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Zonation pattern of macro-invertebrate community structure was examined from Okjukpo sandy beach,
Taechongdo, Korea. Macrofauna were collected in June 1998 using a can corer from ten stations along one
transect. Mean grain size ranged from 1.97 to 2.23¢ and sediment organic contents ranged from 0.52 to 1.02%.
A total of benthic macro-invertebrates comprised 25 species, providing 10,705 individuals and 89.13 g wet
weight in biomass. Peracaridean crustaceans such as amphipods and isopods are the most prominant com-
ponents in this exposed sandy beach. The dominant species were Eohaustorius setulosus (33%), Excirolana
chiltoni (26%), Haustorioides koreanus (12%), Platorchestia crassicornis (8%), and Cycladicama cumingii
(6%). The zonation patterns by these animals were very similar to those noted by Dahl(1952) and Jo(1990).
They are divided into three faunal zones: 1) subterrestrial fringe dominated by a talitrid amphipod Platorchestia
crassicornis, 2) midlittoral zone by a cirolanid isopod Excirolana chiltoni, 3) sublittoral fringe by more diverse

amphipods communities.
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Fig. 1. The sampling stations of Okjukpo sandy beach in Taechongdo, Korea.
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Fig. 2. Bottom slope along the transect line at Okjukpo sandy beach,
Taechongdo in June 1998.
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Fig. 3. The habitat conditions along the transect line at Okjukpo
sandy beach, Taechongdo in June 1998.

yigich. =3, AlEZE 345 e 2o APE 5 53] 59
AR f718 o] M e S HHo, i 4F 2
o AiFeE @ 28 Ze AR 2dA HnF =2
0.94%4] 75 JehAchFig. 2, Fig. 3).

B 2 AG]] gA3E SE3 ZHAEe =& J=E o}
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& AAFERY AAREA 14EG6%)0] EA3IAL, A=
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EHsIlt(Fig. 4). °|&S EFEE A49Ed 32q 5 92
F(Amphipoda)?t 8F, 24 o)A-$%-F-(Cumacea)’} 2%, 547
(Isopoda)7} 3%, A o]|F Mysidacea)’t 1502 FA=o] o
o, OQRFE 45, QA5 E F olvEFIt 4%, 183 Ve &
EFNE FEESENemertina)°] 3F0E FAEHO ). 53
AR FANE @RIt 8% sl 9 ERTOEA 3
O 238 58 Holx Yok 7T AP ST 1~14F AL
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Aukg oz 27 HZ Z4E AEY 2SS Sk
g YERE lou 83 49 FH 5, 283 FFH gollME
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Species Abundance Biomass
Others Others
Mollusoca 0.14% Polychasta Moliusca 0.42% Polychaeta
Others 5.74% 1.96% 8 03% | oae
12% Polychaeta : ’
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Fig. 4. Species composition, abundance, biomass found on a Okjukpo sandy beach based on 10 stations collected in June 1998.
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Fig. 5. The number of species, abundance, biomass of major macro-
fauna taxa occurred at each sampling stations.
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Holx gl dAEES 4 AHY
om, Cycladicama cumingiis A2
HZA 3FA E:f—(Mactra veneriformis), 7N BZN(Mactra ch-
inensis), 71‘3A]iﬂ%—(Moerella rutilaye A7 1049 &83]
32 Pk 7 BEE %‘éo}ﬂl 2¥% 5355 4H 7+
9ol Ztzt 2F3} 1% F 3Fo| ¥ UTi(Fig. 5).
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o] E-FTol AN ske ¥IEE HAHEE BW Cycladicama
cumingiidll 218 AXNFEo] TR V8] iy oz B JA
2 12 A 22 ALEhd, A PN R 3o} 2
Eo=z AT S 44 ¢ UhFig. 5. 3, AL
28 AT EEAse ZA7 & Ao)E Hojed), FA
5,6, 7904 Z+7} 1,580 ind/m? 1,560 ind/m? 1,670 ind/m’E
7 B2 JIASE RYer, 757@ 29} 4014 Z}z} 315 ind/m?,
120 ind/m?*2 7F% AL AASFE B9k o474 d 7 od_g-
sfofst Fie AH 59 69 E?ﬂ AT 42 3 Fo YES
o] ARAFe of FHAE o|FLEN FA 7HYri= &@011:}.
A4 59 AL AA AAF 1,580 ind/m? =, 1,575 ind/m>7}t
S2}591 Excirolana chiltoni®] 213 Aolth. A 6oliAx HA
A AAF 1,560 ind/m? %, 1,190 ind/m¥} EZ5F2] Dogiel-
inotidaedll £381= Haustorioides koreanus®| 213+ Zo|}.
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Z-59] Al 453 A vEhal AvkFig. 5).
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gom F8 ¥ FHL 3 30 AHFolt) o] F2 B A7
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Fig. 6. The index values of species di-
versity and evenness at each station.
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9] Talitridae®] £381= Platorchestia crassicornisZ WEET},
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B¥9 F4E o]F1 vk

