
Introduction

Seagrass beds generally support different fish
species, a greater diversity and abundance of
fish, and larger numbers of juveniles nearby bare
substrate (Bell and Pollard, 1989; Heck et al.,
1989; Jenkins et al., 1997; Hemminga and Duarte,

2000). This phenomenon is classically explained
by considering the high structural complexity of
such seagrass systems, which are able to fulfill
the role of nursery areas in providing shelter and
food to a great number of littoral fish species
(Klumpp et al., 1989; Jenkins and Wheatley,
1998; Guidetti, 2000). Jenkins and Wheatley
(1998) and Guidetti et al. (2000) invoked some
features of seagrass canopies, such as shading,
baffling of currents and increased surface area of
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substrata due to foliage, as important reasons
determining an increased diversity and abun-
dance of fishes in seagrass habitats. By contrast,
some studies found no significant differences in
fish species richness or total abundance between
seagrass beds and unvegetated sites (Hanekom
and Baird, 1984; Heck and Thomas, 1984), but
peculiar local factors are invoked to explain these
results.

Recent studies on eelgrass bed in Korea have
reported seasonal variation in species composi-
tion and abundance of fishes in Kwangyang Bay,
around Cheju Island and Angol Bay (Huh and
Kwak, 1997a; Go and Cho, 1997; Lee et al., 2000)
and feeding habits of particular fish species
(Acanthogobius flavimanus, Platycephalus indi-
cus, Liparis tanakai and Limanda yokohamae).
(Huh and Kwak, 1999; Kwak and Huh, 2002,
2003a, b). Shallow waters with rich eelgrass beds
are located in Jindong Bay, southern Korea pro-
vide a habitat for variety of invertebrates and
small fish, which in turn are the potential food of
large fishes. Although some ecological studies on
fish in the eelgrass bed have been conducted in
the Bay, their interest in the studies is confined
to feeding habits of some fish species (Kwak et
al., 2003; Kwak and Huh 2004; Kwak et al.,
2004; Kwak et al., 2005). 

The aim of the present study was to compare
species composition, species richness, and abun-
dance of fishes between an eelgrass bed and ad-
jacent unvegetated area. 

Materials and Methods

The study area was located in eelgrass bed and
adjacent unvegetated area in Jindong Bay (Fig.
1). An eelgrass bed supports a luxuriant eel-
grass, Zostera marina which is forming subtidal
bands (500~700 m wide) in the shallow water
(⁄3 m). An eelgrass bed extended in patches for
about 4 km along the shore. 

Fish samples were collected monthly by a 5-m
beam trawl (1.9-cm mesh wing and body, 0.6-cm
mesh liner). Four 6-min tows in each sampling
time were carried out in an eelgrass bed and adja-
cent unvegetated habitat throughout 2002. Speci-
mens were preserved immediately in 10% forma-
lin after capture and later transferred to 70%
isopropanol. These samples were identified accor-
ding to Masuda et al. (1984), Yoon (2002), and Kim
et al. (2005) and weighed to the nearest gram in

wet weight and their standard length measured
to the nearest millimeter in the laboratory. 

Water temperature and salinity were measur-
ed at each sampling location. Eelgrass biomass
was estimated by removal of all plant matter in a
0.01 m2 within each station. The plants were se-
parated into the above- and below-ground parts,
dried at 80�C for 24 h then weighed to the nea-
rest gram. 

The fish data was analysed to obtain the follow-
ing community variables. Diversity H′ (Shannon
and Weaver, 1949) was calculated as:

H′==-Σ (ni/N) log (ni/N), 

where n is the number of individuals of each i
species in a sample and N is the total number of
individuals. 

A two-way ANOVA was used to analyse varia-
tions in fish abundance and environmental fac-
tors with seasons and habitats. Log transformed
data were used to satisfy the equal variance as-
sumption of the model. A Kolmogorove-Smirnov
2-sample test was analysed differences in num-
ber of individuals and biomass of fish, and size
distribution of common fish species between an
eelgrass bed and unvegetated habitat. 

