEFL MAF P2 FFFANM 4z
9,154 ind/m*} < 1,700 mg/m32 Jehd gzt
Acartia hudsonica®l that 28] 7|Q1&9t}. a2t
7o §F5%S Y dolv FEZIFIAE A8
A 82tqRRk 2EhdAM EPsPonz {7189 =
Ztol] o3t Y0 A= HAY + AL AE=)
FF Malor dAgtel A Had gzbGe] 4ga )
+dl H3ghe 1981 4ol sl Puke] uH( A H
3ol BaE Ewrytemora pacifica) 17,524 ind./m?
oltH(Z! - &, 1983). E. pacifica®) Mol A hudso-
nica®t BIRIEZ FZFos S oF 3200
mg/m'e] ol2m, o] gre BN Yehd H:
gkl A9 2vjo} o]&r}. Raymont(1983)& A A
Aol TEEZIEY] ASF] E¥E T3 @
e §5elM & gto]l BEHY Huge &
Z% 1,000~1,200 mg/m®e} ¥jol itk Busts
Ak mebd B At Hugrhe Ex @A o
ol At st e Al Mg Uehe Eolgl ¥4
olgtiy & 4 gl

Ed st} 87t Fe d¥ BX J4E ving
A7E U=9 Cochin BackwaterE H|£3 ofg
3lfroll A ofFo}HrH Tranter and Abraham, 19
71 ; Pillai, 1971 5 Rao, 1977 ; Goswami and Selva-
kumar, 1977). QX 9] 37D 422 W3z}t Ao
ETTE&E 4% 0CE TH2E of 5~6T9 ¥
E& Bk 18} 710 HolEd gE o] ¥t
ol A3HA UEhd oF 30%0 A ALl ol gt
A A€} Tranter and Abraham(1971)-& Co-
chin Backwaterol|A] Acartia 3ol £3le 929 &
Zi ATl G& dsle) el AdFez Wy
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slal UFE Harshaw vk 3hd 2uiolol Lehi-
grelel B5A4e M &9 dwgol Ak H
ojth, whebr] 1ol AJAlEhye Q7R 1k ot
ol 4, AgE s wsd 28 A
sl o <kEgt ¥ 9 AEY F9¥
wslol] mlg} AlRdHog AsA Wy g Lo
st o] 27tR ol 8o ALsle] 2L £ &
ol Y3} *9«4 B WLl A ¥ xe}A ¥,
oLAaRg 97tE TR AddEel vehdd
(Cronin et al., 1962 ; Jeffries, 1962 : Knatz, 1978 :
Lee and McAlice, 1979b : Durbin and Durbin,
1981 : Fulton, 1984).
TR T Al Aoz Jepdt {7t
1099l Pseudodiaptomus inopinus 9} Paracala-
nus indicus, 399\ Acartia hudsonica$} P. inopinus,

0.

ﬁ

0

5%l A hudsonica®t Centropages abdominalis 71
el 79l Acartia pacifica, Paracalanus indicus 9}
Tortanus spinicaudatus©)S1H Table 4). o]¥13 &
A e AHEEE a7 Avie dsz 7
sl7] 93t Table 39 8745 $5%¥H &9
MAlg gtoz¥E Q7 VRS #Hi FEs
ek 71 2 109e)iE 2039 pg P T
3951 590t 742t 1758 pg 172.8 pgol 2o,
7ol 1550 uge & 7 wekth Fulton(1984) 2
ular B8 ol aztF e AAHIE
ZAEle Agol 71 e (2mm), gdle FT
A7N15mm)olt e, dEe 713 ZAUTHO5
mm)D BRsF. 9 G 7 HelM g
2-7]o} 2L 877 e 842 Fultong
Aol dx|gtPont, Foo) 7H RAd 3gEt
10%o] Aokt g2H{7 Yehd #4& Fultong]
Aol Ax&FA] Fuct o)HF 42

Qzto) &8s Poinopinuse) EF Z8(66.6%)
“H-‘v"“’ﬂ dojyria ok

I 439 AL F 5 JERG a7hEE T

Z 0.2 Calanus sinicus, Paracalanus indicus, Cent-

Hlm A 2

ropages abdominalis, Pseudodiaptomus inopinus,
Acartia omorii, A. hudsonica, Corycaeus affinis©}
th(Table 2). o} 71¢d vlnd & HEHS
289 A Pseudodiaptomus inopinus, Acartia hud-
sonica, Centropages abdominalis®} Paracalanus in-
dicus® 428 vt 5717 shtAlel a7h & ol

