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Abstract : This study was performed to investigate the community structure and health assessment of macrobenthic assemblages in Geoje-Hansan
Bay, Southern Coast of Korea. Macrobenthos were collected by van Veen grab sampler at May (spring) and August (summer) 2013. The total species
number and mean density were 300 species 7.6 m” and 1,994 ind. m”, respectively. The major dominant species were the polychaetes Lumbrineris
longifolia (299+164 ind. m"’), Aphelochaeta monilaris (100+57 ind. m'z), the bivalve Musculista senhousia (91196 ind. mz) and the polychaete
Praxillella affinis (80+66 ind. m’z). From the community statistics [cluster analysis and nonmetric multidimentional scaling (NMDS) ordination], the
macrobenthic community was distinguished into two groups of inner bay (farming ground of near Sandal Island) and channel station(from Hansan
Island to Chubong Island) group. In this study, the ecological status was assessed by four biotic indices Shannon's H', the ATZI Marine Biotic Index
(AMBI), multivariate-AMBI (M-AMBI) and the Environment Conservation Index (ECI). The ecological status of the macrobenthic community in
Geoje-Hansan Bay were poorer in the inner bay station than in the channel station. The results of the present study showed that three biotic indices

(Shannon's H', M-AMBI and ECI) were valid as an index for evaluating the ecological status than the AMBI.
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1. M 8

AA G Zd o] 10 km, WH] 2~6 kmoll 7%=, 8tk
AE R FEE o A3 FE 4l Hog Eeste] gl
3, FEET BAK v 9t fAIEE vk AL A
HEAS HTHCho et al., 2010). A A 3FAkgEe] =412 3l
ot FETZ AAseE FFERAA oF 2040m W E 7S
Holuh, A FRHG2 10m oJHE el Foisow
&2 FHo|tk(Yoon et al, 2009). ZAITHAIREe] WA oF
963 km> 0|, o] T FFF G| WAL o) NAL J)F
o2 7.1km’ol sFE o] A oﬁ%ﬂ“d@A 74%% A8l Q)
5o

THNFRDI, 2002). 5=3F A9 1974d 54 3A] Al15
3l H-=(Crassostrea gigas), A& N (Mytilus galloprovincialis)
Y YA (Halocynthia rovetzi) o2 J A s|idga] o] o] Fo
A ok Zeuh diatEe] ok Aol HFe OHoﬂoﬂ/‘i
o] Foj X = HAE F71E Tl 2T BHA A} 5

3 sl o® weEa Yrk(Yoon et al, 2009). 3 -2 143}
ML o W F B2 sl daolxel Aol
Fg90) ANAEAG WA= FFE A Asko] tha
o] A7} AAlE vF ATHLim et al., 1992; Park et al., 2000;
Jung et al., 2002, 2007; Yoon et al., 2007, 2009) dwka oz 7}
Foly olFPAI R el AFAR 77

0 RNE #E F71E0l Aol HHHo A

WABE Fusel AAAHAG A7k AN E v
o2 dHA JTH(Tsutsumi, 1995; Edgar et al., 2005). ¥Fd
ot s F Ao Fol s FAREL FA A=A 71%
- (faeces) T} 9] (pseudofaeces)©] U O ZH EHE 2
A 2L BB YPAATEY ¥ E fdste 3ol
A1l & o] th(Uyeno et al., 1970; Crawford et al., 2003). ©] &%
HYANEE THE A2 e oo B adel 53

S ehstal

Dauvin et al, 2007). W&hA] A F5E2 248 T, NA

F 9 TATERS dete s T A3y 2 ABE
Bohsh dio] BFunel JEE At ol WA

o] th(Parker, 1975; Rosenberg and Nilsson, 2005; Wildsmith et al.,
2009). o]21 gt o] = AP A ATl AN NP A F
ES o &= vgs AE HrAFE] AEEa 9l
o, AE H/AFES MZ UE o nEozhE
AEfAl 2] "X AEl(quality status)E 3 7}skal A SHETH|
ol 829 Fto] B UtH(Borja et al., 2004). A= 7}A]
AFAEAE HFom A2A ugel] g IANTE
g0 Wzt eE eotsty] Skl dHH 2 EE T

25

i)

CeRgE - UEE - aAA

Ho
Ho

AAT 2 A A A5 ) A o 29 4
H(SAB curve, Rank-Frequency diagram, ABC method)®] ©]-& %
o] gkt}(Pearson and Rosenberg, 1978; Gray, 1981; Warwick and
Clarke, 1994). 53] 2 AFolA] #-&% AMBI(ATZI's Marine
Biotic Index, Borja et al, 2003)$} M-AMBI(Multivariate-AMBI,
Muxica et al, 2007)= A AMAIHoZE FAkssl QLA A,

st e, A, FA2 92 FReddd, A %A
JedlF F=d9 T Zo] ANAQ] wTs e
el gk Hx)ef HrbeEe] oA EHAA Fo R 2l
213 9l tk(Borja et al, 2009). W 9-zulele] A S0l =