Results

Temperature, salinity, and eelgrass
biomass

Temperature at the study site ranged from 7.4
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Fig. 1. Location of the study area. (●: Eelgrass bed, ○:
Unvegetated habitat)
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�C to 27.7�C and varied significantly with mon-
ths (ANOVA, p⁄0.05), but not with habitats
(ANOVA, p¤0.05). The peak of temperature was
around July 2002, a decline in October and a
minimum during winter (Fig. 2). Salinity ranged
from 25.4‰ to 34.2‰ and did not vary signifi-
cantly between months and habitats (ANOVA,
p¤0.05) with display a similar pattern except in
August 2002 and September 2002 when it dro-
pped (about 25‰) (Fig. 2). The average eelgrass
biomass ranged from 21.8 g DW/m2 to 378.7 g
DW/m2 and varied significantly with months
(ANOVA, p⁄0.05). The peak of eelgrass biomass
was around May, and a sharp decline in June
2002 and a minimum in December 2002 (Fig. 2). 

Species composition

A total of 2,158 fish belonging to 26 species
were collected from an eelgrass bed in Jindong
Bay (Table 1, 2). Numerically dominant fish were
H. otakii (17.8%), A. schlegeli (12.6%), L. japoni-
cus (11.1%), P. nebulosa (10.8%), and P. fangi
(10.1%), together accounting for 72.7% of the
catch, and 74.7% of biomass. These were pri-
marily small fish species or early juveniles of lar-
ger fish species. Only about 10% exceeded 5 cm
SL. 

For fish assemblages in unvegetated habitat,
992 fish belonging to 21 species were collected
(Table 1, 2). Pholis fangi (23.3), H. otakii (17.1%),
R. valenciennei (11.5%), L. nuchalis (11.4%), A.
flavimanus (11.0%), and P. nebulosa (10.1%)
were dominated. These are made up 84.4% of
number of individuals and 91.3% of total bio-
mass. Although most of fishes species were pri-
marily small fish species or young juveniles, the
fish size was larger individuals than those of in
an eelgrass bed. 

Number of individuals and biomass of fish
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Fig. 2. Monthly variations of temperature, salinity and
eelgrass biomass in an eelgrass bed and unvege-
tated habitat in Jindong Bay.

Table 1. Comparisons of number of individuals of fish
species between eelgrass bed and unvegetated
habitat (The significance level means difference
in two habitats)

Habitats
Signi- 

Species Eelgrass Unve- ficance
bed % getat- % level

ed

Hexagrammos otakii 385 17.8 170 17.1 **
Pholis fangi 219 10.1 231 23.3 *
Pholis nebulosa 234 10.8 100 10.1 **
Leiognathus nuchalis 218 10.1 113 11.4 *
Acanthopagrus schlegeli 272 12.6 4 0.4 **
Lateolabrax japonicus 240 11.1 4 0.4 **
Acanthogobius flavimanus 91 4.2 109 11.0 **
Repomucenus valenciennei 71 3.3 114 11.5 **
Acentrogobius pflaumi 99 4.6 78 7.9 **
Pseudoblennius cottoides 86 4.0 17 1.7 **
Silago japonicus 51 2.4 **
Hippocampus japonica 35 1.6 **
Rudaris ercodes 29 1.3 2 0.2 **
Limanda yokohamae 6 0.3 19 1.9 **
Takifugu niphobles 25 1.2 **
Pseudoblennius percoides 24 1.1 **
Sebastes inermis 17 0.8 2 0.2 *
Syngnathus schlegeli 18 0.8 *
Sebastes longispinis 13 0.6 *
Sebastes schlegeli 10 0.5 n.s.
Hypodytes rubrippins 5 0.2 4 0.4 n.s.
Chaenogobius heptacanthus 1 0.0 6 0.6 *
Favonigobius gymnauchen 6 0.6 *
Platycephalus indicus 5 0.5 n.s.
Clupea pallasii 4 0.2 n.s.
Ernogrammus hexagrammus 4 0.4 n.s.
Zoarces gilli 2 0.1 n.s.
Ditrema temmincki 2 0.1 n.s.
Sagamia geneionema 2 0.2 n.s.
Sardinella zunasi 1 0.0 n.s.
Furcina osimae 1 0.1 n.s.
Parablennius yatabei 1 0.1 n.s.