ST RS

Fokiz ol S 4 Al

Wooltel Al GEbsY Pseudodiaptomus 48] &8
Pomartnus @) Poomopinus©ol k. Poowarinuss o
FH AbF o 2(Uye and Kasahara, 1978 : Kim,
1985), WHd & 3% shtolol Az 5€ ) 10904 2}
7d QIR 27.8%c 8F 304% coNA B-aEe] FAlo] Lhrh
L*L}(Flgs 4, 6). 3-8 P inopinusi= W3LA 754
27Hr2 dakie} 38kl ME Yoo and Lim
(1989, 16a1)ol olsle] stelviQivt B zZAp7igh
ot ¥ Fol BXTlel fEe 10909 25.9%,
ol 22.2% ¢ & 59 17.6%¢, J18]a1 7€ 0.7
%ol ck. Ol e 109 E Aoty AR
A o] AEF Folvix sk(Figs. 4~7). o
chAl A P e] Gt s ojhy) yold &
Ak 58] 79le] 9 0.7% 91 Jrof| A Aol &
Mol uejyt e @ *E"O] mel shpEskyl v
Hol:ar doh
= A paczfzca A. hudsonica®} A.
omorii ] 30 WA E AV Aol eyttt
(Table 2). A pactficatz W15+73 9tE o g o)
Aafghol Al Bl A 1 vlel Vel Hlog B
awlo] glok(Kim, 1985), B Ee R ¥sjaiol
C‘::J)fi.o]] sl 24 Bi= (i,\{q. B :{:94 = 7&/\]3]
T DL xR o 7900 27.1T2} 9.7%0, 10€ = 158
T} 27.2%col0tH Table 1, Figs.4, 7). walr &
F2 157N HEEE Folaturt o0)
HAzlol e} nEFEeE B FHE &7 A
o7 Bl 38 A hudsonica®} A. omorii e &
435]9] A7 & 2% JebdtH(Talbe 2). A
omorit= 10t Wmtelol WA BEs1H, A hudso-
nicaw HAHL Hvr ot B¥sle Ao
2 dedx gltk(Ueda, 19865 7 - ©], 1990). & <
FolA A hudsonica®l FEFHS FE 17.9~264
%c &} Mool ot A omoriivs o)W T HO 289~
29.7%04 WLl Aoz veElth(Table 1, Figs.
4~7), 181 1093 590 AT HA FEe
BHANM A hudsonica®) BEEF40] JehE?] o
woll dAl BEFAH e R o)} ] Yol A £
ek A omorii e 109, 393 7Y 7} A7)
Hi APolM BEF4ol e dlgo] 2 ¢
Tl A dojzl gt E’UJr Fobd 7hsAdel ik et
A omorii®] ¥EXF41e] dio] 289~29.7%, W

L
l
efelis Ftsel M3t 4 .53.

Acartia 42 %
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2 2o]7F 08%o°ll Bt R B Ao dojzl
gholl Al 27 FobAlglatile B )R] ghizt}. 97y
TG 379l A hudsonica®t A. omorii= 7
HE AT ml Al7lol e HEo AHelAM T
Z83te] JECE ¥ £& WEs] PR ofH
A, e 27~-28% 08 BAZ HEA Tl A
hudsonica, LB FolM A omorii2] EIF 4]0
vehles Aoz #okEnh

B A7l A Centropagess& C. abdominalis, C.
tenutremis®} C. furcatus®] 3=o] Jelygol. Kim
(1985)& ¢te] 23S 33 AgtollM &3] 2 4+ e
Fol, C furcatus= ©o]Bt}t 2joko) B ¥l
Boatgdoh 8 C fenuiremists A5 ol A
o AEH T SHH A - F, 1983). WHE 147
gt Aol M= C. tenuiremis®}t C. furcatus7} Z+z}
7937 10¥T UEbtow, C abdominaliste A
ZAI 283 dY). C abdominalise] BXF4)
2 790l 9.7%0 9} 21.9%c M 2A Uehgoy, o
A7IE Alstae 799 d¥ET 52 257~304
%o o HYANAM FEREHAJLL

Shim and Yun(1990) el i3l Paracalanus in-
dicus7t MET Ayl AF EHIFoY, o
717te] GRS 28.7—-31.7%0 ¥Eoltt wAE =
7 ST AANAM B Fo] BEIFAHL AP 59
HE 245~304%c 2] HH) Uk

B AP Zhed 79l AL A Adsd
Qe wizy} FASYHTable 1, Fig. 7). o} o
Ueht dE L 0.7~289%02 I Aol 28.2%00l
olzich 799 WeEh? 71498 Remane and Sch-
lieper(1971) 8] EFAAE sl chr] wigd7]
F9(0.5~5%c), TB714H(5~28%0) % L7+
H(>28%0) 0.2 o] 2Ztw XY vlwst
of Bt 1 A7 Fig 73 o] 7ol e g
Wl 877 TR AYPHor Hge F
Ago] FJAHJUTE wIG7|Fde BXo F4
e Q7= 3% 2% Thermocyclops hyalinus,
Pseudodiaptomus inopinus} Sinocalanus tenellus
olgith. o] 71&-dl T. hyalinus$}t S. tenellus= 3
Aset gAElFACA 28e] H1g v lok(Yoo
and Lim, 1989 ; 1991). o}a}A o]&& slyte] ul
971¢des dEde 27tHE Addn $9714

Aol HlwA ge Fol FejAo] FXagom,

to ki A

He

¥} ¥ : 191

ol 712l Corycaeus affinis$} Paracalanus indi-
cusi= UHE Foll Mlste] RE o] F4alo] udl &)
Foll ATk vHA BWG a- AN E AR 289,
g AR 199 o] = ofE P9 Fyc)
vebstcl o] Naloli: Labidocera bipinnata, Oi-
thona similis, Calanus sinicus, Acartia omoriiS}
Tortanus forcipatus 5 6%0] £33l 9)on] o5&

el TGS dEshe Fo2 47ar,
2l 2

g A7E prHon Fuy xdudis 6
Apzgulel Ao ofstel o] ojHr) el
28 mokE Add AT @39, 0RE, v
3

EHuEH

2, oldhd, 1990. FHF kel anF F Acartia
dousi2 ERFAL e Fol g AHHY @
ol oy A7 BRsetsal, 23 378384,

HEd, 84, 1983 729 221 F 9] AlFRSl] o
s, sjdA-t, 50 29-35.

uboH, 1980, Aot 8 ZRIAE AR ol ky
A3 L ME A el oA shEseesl|, 24
165-171.
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