@ AAF G3: FHo| vig] FulHoE ¥ 299 FHEY
A 29t 38 T F 659 AEo| 2L Utk Cycla-
dicama cumingii, Nectoneanthes oxypoda’t ©] A& tEFL.

@ ABF G4 BA 62 XT3V Haustorioides koreanus,
Gnorimosphaeroma sp. 5°) X3},

® AAZ G5 270 3 7~108 FA7RAE 23 &
H F5E 135302 7P gt AEFo] el BRelth
) AR 7 AR B4 AFdM R 1559 HEE
AA] 5709 FF(species groups)SE Ure AFHE BRAF
AT}H(Fig. 8).
@ =3 OL Excirolana chiltoni®t Eohaustorius setulosus 2
<z, 270 AR 11 AFE AYS A 22 A
Aol Autd ez ¥k YUt}
©@ & GII: Platorchestia crassicornisits E3H8iH, S=%
g el HARAAMTE S
® &2 GII: Cycladicama cumingii®t Nectoneanthes oxypoda

<& 23, A3 29 3904 FE JEMAY 2 2elA H
o MAYUEE UYehlle SE2 145 Utk
GIV: Haustorioides koreanus, Gnorimosphaeroma
sp., Bodotria sp., 3%% Z3H, A M F=E Ex9 F
Ae e E FEE FAHY Itk

® FF GV: A 7RE 100 ZA 383 A 75 89
A A MAU=ZE JEWE Monoculodes koreanus, Mandi-
bulophoxus mai, Urothoe sp., Haustorioides indivisus, Pseudo-
polydora paucibranchia 53 AR 99 10047 &dstE
Archaeomysis japonica, Armandia lanceolata 55 ZF 3T},
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SHE ool S I MMEE ZRle| MEf S

A= QFo=RY <F 200km Bl Ad) 5= 59 3}
U=Z @iy zel olEe] Frivke] FHelzh A9 g AEF
oAFe=Z Qs YFo| Ht AT ekl vlg) dojder wt
#e] o] A A3k Folth. olEE AMe ST ZHA
o] McLachlan(1980)¢) Exposure rating schemes 2431
o, ‘Exposed’ sandy beach®] BFo| TFHT)= 4 o= &
&, OEE, 955, 8 5 A3 Aol A= giiRe
RHPAYEC] FZ fine sand~very fine sand®] HIEE o|F
ofXd} ¥kl medium sand®] EHIHEZE FAHO] rhe AR
AME gRldEct gt HAES YA Ar)et B2 ARSI
718 FE= AW F= G FHA AEelA 3%, 1991),
e Aol 3-4%(Koh and Shin, 1988)%] ®I8] BF 0.75%
A2 #A3] e grs Ho|I Ut} oA X AL
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Species name/station

Excirolana_chiltonii

Eohaustorius setulosus
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Nectoneanthes oxypoda

Haustorioides koreanus
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~— \Monoculodes koreanus

L \Mandibulophoxus mai

Urothoe sp.
——_: Haustorioides indivisus
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1

Armandia lanceolata

6 3

Chord Distance

o

Fig. 8. Distribution of species groups in relation to station groups based on the numerical classification.