Total 2,158 100 992 100 

p⁄0.01: **, p⁄0.05: *, n.s.: not significant



species were found to differ significantly between
two habitats (see significance level in Table 1, 2).
Higher number of individuals of common fish
species except P. fangi and L. nuchalis occurred
in an eelgrass bed than unvegetated habitat,
while P. fangi, A. flavimanus, R. valenciennei,
and L. yokohamae were higher in unvegetated
habitats. In terms of biomass of fish species, A.
schlegeli, L. japonicus were higher in an eelgrass
bed, whereas higher biomass of P. fangi, A. flavi-
manus, R. valenciennei and P. cottoides were
occurred in unvegetated habitat. Furthermore S.

japonicus, H. japonica, T. niphobles, P. percoides,
Sebastes inermis, S. schlegeli, Sebastes schlegeli
were only collected in an eelgrass bed. 

Size distribution of common fish species

The size distributions of common fish species
significantly varied with two habitats (p⁄0.05,
Fig. 3). Most of smaller individuals was dominat-
ed in an eelgrass bed, while larger individuals
were found in unvegetated habitat. The size
range of H. otakii was 4.1 cm to 18.3 cm SL with
higher abundance of smaller individuals (⁄6 cm
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Table 2. Comparisons of biomass* of fish species between
eelgrass bed and unvegetated habitat (The signi-
ficance level means difference in two habitats)

Habitats
Signi- 

Species Eelgrass Unve- ficance
bed % getat- % level

ed

Hexagrammos otakii 6,154.5 32.4 4,664.9 38.7 *
Pholis nebulosa 2,230.3 11.7 1,757.3 14.6 *
Acanthogobius 

flavimanus 1,736.5 9.1 1,929.5 16.0 *

Acanthopagrus schlegeli 2,777.1 14.6 284.8 2.4 **
Pholis fangi 1,099.3 5.8 1,673.5 13.9 *
Lateolabrax japonicus 1,359.2 7.2 78.4 0.7 **
Repomucenus valenciennei 553.3 2.9 703.2 5.8 *
Silago japonicus 1,117.2 5.9 **
Leiognathus nuchalis 564.9 3.0 265.0 2.2 **
Takifugu niphobles 535.2 2.8 **
Acentrogobius pflaumi 194.1 1.0 173.2 1.4 *
Limanda yokohamae 148.1 0.8 213.1 1.8 *
Pseudoblennius cottoides 96.4 0.5 172.6 1.4 **
Pseudoblennius percoides 88.0 0.5 **
Platycephalus indicus 71.4 0.6 **
Ditrema temmincki 65.6 0.3 **
Syngnathus schlegeli 59.4 0.3 **
Rudaris ercodes 48.3 0.3 2.1 0.0 **
Sebastes inermis 33.1 0.2 12.8 0.1 **
Hippocampus japonica 43.0 0.2 **
Hypodytes rubrippinis 26.4 0.1 0.8 0.0 **
Sebastes schlegeli 19.4 0.1 **
Zoarces gilli 18.5 0.1 *
Sebastes longispinis 17.8 0.1 *
Sagamia geneionema 12.5 0.1 n.s.
Favonigobius gymnauchen 10.9 0.1 n.s.
Chaenogobius heptacanthus 0.7 4.2 0.0 n.s.
Ernogrammus hexagrammus 4.8 0.0 n.s.
Clupea pallasii 4.2 n.s.
Furcina osimae 3.0 0.0 n.s.
Parablennius yatabei 1.3 0.0 n.s.
Sardinella zunasi 1.0 n.s.