BPI #]4*(Choi et al., 2003)2} ISEP X <=(Yoo et al., 2010)7} =F
7hF o] Abglell tEA o= o] gl 9lont, ARkt H=
F&stete Ao ofA aEElol & Aol e Flo]
Abddoltt. = BPIL Al Ao o] &5 = NE AEC] Hol
Aol g BEFA o] oAb Weo] F53 Ao,
ISEP A+ A7 sl efe] AETFde] vfg waole
Bstal gae 34 E dehllE 497 5 2As)
- AF7HA M]GJ*JU&OM Ty A=
v T2 HAaEs 2 3= "ol (Bang, 1967), A3}
X1 3 2 21(Bae et al., 1978; Choi et al,, 1997) @ 7482 A
A (Park et al, 2002; Lee et al, 2011) So] Y}l whA )& #
AEEd g dv TZT7Fx2 Xi*iﬁ‘rﬁgl Al FHE
1 1

ARG dedel Adse AFANFE 19
% o 2k Bal B, JEAOIAS D 4
A D FATEES et @
s Bo] gk A% B AT
ARAEAL GG B} Al maA
o Were whsh Zl2AbRe] Aatelehi: HolA olel7t
sk,

2.1 &AL
AT ol AM2ete dFAATES] =8 T,

A7z 9 4= 55 d9str] Ak 2013 5
Azt 8dolst stAhAl 242k 197) - S
AFE A A3 EH(Fig. 1), HE A FES] A
o] 0.1m*2l N 7](van Veen grab sampler)E ©]
3 254(0.2m'2)9] Q@%a A O}oﬂ‘;} XH-r]L
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AA R ] A A8k YA =] EA9 shAle] A

= 7](YSI 600QS)S o] &
P} E24TA "‘/'k% =4 0}03‘:}
2 (Ignition Loss)2 ﬁiﬂl %—%7] e (Total

Organic Carbon, ©]3} TOC)¥} 4t J
Sulfide, ©]3} AVS)5 =S SA4 3 ‘_73'_3_01
< ASAFED T, AT 2 AAR) S HEEE T
°}3}7] 93}o] SPSS programS ©]-&&}o]
rank correlation coefficient)S 2! A] 5} T

22 #H&EA

HE A SES] TFTRE Fotstr] Aste, T v
(Shannon and Weaver, 1949)¢} 5% A <=(Pielou, 1977)%
3}03‘:} = T3 A ARE ol &3 FAR
S Bray and Curtis(1957)2] -AF=X] S>(similarity index)E ©]
AT 3 FALE A B RRE 2F 24} BAH S8 F
AASI= WH O 2= group-averageS 485131 T A
PRIMER(Plymouth Routines Multivariate Ecological Research)
computer package=S ©]-83}o] 4] &=(dendrogram) e} TR} nj
AHMMDS ordination) &2 YENN AT (Clarke and Warwick,

I flo
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Fig. 1. Location of sampling stations in Geoje-Hansan Bay,

Southern Coast of Korea.

23 dd=

ATl o] A= H7HE 9l8ke] AMBI, M-AMBI #] 4=}
7 7R A% A 4(ECI, Environment Conservation Index,
http://www.tokenshi-kankyo.jp) & AHE 3891 TH(Table 1 and 2). ©]
% AMBI®} M-AMBI A+ AZTIS| A T2 A A &3t

T2 R A% B

software program(http://www.azti.es)= ©
=AW dots FAow Ao ow o]f
=) A%t WaE A%
Ak, 2 AANA FEE DR AT
A NI 3759 Fr)= dow A

Ax 2

3
N7

1) AMBI X| ¢
—[(0%%G 1 YH(1.5%%G 1 YH3.0x%G N H4.5%%G IV ) H(6.0x%G V)/100
Gl =F71& Z7} =$ W73+ _%[zi/\l,dﬁoﬂ/qn} =
s, 54 S22 43S 7Hxl AatE Z3eh
Gll =f71= F7loll F3sk SRS ANA e He
M e FoR, oAl Al 242 B FAAE
o2
Gll = f+71% 7kl WAdel e F[RSHA=AR
I AA o] %(Spionidae)%o] E@%]

GV =2z} 7|3 F[ES
(Cirratulidae) s ©] E3H]

A

GV =12 713]F[d

ol

Mol

(@A Bude FAgE Fow
Aol HA BN WAdste B4 EA4E L3
A3} ghe 0-72k0l o] WelolH, 72 FAEFEE e

TH(Table 1).