= AL e AECF AT A
A old AR A SHolE @ & Uk $FE
RHAYAN EH3 PEEY F S4E 25501, ol A3
gkl A% RIADE T FARE AH ARE AR
d 88% S99 60F, Blgr AT 73% Tof vlE] s ¥
& oIt @&, 1999). ol 2] FTRIgel dud
o2 =A% YAt AYESE Dexer, 1983), 1T AAH
P42 (McLachlan, 1990) S7H8tthe AR 2 dA|shaL
ek,

223 2HARel 9k £5 7h20 AT} A Fol
oM HF $HE HA HFFS AAFIH, 2 FAME
Sy 545 2 vlh R 3] 5AAoR Ve
I 9t} ole BERT HiE duldes §9 w8 Zd%
8 o] oL} (Brown and McLachlan, 1990) 74&t

JEE 2gAEe 553 953 74 & F
L35 AR & F I 7ot} Dexter(1983)] s A2
= most exposed beaches®l|, THEFE most sheltered beaches
o, 2 HAFEL intermediate exposed beachesol] 74
o By wBusigon, o #HA B f S5X
ZEAHE] JXEFE 2-L exposed sandy beachd] 5L &
wgstal vk & o Utk

SEZ DAL MASHE dE@XMESEe dT=
2700 A8AEe YoM HFANTES BE Fde &9

Y oPdrFRE FREl Uehke Ao ofrlot AGolut
"ol 270 AXAZNA Hole dnbzel ddoz UdTA
Th(Dahl, 1952; Hong 1982a, b; Frey et al. 1987). o]} %
ARE ti=AF AEel S8 vt AMsie] = AES o
o2 W g 23 AFEE Frey ef al(1987)9] JAAH &
o] FH AE, < 32(1992)9] WER, TG 20 AT 5
o] Ut} Frey et al(1987) AR $xeo] A AEE AR
A EZH(Brachyuran zone), 5 AAEE X0 (Molluscan
zone), 3Rl 14t EEr)|(Holothuroidean zone)E IA| 3742
ME g AESE Roje FYor FEIHIIL, ol T
Hong and Yoo(in preparation)ol &3] Bt} Aol FAH
AT wY] osle] AZHJAY. Ty 2 Uty LR =
23 BN F(1982a)0] A3l A7 SH=NN
B Orchestoidea-Tylos belt, &5l Dogielinotid-Haustoriid-
Excirolana-Fellaniella belt, 3+5-0 Mesochaetopteruss Z 35}t
O gEse s R 2EU £88 B,
Geot naze] Zg) R AN ARAM Orchestia-Tylos-
Ocypode belt, T304 Haustoriid-Dogielinotid belt, &0l
e 8% Umbonium& TFsle tgst thEFet QAR &
TS 28l JorkE, 1982b), =94 e HAHE]
ZAolg v o F8s $E AFe FRIF Qo] A
2 Bl E7Fs8)

B 24 g A9 dHE S5 ZYAES T4, A
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& ARG mF oA 74E7E duFos $AsaL e
Aol e EgHolH, o|AL A/ vz} skl ZalE A
ol 29 ulel gerEo s FAEE Y dAEE A=
= F9 $EE] A YolA A3 dE AAE yEhd
At S=x mAEe dPdEEe] 2 Dahl(1952)°] #38
(B Norways} A% Sweden)3} 2w (Chile®t Venezuela)®| =
Ao 73zkRe] AR ZE V1FEeE S Y AY
oz R AF A} g FABICE Dahl ©] =AM
Z70) RS ‘subterrestrial fringe’@F HalL ©] X9 G
R Hho| = ocypodid crabsell 93], 2dlX LML talitrid
amphipodsell &3] EARAYA = NHo2 HF3ry. 2L =
7 25 sFstE 9L cirolanid isopods?t -7 3t
‘midlittoral zone’, FFAERe.Z ZZIH 3HE-E ‘sublittoral fringe’
2y gl o] APe AAF7 thh ZAEEA OUd bE
EE BRTEC] YeEptr] AlRske o] 43 H 53] 2
A ¥kl A& hippid crabsoll )8}, A HolA & haustoriid -
phoxocephalid - oedicerotid amphipods §¢] @ZHFEl <3 ¥
AEE Yoz 493ta U

Dahle] Z7HH A& X8 3 TR 7|Eo= o83 3
ZFRo] AEE e B FAY A7l $5E ZYA™
Aol ZHHe AAEE e ul$ fARH Ve o
(Fig. 9). 9A, #3439 A4 12 talitrid amphipod?! Plator-
chestia crassicornis?} RS2 X413t Dahlg] =3¢l
‘subterrestrial fringe’dll B3I, 7 Z7Ue] EAo] ==
cirolanid isopodsQl Excirolana chiltoni= 873 1€ Ajjshd
Z7H) Aueld 2@st ot #xe A4S AEVE 34
JE T2 443 sH AAoln ojxte] 2k FR-el et
‘midlittoral zone’e] ¥ F A& Helr}h o7l HAEH
AFAE THIAFig. 8), BE 7 olF =7 S XY
Bus) PR Yehte A3 6 &% FF =0 £
& Je Holtk o] AHL dogielinotid amphipodsell &3}

o

ol ok

Haustorioides koreanus”} Excirolana chiltoniS} FZ=3PHA
oA AL e YA Holx guh. T, JHEA F