Total 18,991.5 100 12,039.3 100

p⁄0.01: **, p⁄0.05: *, n.s.: not significant * wet weight (g)
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SL) in an eelgrass bed, whereas most of P. fangi
individuals were larger individuals (¤12 cm SL)
in unvegetated habitat. For P. nebulosa, size
ranged from 3.5~22.7 cm SL, and larger indivi-
duals (¤17 cm SL) were predominately found in
unvegetated habitat although higher value of
smaller individuals were in an eelgrass bed. On
the other hand, almost all smaller individuals of
A. schlegeli and L. japonicus were found in an
eelgrass bed, but larger individuals were in the
unvegetated habitat.

Seasonal variation in abundance of fishes

The number of fish species (4~17 species)
varied significantly with seasons and habitats

(ANOVA, p⁄0.05). Higher number of fish spec-
ies occurred in an eelgrass bed than unvegetated
habitat with highest value in May 2002 (Fig. 4-
a). Number of individuals and biomass of fish
species differed substantially between different
seasons and habitats (ANOVA, p⁄0.05, Fig. 4-b,
c) with the largest number of individuals and
biomass occurring in an eelgrass bed. Higher
number of fish individuals occurred from May to
July 2002 which were dominated H. otakii, A.
schlegeli, L. japonicus, and L. nuchalis, and low-
est numbers occurred in January 2002 in an
eelgrass bed (Appendix 1, 2). Fish biomass in an
eelgrass bed was higher in April 2002 July 2002,
and August 2002 when a few relatively large P.
nebulosa, H, otakii, S. japonicus, and L. japoni-
cus were present (Appendix 1). However, the
highest biomass in April 2002 in unvegetated
habitat. Significant seasonal and habitat differ-
ences were observed for the diversity index
(ANOVA, p⁄0.05, Fig. 4-d) with higher value
(0.72~2.32) in an eelgrass bed. The diversity
index was highest in May 2002 and August 2002
in an eelgrass bed, while the highest value was
in November 2002 in unvegetated habitat. 

Discussion

A total of 26 fish species was recorded from an
eelgrass bed of Jindong Bay and most of fish
species are of commercial and recreational im-
portance. For example, H. otakii, A. schlegeli and
L. japonicus are valued as live fish in the Sou-
thern sea, Korea, and P. nebulosa and P. fangi
harvested as a food fish (Kim and Kang, 1993;
Yoon, 2002). Broad-scale surveys of fish commu-
nities in the eelgrass beds from other regions of
Korea suggest a similar community structure.
Hexagrammos otakii, P. fangi, P. cottoides, and
Pholis nebulosa also dominated the fish com-
munity in Kwangyang Bay (Huh and Kwak,
1997a), A. schlegeli, P. nebulosa in Angol Bay
(Lee et al., 2000), and H. otakii, P. nebulosa in
Hamduck around Cheju Island (Go and Cho
1997). Kikuchi (1966, 1974) reported that the
genera Hexagrammos, Pseudoblennius, and
Pholis were also dominant fish groups in an eel-
grass bed of Tomioka Bay, Japan. On the other
hand, 21 fish species collected from unvegetated
habitat adjacent eelgrass bed in Jindong Bay,
and P. fangi, H. otakii, R. valenciennei, L. nu-
chalis, A. flavimanus, and P. nebulosa were do-
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minated. These result indicated that several
common fish species (e.g. H. otakii, P. fangi, and
P. nebulosa) may use unvegetated area as well
as an eelgrass bed. Ferrell and Bell (1991) found
that the unvegetated areas adjacent eelgrass
beds constituted a specific habitat for a number
of species that was distinct from unvegetated
areas some distance from seagrass. Also, the
number of individuals on sand adjacent to sea-
grass was significantly higher than sand distant
from seagrass. The presence of seagrass may
lead to organic enrichment of unvegetated sedi-
ments nearby, enriching food production for fish-
es (Shaw and Jenkins, 1992; Jenkins et al., 1997). 