2) M—AMBI A
£ A4~ Shannon®] UYL=, F

FESh AMBI A% 5%
Fol thaz 2Amel shiel o

TYs A4 (Factor Analysis)
S o] §3le] 2bESTh M-AMBI A 19l SR F
# 2] %<l high status(7}H %ki)i, 0°ll 7H7h&5 ot
}8'31?_] bad status(7d EFHE nHF L o, A3} FH

v
o9,
2

ro"

EREE “iﬂZ«l i}X = 1A ALE AT (Borja et
al., 2009; Table 1).

3) EHEWE X

FAEAE AFe FAE et 709 AGAAGA
7F ARAEA=) AN FHE skl aekeh Frbyelrh
2 AFe AT 28 dPAATES] =1 FT,
A4 24 T T #A4AFe ArE, FRARE=EE
LAARF)N o= Fle FHFEEHE B st
28T o8& FTHALE aeste] AEe o, 19959
58 @AA7A] 4Rkl AHANE dAS 93 EUH P
Ao A A &EHo R o]gxal ) tHwww.tokenshi-kankyo.jp).
BBEAE A & 57/ eFo2 7FEHY, o] T Has
w9 Vea(hPd ¢o)2 addd Adeel A4sid, &4t
o] ERan, A0 T wad AU e
o Mew(¥e)e AR o= Ax HHH
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3.1 gEgeel

ATl o] 4412 5.0~220me] Helol A 15004 7
B3 14914 7 Ak o] el AA 9, 10, 11,
149} 74 ol el A7 iz 43 CHI~CH3lA]
Ao} aHA el

o  glo] zto]7k A9 glATh
ATh 3.94mg L3 A 100914 A 11.06 mg
Hog & glon o]  EhAQal, Wi g 7.50+2.54 mg LMotk 3 dlA

et A A~ QT 413~635mg L' 5.79£0.51 mg L)2] ol AH 2014 7}
=5 e s drebd wbe, g 1300 A 7 okt uhebA

Ho
=
ox

N
=

°F 15.0m oo AUk AF5) £ e F
747k 15.07~17.08C (7 16.05£0.63C )9 15.52~18.72°C (A7
17.081.000)2] M 91E vhehigleh @R Es
FE 3425904 Hd 347285 U, Fd g
& olQlth gk ahAlolE 32.92~33.25( 1 33.05+0.10)9] W ]
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Table 1. Thresholds utilized for each index in Geoje-Hansan Bay, Southern Coast of Korea('ECIRC, 2008)

Al FH A&
34.47(0.13)

71k Aol
EA #H 24

CH3)E Y

*Diversity with

Ecological Status mmddy sediment AMBI M-AMBI ECI
H (high, normal, unpolluted) 33 =H 0.0 < AMBI = 1.2 0.77 < M-AMBI 14 < ECI
G (good, slightly polluted) 25<H =33 1.2 < AMBI < 33 0.53 - 0.77 10 - 13
M (moderate, moderately polluted) I8 <H =25 33 < AMBI = 43 0.38 - 0.53 6-9
P (poor, highly or heavily polluted) I.1<H =18 43 < AMBI = 55 0.20 - 0.38 3-5
B (bad, extremly polluted or azoic) H < 1.8 5.5 < AMBI < 7.0 M-AMBI < 0.20 0-2
Table 2. Environment Conservation Index of using the macrobenthos and sediment organic content
Item / Score 4 3 2 1 0
1 Number of Species > 30 species 20 - 29 species 10 - 19 species < 10 species Azoic
Malacostraca
2 composition(%) of total > 20% 10 - 20% 5-10% < 5% 0
species number
Ignition
Organic L%)I;S(%) <2 <5 <10 <15 > 15
3 content of
sediment COD_I <3 <15 < 30 <50 > 50
(mg g)
A B C
Dominant indicator Lumbrineris longifolia Para[z:lozéoi))lo P
species Except for B 'fmd C group P
species Raeta rostralis Theora lata

Prionospio pulchra

Sigambra hanaokai

Assessment of top 3
dominant species

Except for B and C group
species in top 3 species

Except for A, C group
species and/or Azoic
condition

Including over 2
species in C group
species
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Table 3. Summary of environmental parameters at each station in Geoje-Hansan Bay, Southern Coast of Korea (S, spring; Su, summer)