Hodr et W o fr &

3 zZ27h) sHtel E4S Holg AR 7 olFY AYdMe
haustoriid amphipods®ll BNG8l= Eohaustorius setulosus$t 718}
Wztsol] s\Wsle Haustorioides indivisus, Urothoe sp., Man-
dibulophoxus mai, Monoculodes koreanus 5°] &A= o] e}
VRS Eohaustorius setulsus’t 78 $HZ oA 2740 8
Rz 242 Zrkeke 3L Bolx gith wetk AH 7
AR 1078A7F Z7EREQ) sublittoral fringe’ol] SiEE 5 ik
o, 7194 A 29 30] dFoz et e &
Ao et Age] Pasith add o APEL LFS dA
B2 a8y tRJF7L 32 glen, F2 omiFd
Cycladicama cumingii’t R3I3L Q& o] EAH et} o] A
de AlEe] oz AhFos 27 Rl UM Yre Al
Yo} I f718 FFo] SV T (Fig. 3), 97 7K &
BaREoe] BgHos zgstd A7l dFY wAAA
(microhabitat)®] BAHLE f53 B 5 v}k wekr] o] FE&
U713 Q9)(microclimatic factors)ell 2J8] oj® AEFdt A
B 20] e e AE FFo2 ] o S vehd
= ol2u} “enclave”e] 7N (sensu Perés, 1982)02 3d|AMsh=
o] vt} ] HAsich A palo] FE A AEZ &
o Ao skt = Aol Mashs AEFo] SATHEA
E= okt 27 39 24810l (ldepool) Lol 2 3
2l Aoy R SAske SR 2 A JoA K
Aol EA Yehe dF9] mMaAe e =golt)

2| CiE ZjZAYolM LiEl-h= tiaE=E2le bl

e S22 A AIFAMYEY EE e
Jo(1990y7} 54k ol ® 2ol A7 2R dSEE
o} A9 X33 UrhFig. 9). °lHE A= A EFES W
Aoz g B 2A ZAFTe U R AR Joo] A7t
o] zolE T EEHE AEE BT Jo(1990)=
talitrid amphpod$] Trinorchestia longiramus?t $-83t= &7 &
2 XYL ‘subterrestrial fringe’E Excirolana chiltoni$t Haus-
torioides koreanus’t FZE31= A9E ‘midlittoral zone’2. 2, 1]

Fig. 9. The comparison of the zonation
patterns of the present study and
Jo(1990) with the zonation scheme of
Dahl(1952) and Salvat(1964) in sandy
beach.
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Table 1. Comparison among three study areas with physical and biological characteristics

Present study Jo(1990) Choi et al.(1998)
Study Area Taechongdo Dadaepo Taebudo
Sediment type medium sand find sand very fine-fine sand
Range of grain size (¢) 1.97-2.23 2.27-2.61 3.14.1
Range of Organic content (%) 0.05-0.59 0.01-0.93 5-20
Beach type 0.52-1.02 ND ND
Zonation pattern Exposed Sheltered -