Fishes collected from an eelgrass bed in the
study area appeared to be dominated by small
fish species and juveniles of most species. This
indicated that an eelgrass bed in Jindong Bay
function as nursery areas. The juvenile stage of a
number of commercial fish species such as H.
otakii, P. nebulosa, A. schlegeli, and L. japonicus
settled directly in an eelgrass bed. Particularly
juveniles of H. otakii and P. nebulosa are cryp-
tically coloured for life, and may remain in an
eelgrass bed. The diet of these species is also do-
minated by eelgrass-associated biota (Huh and
Kwak, 1997b; Kwak et al., 2005). Other commer-
cial species such as A. schlegeli and L. japonicus
showed strong preference for eelgrass beds in the
juvenile stage. Juveniles of these species feed
primarily on small sized epiphytic animals, gam-
marid amphipods and caprellid amphipods which
inhabit in the eelgrass beds (Huh and Kwak,
1998a, b). Such conclusions are in general agree-
ment with other studies of seagrass beds (Huh
and Kwak, 1997a; Rozas and Minello, 1998; Lee
et al., 2000; Im, 2004; Kwak and Klumpp, 2004).
A significantly greater abundance of fish ju-
veniles than that of adults in our study site in
Jindong Bay confirmed that also these species
were likely to be dependent on eelgrass beds for
shelter and survival during the early life stages
(Brook, 1977; Bell and Pollard, 1989; Edgar and
Shaw, 1995). On the other hand, A. flavimanus,
R. valenciennei, and L. yokohamae tended to
occur at unvegetated habitats. At least in the
case of A. flavimanus and L. yokohamae, there is
an evidence that juveniles may benefit indirectly
from eelgrass bed through high abundance of
food organisms (Huh and Kwak, 1999; Kwak and
Huh, 2003b). Jenkins and Wheatley (1998) de-
monstrated that eelgrass beds were important 

habitats for commercial fish species, but some
species may show flexible use of unvegetated
habitats where sediments are enriched with eel-
grass detritus or where eelgrass bed refuge is
nearby.

We also found an important differences be-
tween fish assemblages associated with each
habitat. The species composition on unvegetated
habitat were often quite distinct from adjacent
vegetated habitat. Acanthopagrus schlegeli and
L. japonicus were predominantly abundant in an
eelgrass bed, whereas A. flavimanus, R. valenci-
ennei, and L. yokohamae were dominant fish
species in unvegetated habitat. Hippocampus
japonicus and R. ercodes were also higher in an
eelgrass bed. Species richness and abundances of
fish species were higher in an eelgrass bed than
those in unvegetated habitat. Other studies have
shown similar patterns of variable faunal abun-
dance in fish communities of seagrass beds world-
wide. For example, the species richness, abun-
dance of fishes were significantly higher in sea-
grass beds, Victoria, Australia (Jenkins et al.,
1997; Jenkins and Wheatley, 1998), and a higher
species richness and fish density were observed
over the Posidonia seagrass beds in the Adriatic
Sea (Guidetti, 2000). West and King (1996) have
demonstrated that shallow vegetated (Zostera
capricorni) had greatest diversity and higher
abundance of fishes in Australian Coastal River
during recruitment periods. This results indicat-
ed that the major linkage between these fish
species and seagrass bed was probably food sup-
ply and protection from predators (Klumpp et al.,
1989; Jenkins and Wheatley, 1998; Guidetti,
2000). Hence we suggest that higher numbers
and biomass of fish species in an eelgrass bed are
primarily related to habitat structure with in-
creased food availability and greater protection
from predators. 
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진동만 잘피밭과 인근 잘피가 없는 해역의 어류군집 비교