Bottom Water Bottom . Total Organic Acid Volatile

) Water Temperature Bottom Water Dissolved oxygen Iegn 1t1<‘))n Loss Carbon(TOC) Sulfide(AVS)
Saton - depth ¢ salnity (ng L) o (g ' dry wt) (g g’ dry wt)
S Su S Su S Su S Su S Su S Su
1 8.6 16.93 18.72 34.49 32.93 597 6.01 9.43 7.33 23.83 21.60 0.099 0.299
2 9.2 17.08 18.16 34.45 32.93 5.03 4.13 7.88 7.58 18.57 21.55 0.209 0.479
3 9.4 16.90 18.27 34.34 32.92 591 5.11 7.68 6.93 17.37 20.65 0.189 0.743
4 9.2 16.37 17.71 34.46 32.97 4.26 5.76 9.09 7.35 20.29 18.65 0.077 0.084
5 10.3 16.71 17.98 34.51 32.99 4.51 6.24 7.81 6.83 18.90 18.45 0.290 0.320
6 10.9 16.31 17.29 34.38 32.99 4.90 5.61 10.50 7.17 26.67 18.60 0.387 0.130
7 10.5 16.18 17.32 34.36 33.07 10.43 6.30 8.39 7.58 17.80 18.45 0.067 0.092
8 13.1 15.55 16.74 34.51 33.11 9.88 6.23 9.12 6.73 17.49 15.50 0.003 0.021
9 17.6 16.27 16.57 3431 33.01 5.49 5.55 8.85 7.29 19.35 17.80 0.006 0.071
10 15.6 16.06 16.74 3434 33.00 3.94 5.47 8.55 7.43 20.99 18.90 0.158 0.053
11 19.7 15.93 17.65 3441 32.97 493 571 8.70 7.34 17.89 18.45 0.013 0.118
12 7.9 16.64 17.35 34.25 33.07 9.07 6.08 8.55 6.69 21.77 16.05 0.083 0.145
13 13.1 15.57 18.31 3453 33.01 9.90 6.35 8.25 7.41 19.98 17.50 0.130 0.094
14 22.0 15.40 15.92 34.57 33.18 9.61 5.94 7.31 7.37 16.70 17.05 0.004 0.073
15 5.0 15.93 17.03 34.50 33.05 9.52 6.01 7.90 8.87 25.06 24.95 0.433 0.618
16 10.5 15.32 15.94 34.60 33.09 8.70 5.95 8.25 691 16.70 16.90 0.010 0.095
CHI 19.7 15.58 15.77 34.56 33.15 9.10 5.98 7.75 7.19 16.75 16.10 0.012 0.008
CH2 20.0 15.07 15.54 34.72 33.25 10.34 5.90 6.67 7.32 12.95 16.10 0.001 0.005
CH3 16.3 15.07 15.52 34.69 33.20 11.06 5.72 7.46 6.78 12.95 12.70 0.003 0.004

Table 4. Spearman rank correlation coefficients between abiotic and biotic factors in Geoje-Hansan Bay, Southern Coast of Korea
(‘p<0.05, “"p<0.01)

Correlation Factors Sp. A B D WT S DO 1L AVS COD TOC
_ 1 0807 0675 0422 -0491 0299 0273 -0.118 -0511 -0347  -0384
Species Number(Sp.) . 0 0 0008 0002 0068 0097 0482 0001 0033 0017
0.807 1 0662 0250 0265 0139 0060  -0.140  -0248  -0217  -0.18
Abundance(A) 0 . 0 0130 0108 0407 0722 0402 0133 0190 0344
, 0.675 0.662 1 0157 -0.156 0 20040 -009  -0207  -0201  -0.153
Biomass(B) 0 0 . 0345 0348 0999 0810 0590 0212 0225 0360
0422° 0250  0.157 1 0732 0504 0047 0067 0716 0357  -0.556
Depth(D)
0.008 0.130  0.345 . 0 0001 0781  0.690 0 0.028 0
04917 0265 0.156  -0.732 1 0776 0362 0111 0707 0.165 0482
Water Temperature(WT) =) 0.108  0.348 0 . 0 0026  0.508 0 0323 0.002
. 0.299 0.139 0 0504  -0.776 1 0380 0420 -0445 0186  -0224
Salinity(S)
0.068 0407 0999  0.001 0 . 0019 0009 0005 0264  0.176
_ 0273 0060  -0.040 0047  -0362 0380 1 20116 -0370  -0.191  -0383
Dissolved Oxygen(DO) 0.097 0722 0810 0781 0026 0019 . 0489 0022 0251 0017
- 0118 -0.140  -0090  -0067 0111 0420  -0.116 1 0119 0737 0585
Ignition Loss(IL) 0.482 0402 059 069 0508 0009  0.489 . 0477 0 0
05117 0248 0207 -0716 0707  -0445  -0370  0.119 1 0507 0701
AVS 0.001 0133 0212 0 0 0005 0022 0477 . 0.001 0
Total Organic 0384 0158 0.153  -0556 0482 0224  -0383 0585 0701 0852 1
Carbon(TOC) 0.017 0344 0360 0 0002 0176 0017 0 0 0