Trinorchestia longiramus
Excirolana chiltoni
Haustorioides koreanus

Bullacta assemblage
Umbonium assemblage
Macrophthalmus assemblage

upper Platorchestia crassicornis

middle Excirolana chiltoni
Haustorioides koreanus

lower Eohaustorius setulosus

Haustorioides indivisus
Urothoe sp.
Mandibulophoxus mai
Monoculodes koreanus

Eohaustorius setulosus
Urothoe sp.A
Mandibulophoxus mai
Monoculodes koreanus

Protankyra assemblage

3 GA Eohaustorius setlosuss V153 Mandibulophoxus mai,
Urothoe sp. A, Monoculodes koreanus 5°] A vehle=
A Y& ‘sublittoral fringe’= A2A3 Yt} ol2)st A==RE o)
A= $5¥ ZYAET B4 U2 2eAEe 55 2hhR
2% gl ] tIHEE AGo] eptaL S & Urh
Z94 e AMAEY it Exd slojry 2 =AM
Jo(1990)8] A+ At A=A YeRE Sle 718 T8 olf
= of" Z#AHY morphodynamic statel} exposure rating®ll
7P ARA 98-S @Itk HAEY dx 24T 1E
oA ol 4 9l Aot T A9 HARY Y= 24
£ HZIEH 2 2 A9 HHEY Yt 1.97~223¢ 9
B2 d AHe] Z2A ‘medium sand’ol] &3t YA Fagol
1% P92 vpephtal Qith B3 o xe] Zejide H3E
9] YTrt 227~261¢ ¢ HHAZ ANFHOE “fine sand’ol] &
st R YA ghe] 1% HITe g veRta Sivh. dRt
Ao Z, HATAL )] 75 59 A 891 I B,
I AREAMY HREY dr AL By, 3=l @74 o
3 ATAR] #odo] Y= o] Lo (Warwick and Uncles, 1980),
ARAEAA Do 71AZA gk olHE HAEY U= 24
2 BE] ALFZHER] A4 E2E A3 T8 7 89l
Z 424 glck(Sanders et al., 1962).
E YoMz FAHSE HAE YAt 27

Zo 24 gz Aelg
Ug Aolgke F50] Thesitt
Z15te] YR = wolug] AgA]
Aol gk F F(1998)°] 29 A ZHE BH, o] (YL
B Y=t 200 AFAGANN 49, 2 F3R A HelA
3.1~34¢ 9 HHE 270 AE FAEE AL AAG =R
90% o2l AAE e RAAEE et gloH, He
P 2 FEIE 20%, 2 F 3Ol 5% WE o
Bl itk a2 o] X|He] ALl Ao thREe] g4
X HHGE 95% ol BAZ FAFY ISz B3]
3 FQ RELe AN G IS (Umbonium thomasi), HE7HA7A

Aol F-(Mediomatus), BFHFNA = o)(Nepthys oligobranchia),

NNHAZN F(Nitidotelling) 522 ANFET ThRFE7} 94
3t SR el o] tid=e] SE3 B4 oz =
AL SAE] U2 FLoE FAHL I8 HAFT 9
oh E3 o]E2 2 nE did £ S HITE o
£ A dEs e B2 dug sRez AR i
HA ol M= HA o] 2 (Bullacta assemblage), 1014 A
Aoz ® AR Z7de MR E 23 (Umbonium as-
semblage), = FHAd= AA - (Macrophthalmus  as-
semblage)o], 18]X R dEHd= JMAREHE 23
(Protankyra assemblage)®] ZAT22A IA 1Y FEZFN
oI Tt ol vehdtl 3Gt g ezl

ANBLE 2o BANEIDAE oA ST 24 B

Tk ol di iz o s ohEA Jeha gloh
o9t Aol YeME AFIHRFECl ZHAHS] morphody-
namic statel} o] XHERR) FEE & F U AFsE
A8} glo] BESA 2 PS¢ F= oy dAlEME ol
g ool AR P nXe AL HHEY dr 24T
F71E e Aloldx] g Ao] Bge Aoz Adr.

AT 253 ZEARoAY B A7 A3 8E 3 Y
ZAPGANA b ARRAIRRE dojzl Aoz EFsl
AE =2H FHALM] NFHMFE ZH] AL &
ZWIE ANEE Jua AZETt 53] Jo(1990)] HA4F Tl
x RN A7 Aol AEF o= e oy U
A= Bt A4AE Z7He oA 3% F2e] F£HE
2E Holy 3 HEd $3E9 2 JoME mlf T2
Mgl BFHAUTE AL 2 HEFHo] 2Fske B
oA A S UX|(niche)’t SASHE ool wigh Ao
A7 ode AV|she FEelga sginh