곽 석 남*∙허 성 회1∙최 창 근2

부경 학교 해양과학공동연구소 및 1해양학과, 2한국해양 학교 해양과학기술연구소

진동만 다구리 잘피밭과 인근 잘피가 없는 해역의 어류군집을 비교하기 위해서 2002년 1월부

터 12월까지 소형 빔 트롤을 이용하여 어류를 매월 채집하 다. 조사기간 동안 우점하 던 쥐노

래미, 감성돔, 농어, 베도라치, 흰베도라치, 주둥치, 문절망둑, 그리고 실양태가 우점하 다. 특히 감

성돔과 농어는 잘피밭에서 문절망둑과 실양태는 잘피가 없는 해역에서 많이 출현하 다. 청보리

멸, 산호해마, 복섬 및 돌팍망둑, 실고기, 흰꼬리볼락 및 볼락 등은 잘피밭에서만, 양태 및 날개망

둑 등은 잘피가 없는 해역에서만 출현하 다. 본 조사해역에서 출현한 어류는 부분이 소형 어

종이거나 형 어종의 유어들로 구성되어 있어서, 잘피밭이 작은 크기의 어종들에게 좋은 성육장

의 역할을 하고 있었다. 어류군집은 뚜렷한 계절변동을 보 는데, 출현 종수는 2002년 5월에, 출
현 개체수는 2002년 4월에서 7월 사이에 아주 높았다. 한편 생체량은 2002년 4월과 7월에 가장

높은 수치를 나타내었다. 체적으로 겨울철에는 출현 종수, 개체수 및 생체량이 모두 낮았다. 잘
피밭과 잘피가 없는 인근해역의 어류 군집을 비교해보면, 출현 종수, 개체수 및 생체량이 모두 잘

피밭에서 높게 나타났다. 이와 같은 결과는 잘피밭은 잘피가 생되어 있어서 먹이 이용 가능성

및 포식자로부터 보호받을 수 있는 서식처의 특성에 의한 것으로 주요 우점종의 체장분포에서도

두 서식처간의 차이가 뚜렷하게 나타났다. 

Received: April 4, 2006
Accepted: May 15, 2006



Comparisons of Fish Assemblages 127

A
pp

en
di

x 
I.

N
um

be
r 

of
 in

di
vi

du
al

s 
an

d 
bi

om
as

s 
of

 fi
sh

 s
pe

ci
es

 in
 a

n 
ee

lg
ra

ss
 b

ed
 in

 J
in

do
ng

 B
ay

Sp
ec

ie
s

Ja
n.

F
eb

.
M

ar
.

A
pr

.
M

ay
Ju

n.
Ju

l.
A

ug
.

Se
p.

O
ct

.

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

P
se

ud
ob

le
nn

iu
s 

co
tt

oi
de

s
5

1.
0 

16
17

.5
 

63
73

.6
 

2
4.

3
A

ca
nt

ho
pa

gr
us

 s
ch

le
ge

li
11

57
8.

6 
15

31
3.

5 
21

15
9.

7 
13

9
75

0.
7 

55
30

8.
2 

20
35

8.
1 

11
30

8.
3 

R
ud

ar
is

 e
rc

od
es

1
1.

0 
3

2.
5 

4
4.

1 
6

3.
8

8
22

.4
L

at
eo

la
br

ax
 ja

po
ni

cu
s

21
23

.1
 

12
0

27
6.

2 
69

44
1.

7 
30

61
8.

2 
P

se
ud

ob
le

nn
iu

s 
pe

rc
oi

de
s

10
16

.2
 

14
71

.8
 

Z
oa

rc
es

 g
il

li
2

18
.5

 
D

it
re

m
a 

te
m

m
in

ck
i

1
32

.0
 

A
ca

nt
ho

go
bi

us
 fl

av
im

an
us

4
73

.0
 

18
53

8.
2 

23
31

0.
5 

19
22

9.
9 

20
42

4.
0 

3
89

.1
 

L
im

an
da

 y
ok

oh
am

ae
1

11
.1

 
2

56
.6

 
H

yp
od

yt
es

 r
ub

ri
pp

in
s

1
1.