A vlas] shAlel iAo m AT Al HA 887%(8 A 159 Wit @k 727 %048y ERHSL
S5 & 5 dh Aol HH = FIARHS F vt TOCHS FA9E 12.95(CH2 2 CH3)~26.67mg g dry wt.
Al 6.67(8% CH2)~1050%(A A 6 Hol H e (AH 6)Y WASEH T 19.05+3.57ng g’ dry wt), HAl =
8.32%(0.87)°1 AT, 3 dAlCl H A 6.69 %A 12914 A 1270mg gl dry wt.(ZF CH3)Ol A HTh 24.95mg g dry wt.
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(B4 15 9ol Bt 3o 1821(x2.69) mg g dry wt.S LFERY
Ak wH g oz AVSEEE FA0 HA 0.00mg g dry wt.
(A7 cH2 2 CH3)lA H 043 ngg’ dry wt.(BE 15
YERA 3, HiE 3 0.11£0.13 mg g dry wt.o] 1t} =& &}
A= EA LA FA CH29F CH3AA FFHo=
0.00mg g' dry w2 Sk, g 3014 0.74mg g’ dry w2
=okor Hit 2 018021 mg gl dry wt.S YERAATE A
o HAZ9] fUlE FHFEEEEF 2 TOCH) T AVSEE+
xdgl—x_-} o7 /\gz\l—,] z%xh—v/]. 943]103 o]:Lg] 247@0]]}\1 17%9}1\—
Hlul A ZFa| € s ol 91A3 Aol Hoh
Th(Table 3). ©]/doll A&} o] & -3 el »
°of 28 T Z AT FHE 8T FaATLA

2, P FEL] AEAGT TolA FU3HA -
FATE S ABRAAE, O E FL2, TOC
AVSEESE 29 AABAS el A tH(Table 4).

= r1r
2

S off

ok
& 2] &

32

1

L
o

)

(A=)
Lok
ot i il

¥l

)

o 12 off X0 [
> ¢ o
t

2
o

Aol A FHE P A EE-S 300F 7.6 m T} 75,760
AA 1,990 m*)eldeh BFiE Ed 5ol doiME
AP TEY grF Y dAFEY F4F7F 4 110FH
100Z0] % ate] 36.67 %%} 3333 %2 ¥ HRHES B
I, oz AAFELS 59F, 19.67 %= AT o] v

ol 7]30%34 SYEES 47# 1657 155 0] A5 ¥ o]

533 %%} 5.00 %2 FS HRFES BTk ZAA 7] uhelA

= A9k Aol ZH2F 255% 7} 203F0] E@ste] FAlol
Aoz e Fo] Gt BE EHol JAAE
Al FEAHeR gt Fo] AR AThFig 2). A 7}
ZARAZ) O] 2 ZAMAE Ed 545 A0 7~103F9
Heloll A 2004 714 A9, 44 CH20l A 718wkt
o] 9o AH 6, 11, 14, 15 Z CHICNA 60F ©]de] A3 =
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75t AAls 2ol 242t 16,1257 A, 21.28 %S} 6,4507H A,
851 %% AL o] 9o F9FEI} VNesETS 7
7} 1,795/ A1 2} 1,43570 A4 7F A QD H 0] 2.37 %9} 1.89 %= H5
Fo| AulH oz viekth A 7o wEkA = FA1¢) 5HA
o] 7t} 36,12070 2 9} 39,64070 2 7} &3k A Ed 2
b o2 vk Rl dAAE dEF, dAE

2 2 98 A A=t Bdd W, B2} )
ERe B2 EAlol ok Aol aiaiﬂ(ﬁg 2). A 7 =4
A7l whE 2R 2d MASE BY, EACE
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115~4,97070 A 2] W o A 5oA 714 A3, AH 6o A
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425570 A7 28t AdlH o2 woktt. ¢ Al = &
2 12070A1C3 A 2)ol A Al 566570 A (4 12)2] H9E 1
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9 388070A1 9] MEE VER duld oz =dthFig 3).

100

Species number
N o o
S S 3

=
=

o

30,000

26445
23510

20,000

Abundance

10,000

Spring L Sunamer
Sampling Time

B Annelida OMollusca BArthropeda ®Echinodermata OOthers

Fig. 2. Temporal variation of species number and abundance
of macrobenthic animals in Geoje-Hansan Bay, Southern

Coast of Korea.
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Fig. 4. Spatial variation of mean density of 6 major dominant
species at each station in Geoje-Hansan Bay, Southern
Coast of Korea.
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AT log(Xt)E WSl 1 A, A 2719 L
W 7hel AHEH e BA 2)e2 FEEAT o] 7heH 1
w1 29 AR 2,3, 59 kAl AA L3, 52 A EL
o WbE & 2= 2% 139 19 AEE A RE A
o2 FAHAG. FA IF 2& A 209 AaFE FHT
o=
CHI, CH2 B! CH3=Z A5 %laL, T 22+ ©
BE AdEo] 2IHATE ¥4 24 258 YR 5 BN,
T4 1A= FHlel, & 2-194 % YR /79 A pigmentata,
FEAMA ), Ho filiformis, Isolda pulchella 2 AN 5-57<
Photis longicaudata-s-©], "FA S 0.2 15 22+ A A

Aol b el AX o] Solth wekA o] F

it
N o
2
o
rot

=

o

o (s}
el Bw, AAAe] YA s e wH2 Bl vt
of 93 A= FHo) A YA A dEE A
SR FEE G FRA AT AHToR A
FEEE ¢ T Ak B s SR FEk &Y
o AATE Fek d5 e o Yo = T
o FEAS P Fus FHor A s = Ao
2 hob =] 9T (Fig. 6).