l

a =

g5 Aal] A7 g E S5 HHAH AMAsks tE
AFTES] FEFIE FAst7] A3 1998 6€ 24Lel 1A
o] ZARAE AAste] 10702 AAlA rectangular can corer
€ MRSt AR AN e Fd dRs 2099
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(1.97~223¢)01H, #7158 32 HA 0.75%(0.52~1.02%)=
Vel 24} A7)0 ) FER] &3k ¥ 25%¢] &8s
gom of F FI} 14%0] A3 AA 56%F A5
o $A BERzoz Jet. B3, AFF Ha 7E0], 2B
AAERE 1~14%F AojolA 28 ¥ Bom, dntye
2 271 e 242 2HFT Sk AEE JEi]
o} AAFANE & 10,705 A, BEF Hd 1,071 ind/m7}
2439t AAFe doME FAFEE] HAF7E 9,865 N
A7t 28st] AAY 92.15%F AR FHoZ TP A
= BEoE vegt. F2 $HFTOEZE Eohaustorius
setulosus(33%), Excirolana chiltoni(26%), Haustorioides koreanus
(12%), Platorchestia crassicornis(8%), Cycladicama cumingii
(6%) 5°] £33k 28 FFe 2 SRR YHETE
Z7vsi9. 00} MRS Eohaustorius semlosus, Excirolana chiltoni,
Haustorioides koreanus 52 33 oJsf Fsl5ox HUXE
Byl AR 2 89.13g WWt, Z8F FF 891g WWwt
2 e, Excirolana chilton7} AA2] 35%°] d|Fsh=
31.5g WwieZ 71 B AA S JeEpAT

B AT Qe F5, AAE, A oM F3] mli 3t
257 Auges $Ae AFA I =2E ZHAE
ZRoE Yehgon, AR SR ] we} vhet 2] 3
Zo| ARE Fgo) T3 UEth: (1) e Plator-
chestia crassicomis, (2) =52 Excirolana chiltoni, (3) 3H7-<]
haustoriid - dogielinotid - urothoid - oedicerotid®2 T =+& &2+
7 24,
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Appendix. Species, taxonomic composition, biomass(gWWt/m? and density(ind./m?) of the macrofauna in Okjukpo sandy beach,

Taechongdo, Korea

St.1 St.2 St3  St4 St.5 St.6 St.7 St.8 St.9 St.10 Total

Species Taxon D B D B D B DBD B DB D B D B D B D B D B
Eohaustorius setulosus CAm 25 0.083802.18 25 0.08 840 2.95 345 1.1410152.93 860 2.2 3490 11.6
Excirolana chiltoni Cls 25 0.331151.481203.11575 31.5 160 2.45 195 4.5 310 6.5 100 1.43 200 3.32 2800 54.6
Haustorioides koreanus CAm 11904.93 20 0.03 60 2.31 1270 7.26
Platorchestia crassicornis CAm 8054.19 5 0.01 810 4.2
Cycladicama cumingii MBi 2150.913705.65 10 0.31 5 005 600 6.92
Haustorioides indivisus CAm 310 0.52 130 0.19 20 0.03 40 0.06 500 0.8
Urothoe sp. CAm 135 0.22 165 0.23 100 0.13 90 0.14 490 0.72
Monoculodes koreanus CAm 50 0.16 45 0.19 20 0.05 35 0.12 150 0.51
Pseudopolydora paucibranchiata  Pol 25 0.02 50 0.06 5 0.01 40 0.08 20 0.03 140 0.19
Mandibulophoxus mai CAm 55 029 50 0.16 15 0.04 10 0.03 130 0.51
Gnorimosphaeroma sp. Cls 5 0.01 115015 5 0.02 125 0.18
Bodotria sp. CCu 5 0.01 30 0.02 10 0.03 20 0.01 65 0.06
Nectoneanthes oxypoda Pol 40 0.78 10 0.01 50 0.79
Archaeomysis japonica CMy 5 0.01 15 0.05 20 0.06
Armandia lanceolata Pol 5 0.05 10 0.08 15 0.12
Scolelepis sp. Pol 5 0.03 5 003
Perioculodes seohae CAm 5 0.02 5 0
Diastylis nitens CCu 5 001 5 001
Tylos granulatus Cls 5 0.02 5 002
Mactra chinensis MBi 5 001 5 001
Mactra veneriformis MBi 5 009 5 0.09
Moerella rutila MBi 5 015 5 0.15
Micrura sp. ONe 5 0.02 5 0.02
Nemertinea sp. 1 ONe 5 0.17 5 017
Nemertinea sp. 2 ONe 5 0.19 5 019

Total 8104.123152.128809.341203.1 1580 31.5 15607.9416708.941120 10.8 13454.91 13056.31 10705 8§9.1

Number of species 2 6 5 1 2 8 11 9 11 14

CAm: Amphipoda, Cls: Isopoda, CCu: Cumacea, CMy: Mysidacea, MBi: Bivalvia, ONe: Nemertinea, Pol: Polychaeta; D: density, B: biomass
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