3 
2

6.
3 

1
8.

0 
1

10
.8

 
S

ar
di

ne
ll

a 
zu

na
si

1
1.

0 
P

ho
li

s 
ne

bu
lo

sa
13

14
8.

2 
15

19
3.

5 
76

72
2.

0 
77

91
6.

3 
37

11
4.

3 
1

37
.1

T
ak

if
ug

u 
ni

ph
ob

le
s

1
29

.5
 

5
11

8.
6 

3
98

.2
 

10
17

1.
1 

S
eb

as
te

s 
in

er
m

is
1

0.
4 

10
19

.3
 

6
13

.4
 

H
ip

po
ca

m
pu

s 
ja

po
ni

ca
4

5.
4 

9
8.

5 
2

3.
4 

7
11

.0
 

3
3.

0 
2

3.
6 

4
3.

4 
C

ha
en

og
ob

iu
s 

he
pt

ac
an

th
us

1
0.

7 
S

yn
gn

at
hu

s 
sc

hl
eg

el
i

6
13

.6
 

11
43

.6
 

1
2.

2 
R

ep
om

uc
en

us
 v

al
en

ci
en

ne
i

1
0.

1
4

20
.4

4
23

.6
14

72
.8

S
eb

as
te

s 
sc

hl
eg

el
i

1
1.

1 
9

18
.3

 
L

ei
og

na
th

us
 n

uc
ha

li
s

7
18

.3
 

2
13

.8
 

59
20

5.
9 

8
54

.4
 

8
14

.0
 

65
79

.3
 

55
12

6.
0 

A
ce

nt
ro

go
bi

us
 p

fl
au

m
i

6
4.

9 
1

0.
5 

3
2.

1 
13

18
.2

 
4

6.
5 

62
14

1.
5 

2
5.

3 
4

7.
4 

3
6.

3 
H

ex
ag

ra
m

m
os

 o
ta

ki
i

21
52

.5
 

55
42

9.
1 

78
67

0.
9 

42
38

2.
2 

21
52

9.
2 

31
68

8.
2 

23
50

8.
3 

32
74

5.
7 

S
il

ag
o 

ja
po

ni
cu

s
4

54
.5

 
22

48
4.

6 
12

28
3.

5 
10

27
2.

2 
1

17
.8

 
C

lu
pe

a 
pa

ll
as

ii
4

4.
2 

S
eb

as
te

s 
lo

ng
is

pi
ni

s
12

16
.4

 
P

ho
li

s 
fa

ng
i

7
26

.5
 

30
15

3.
3 

51
23

4.
9 

72
39

5.
3 

35
12

2.
4 

9
74

.9
 

T
ot

al
28

18
1.

9 
49

36
4.

7 
16

1
1,

07
7.

6 
27

7
2,

48
3.

3 
32

7
1,

54
9.

5 
33

5
1,

81
5.

8 
30

0
2,

70
9.

5 
18

0
2,

29
3.

9 
15

6
1,

82
0.

4 
14

2
1,

53
5.

8 

N
 : 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 in

di
vi

du
al

s,
 W

 : 
w

et
 w

ei
gh

t(
g)

N
ov

.
D

ec
.

N
W

N
W

3
7.

2
4

7.
3 

1
33

.6
 

3
52

.5
 

1
19

.3
 

3
80

.4
 

15
98

.9
 

2
28

.3
 

4
89

.5
 

4
4.

7 

48
43

6.
4

12
31

.4
 

2
21

.9
 

1
1.

4 
45

12
19

.7
 

37
92

8.
7 

2
4.

6 

1
1.

4 
8

52
.9

 
7

39
.1

 

13
3

1,
95

4.
5 

70
1,

20
4.

7 



128 S.N. Kwak, S.H. Huh and C.G. Choi

A
pp

en
di

x 
2.