3.5 4=

3.5.1 oY= X[
ok A= EA 84 2, 33 5ol A= poor(EF, ©]
} Poor) S Bl S, 7% 1094+ 'moderate(Z3F, ©]3} Moderate)'
Pl S Wdskal 2l

ol

3 o] 9ol YA FHEL 'good(FE,
o1} Goody T high7} %E, olah HighyAelE LiEhy
Atk vk sHAlCl = A A 3904 bad(7HE B, o5 Bad)A
&, A3 13} 20| A= Poor 3 EHIE YEFNISATE, o] Hhell A
7 5, 63 CH29 A& 'Moderated B =, o] = A 2] 3F A % of| A
+ 'Good' ¥} 'HighJ el & UEbUIITh mebA e A&
7122 AFAE BUFsHAE, APA ] whet tha ofshe
Aow dFd F QL 53 FH R I E QI
o AR A3 A7t F=e A A e tH(Table 5).

3.5.2 AMBI X[£

AMBI A 1.2~4.79] 9ol &9 44 cHIelA 7+
vkl sHAle] AR selA 7R mdth whebs] Aegts
nEIOE, AT =AY A 10, A9 FA 29
5914 'moderately polluted(Z 7t, moderate status, ©]3} Moderate)'
BEE wrdetar AL, 1 ¥re] RE ZARAIZICF A A
2= slightly polluted(%F 2, good status, ©]3} Good) S ElE L}
EF A TH(Table 5).

FA B ATANE DA BFES o A4 B
e AN oY, AT HA EH TEY T2
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Diversity

1.00
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5 6 7 8 9 1011 12 13 14 15 1é CElICHICHI

Station

4

Fig. Spatial variation of species diversity and evenness in

Geoje-Hansan Bay, Southern Coast of Korea.

50

5205 Lumbrineris longifolia
Ss(s) Praxillella affinis

Fig. 6. Dendrogram for hierarchical clustering (upper) and
2-dimensional MDS configuration (lower) using group
average linkage by Bray-Curtis similarities calculated
on the log(X+1) transformed abundance data in Geoje-
Hansan Bay, Southern Coast of Korea (S, Spring; Su,

Summer).
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Table 5. Degree of diversity and three biotic indices (AMBI, M-AMBI and ECI Index) at each station in Geoje-Hansan Bay,

Southern Coast of Korea (H, high; G, good; M, moderate; P, poor; B, bad status)

Station/ Spring Summer
Sampling Time/

Item Diversity AMBI M-AMBI ECI Diversity AMBI M-AMBI ECI
1 G G G G P G M M
2 P G M M P M P M
3 P G P G B G P M
4 G G G G G G M G
5 P G M M M P P M
6 G G G G M G M G
7 G G G G G G G G
8 G G G G H G G G
9 G G M G G G M G
10 M M P G G G G G
11 H G G G G G G G
12 G G G G H G G G
13 G G G G G G M G
14 G G G G H G G G
15 G G G G G G G G
16 G G M G G G M G

CHI G H G G H G G G

CH2 H G G G M G G G

CH3 G G G G H G G G

70 =
60 | Spring(total taxa) 60
50 50
540 40
£

S0 F
gimr il i
SLLETTELLIT] o

70 70
60 - Summer(total taxa) 60
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Summer(polychaeta)

i
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Fig. 7. AMBI index values at each station in Geoje-Hansan

Bay, Southern Coast of Korea.
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1.9 thFig. 7).

3.5.3 M—AMBI %| %

M-AMBI A% 0.28~0.762] ¢l stAIe] AH 5014 7}
Fueka, A9 A 1164 7HE = kti(Table 5). whEkA
M-AMBIS] &#S 7122 99 AF=E Hrlsid, &

Aol A 3, 10, 3HAIS] A4 2, 3 E 5914 & PoordEIE HE
oz FA AH 2,5 9 16, 3-A9 A
, 13 2 1691 4= 'Moderate' 3 Bl 2, P}A|gto 2 o]
A 21st A EL 'Good FEIE YEFY AT

S CIEE EIEE
b AEE ke

Q) R
13 2 57h, llswS 2 9o 78t RSl B 9

AR 13 3004 B o m Aokt Ol A v
atal AU TH(Table 5). o]/l Ak o] Bl #4229k 37 9]
ABEAT 55 THHAOE uesh 247, B Aa)] oA
Al A 33 5 F shAel AR 1, 2, 33 5olA B
AZ=7E B3 Aoz ddd 5 A webd] AAR
i e A F5 o] FAH JH Gl AR A
T Ak, At or BE ARV AN F2
o AEE YEhL Sae & ST
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2
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o
-
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o
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o
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a 12 o ro X
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Takashi(2008)+= 2 ool Al ¥ A E-©]