N
um

be
r 

of
 in

di
vi

du
al

s 
an

d 
bi

om
as

s 
of

 fi
sh

 s
pe

ci
es

 in
 u

nv
eg

et
at

ed
 h

ab
it

at
 in

 J
in

do
ng

 B
ay

Sp
ec

ie
s

Ja
n.

F
eb

.
M

ar
.

A
pr

.
M

ay
Ju

n.
Ju

l.
A

ug
.

Se
p.

O
ct

.

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

N
W

P
se

ud
ob

le
nn

iu
s 

co
tt

oi
de

s
16

16
8.

8
1

3.
8

A
ca

nt
ho

pa
gr

us
 s

ch
le

ge
li

4
28

4.
8

R
ud

ar
is

 e
rc

od
es

2
2.

1
L

at
eo

la
br

ax
 ja

po
ni

cu
s

4
78

.4
A

ca
nt

ho
go

bi
us

 fl
av

im
an

us
18

26
1

19
26

0.
3

21
44

5.
2

18
42

8.
4

12
15

3.
4

L
im

an
da

 y
ok

oh
am

ae
2

17
.8

2
15

.9
3

21
.3

3
20

.7
2

23
.4

H
yp

od
yt

es
 r

ub
ri

pp
in

s
4

0.
8

P
ho

li
s 

ne
bu

lo
sa

16
64

0.
8

24
69

9.
2

8
12

6.
8

S
eb

as
te

s 
in

er
m

is
2

12
.8

C
ha

en
og

ob
iu

s 
he

pt
ac

an
th

us
1

0.
8 

3
2.

0 
E

rn
og

ra
m

m
us

 h
ex

ag
ra

m
m

us
4

4.
8

R
ep

om
uc

en
us

 v
al

en
ci

en
ne

i
4

7.
7 

3
2.

4 
45

20
9.

6 
2

1.
1 

2
11

.0
 

9
48

.0
 

P
la

ty
ce

ph
al

us
 in

di
cu

s
1

9.
4

2
18

.2
L

ei
og

na
th

us
 n

uc
ha

li
s

27
36

.3
80

21
2.

3
A

ce
nt

ro
go

bi
us

 p
fl

au
m

i
16

2.
8

2
3.

7
12

25
.4

15
66

.8
12

33
.2

8
23

.1
8

7.
7

H
ex

ag
ra

m
m

os
 o

ta
ki

i
4

19
7.

2
16

37
7.

9
88

29
73

.6
22

32
1.

2
14

21
2.

8
3

35
.7

8
94

.4
9

23
0.

5
P

ho
li

s 
fa

ng
i

12
63

.2
9

38
.7

10
0

62
4.

4
88

74
0.

8
16

16
8.

8
2

16
.2

F
av

on
ig

ob
iu

s 
gy

m
na

uc
he

n
4

7.
3 

1
2.

2 
S

ag
am

ia
 g

en
ei

on
em

a
1

5.
8 

1
6.

7 
F

ur
ci

na
 o

si
m

ae
P

ar
ab

le
nn

iu
s 

ya
ta

be
i

1
1.

3 

T
ot

al
22

27
8.

3
33

47
.1

14
0

1,
65

1.
2 

21
2

4,
43

9.
0 

11
0

1,
17

8.
0 

48
52

5.
9

36
41

3.
4

60
76

1.
2

58
71

9.
7

10
9

47
3.

6

N
 : 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 in

di
vi

du
al

s,
 W

 : 
w

et
 w

ei
gh

t(
g)

N
ov

.
D

ec
.

N
W

N
W

17
26

3.
4

4
11

7.
8

7
11

4
33

16
8.

9
19

12
1.

6

2
1.

4

33
30

3.
9 

16
11

9.
5 

2
43

.8
6

16
.4

4
8.

2
1

2.
3

4
12

1.
2

2
10

0.
4

4
21

.4
1

1.
4

1
3.

0 

10
6

1,
03

9.
8 

48
48

4.
4