AVSEEE= o84S Hrtete 88 A4S WaluA
AVSEE 022mg g’ olatE F7]1E o] SUhste] wet A
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2 ARSI w3 AVSELETF 071 ng g 2EE A
ol = "critical area"Z F-AYEAES Wk 3Thar A A3 v}
o}, L3 o] 2 F A B AVSEES TOCH TS AHAd S o
#sle] o] FHaix|o| Esl= "Peak Point(©]3} PP)'+=
AVSFEE9 ToCH ] 2+7t 0.22mg g' ¥} 62mg g' =, ¥hd A
Aol FAA 743t "Warning Point(©] 5 WP)"= 0.48
ng g'7 103 mg g' O, wpA o2 FAE L] mEEE
"Critical Point(¢] 3} CP)"= 0.87mg ¢'3} 164 mg g' 0. & A A3}
Sk wekd olE 7|22 B, B A A9 s
o] it ghol SlolA AVSEEE PPE UEH WA TOCH

e RE AR b Axom dotd el pE ur)
st gieh 58 2AF 3] Gk AVSEEF E7
Z

A 56, 15, A AR 1, 2, 5914= WPE, eHA1Y AA

37 155 CPE YER L dth o] E% A7|o] A9} o] g
A EE] MAHEZA HAE o] AR FHA o}
A dotdt e E wd o Byeta, A9 FH s, )
Aol AH 29} sol o] We E& F4, ATt AAH
S HEUdS B o AddMe AdHer 28 F5
T owska, AMAGe AAFE Ao B 5 glo] 9l 7+
3} 2}o]Z ®ola gt} FH Cho et al.(2013)S 2 AT Y
7 Fde A GeA ToCcEH AA dEF o ddEE
JNx2 A7 BYsA PPE 15mgg' S, WPE 26mgg' S,

CPE 3lmgg' 2 AAAS v} i, 53] FAETYE vy
8= CPZE “contaminated point"= A T H 3} o} whEkA] 2 <

g hs oA A

A CH2, CH3, 3719 CH3el,
CP= EA19] AA 67} 157F, ol & AlQe LS 25 WY
25ttt A= Takashi2008)2} Cho et al(2013)el A1 2] TOC
of gt Hr7lEe Aol F A Fald W o]
3 H 800 F 283k glHo] AAH
= 7] A9 27 7]Eel 44 A g 7
AT el = 2 s FAlel 913
ShAY e AN AuE sl el g Gl o] HnkA

T OEFE T BE ERTE
3l

i)

QA Aol AH A3t o)A = vk wEkA Yoon et al.
(2009)2] Axte}l MW P v, o] & AHEL A7+ Ao u}
g} A ske] Aol AdH R vHEAH e A &HA Y
4% 4 gl @A
1]

AAAE detdt A3, hPATEe] A= F
dstAl =& Fauto]l A= do s, R
T, TOCE R AVSEobe &9 AaazE venda 9l
TH(Table 3). Yoon et al.(2009)= &AM & 752 Al
T WE A EA A vE AT wgd =
ek, 9 SAMFRE TOCH N AVSEEE, =FH
TE= A, TOCH, AVSEEst AFFdS AAF v 9l
of ¥ Ay-dtel At weEbA E Aa oA o)
GAMEES] 8 T TAol desS B, IR
TOCH ¥} AVSEE7t a5 dddol was et
B 5 olvh vt EA19] A 63t EA B skl A 15
AR AVSERTE FH o FEells = ek, &
d 57 60F o)ds vehl thE ATk Aelrh 9
o A= 2 ATl A E=el =d T H4=
o] AVSERZe oF] dANE TS e dlow FHF
T o, Aol FrEE obdSs & 5 iy dh
2 Al 2dd YA TS T 30050 HeluA
(i) AWAG= 1,99470 A 0] ATk, & Aol A <] 300F 2 %)

3 9ke] 1073 (Lim et al, 1992), 109%(Kim et al., 2012), 225%
(Lim et al, 2007) 2 278%(Lim and Hong, 1997)3} ©]$-3F <
9ol 170Z(Jung et al, 2014)ETH= Bk, FA5) ool A
3% 3515 (Yoon et al, 2009)X.t}= Qo) w3k 9 |
Adm?®) F 24 MAF AME 1,944 veRd
88370 A (Kim et al., 2012), 98470 % (Lim et al., 2007), 1,0467} |
(Lim and Hong, 1997)%} 1,26970 % (Jung et al,, 2014) Rt}
SkaL, 3,67570 A (Yoon et al., 2009)E.th= A it whaba] A A
FHANES o] -3k ik 2 AEnke] s 2 A
o Hlual] AulAow woka, B FAbE Ave} v
AE AUl oz Ars FEHo] ATt o] el Ak 2ol

AA A F e & 20| njok 9r gl
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AA AR A A ehs A = EAS shAS] w2 B A

o Q% AL AL, NFAANFE AHBHT} 2
Fre ovnd FEsu £E FRES O 4 Ak w8
B 4e] B W AY ¥ WEE Ve 718%
o FRL AL ANYOoR ke YREEL EYS 1
o Ao FAT & Atk

S

22F3 4 #2H+2
AN Y BT B TES AAFEE A
8ol A monilaris?t FHOZ Z}7} 11,37070 A (15. 1%)
3,81071 21 (5.03 %)<} 3,45070 4 (4.55 %)7F A3t &4
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(Lim and Hong, 1997)9} 16.9 %(Lim et al., 2007)E, A&kl A
= 142 %(Jung et al, 20145 AF3A 1, TLE A HAAE
21.9%Z A3k I EZ 0] t(Yoon et al, 2009). ¥ 7o)
M 151%E A skl Ao @ 2 Fe f-Eue
AAeA =HstH, ‘rr7]€ 29y #HyE Fow IHA
Aok 2y B T2 AT

Eo A T2 FdAY EE% Gl 3
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e EEE YEE 5 2 AEA A9 g\ A
o2 4#HA ArhJung et al, 2002, 2007; Yoon et al, 2007,
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= WAt ey ARl web EAE AR 60l A
1,545 A 7}, sHAIN = A 73 12004 Z+2F 940701 A1 9F 1,020
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A= & AE FdsA ol 5 AUtk Yoon et
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Al71e} R = FA A et IR
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2 FEG F th X Fe g shvhwel A 747
I 54070 A (Choi et al,, 2003)2} 18670 (Yoon et al., 2007)7},
SdaA o= A 6557047 2 E = Y (Yoon et al., 2009)

ot
N
L

ARQon), o] 23 il /A E Y= BAdTHIung et al,
2014). Yoon et a1.(2009)<>ﬂ o5hd, i Fo] & HEE =9
st ol M= FU1E & 2ol FAS A9l 9o

21 3HCHLim and Park, 1998). 3] %o AAke,
O

gk 2 Q1 vk 1"0‘311@} TR el st o] &
T ool 4 R ddH e dxvt wre TEA
S AAG Sl B AR Fe] EEE FRod
AA T A Aol slor, FdH oz Al JH
o] Aol AT Adg= 5] 4 2, 3, 59 7HiF
el A 15014 AE AMAVE FdEA }AY B E
gt et s7 A mRke] wg- wbe dms vEhy o] & <l
ot Zem e 5 SISdTh weEkA o5 JiAIto]
ARG FolA FAIE FHds Belu ToCH = #9
3 gl glvke Aol e o] m ek Wink oA
o AErh ¥gS wigste 492 FAE & ATk viA
fro R Fule At o opaJobe] afrFolu, dAl=
S, wANE, AT 9 Hrder & A AAL] =3l
skl A28k 9tk (Crooks, 1998). £ £ FEjH o=
o ek S-S ThA AL Qe oI g FERHA 7
Eo] I8 oM AdRYe] HALE T FolA M=
7= FEE HAES] x50 E £ JHES 345
™ o=

L8

=z

)

=

3%, e S 5 B E S A 9l 713

= 29BN EY 5448 e TH(Tanaka and Kikuchi,
1978). o]% % FH ATl FAgste MEE A4 o]
A4S dgste ans Fo=EH i/\}c‘ﬂ 555, ERF
2 b 5o ke PA R E2E £ e A
2122 A &3 (Crooks, 1998; Mistri et al., 2003). B=3F 49l
o] tE= AETA Fxv nAhAEY] FH3 o]59] F3)
& S7Me A AR R HAEY] 5SS T4
Hog WIAZL Aoz FAHE I JTHMistri et al, 2003).

T

SRelE WS, o)F Aol WA EE Anes
A FAATEAA w9 Aoje obd e vA L e A
o2 mlorya gt} o
W SR (Meretrix sp )Y ZLE-(Scapharca sp.)2] *
AN A A S 23T A U(Ito and Kajihara, 1981) = 1

o A 27N 5F-(Chione undatella B2 C. fluctifraga)®] AAE3} 7
Ae] ol dFe v]ATkz Aol AAE B ALK Crooks
2001). 3 Ao wE 7EA=2] Bucklands beachol A
AL E7} 16,0007 m?el] o] 251& w) Ao o] 3
em olakol N HAEo] AeAg wa, wh sge] MEA
Ho| selslo] A% o] Aol WA WESL G
/\9] E32 Aa)3-S =3 vF U THCreese et al, 1997). &F
A 2 ATl ol MATS FH 2, 3,4, 5 2 1204
Fdsgla, Addes Al A 304 2,68571 3 m?e]
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