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W -~ R R P RIS P AR

18-1 18-3 18-5 18-6 18-8
e B fa v L OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M AKX OM 3M 10M 25M A&
FEM W EE Achnanthes exigua B d AR 120
Achnanthes javanica ekl B R 360 360 160 720 240 240 120 80
Achnanthes linearis WA B 120 120 120 120
15 %% Actinocyclus ehrenbergi T AR E 120
Actinocyclus ellipticus R ER: 3 120
1547 % Actinoptychus undulatus A R AT 120 120
R % Amphora bigibba R R 120
Amphora costata VR R
ERE Asterolampra marylandica w2 h R 120
B Asteromphalus cleveanus £fra k%R 120
Asteromphalus heptactis R A %
Asteromphalus sarcophagus 5 120 120 120 120 240 120 120 80
g Aulacoseira granulata b 120 120
B Auricula insecta BB AR 120
) 5% Bacillaria paradoxa + B 120 360 120 240 120 240 2640 120 320 160
151 % Bacteriastrum delicatulum BEGE R 4320 6960 2040 1320 1560 3120 3120 1320 1920 720 6480 2880 2760 2880 480 320
Bacteriastrum elongatum gt
Bacteriastrum hyalinum =R AL 1080 720 840 2880 720
Bacteriastrum minus % 720
Bacteriastrum varians HEIRE R 3720 7800 120 5280 5040 6240 1200 960 2280 8520 1200 240 2880 2880 3960 480 240 2400 2280 240
Bacteriastrum sp. 151 % 480 360
£ Biddulphia granulata AE TR 120 80
Biddulphia mobiliensis P A VR 120 120 240 240
Biddulphia rhombus E 8% 120
L Cerataulina bergonii e & F % 240 960
Cerataulina compacta TEhiediR 240 480 360
£ 1% Chaetoceros affine FIA TR 840 2640 360 600 1680 720 1080 600 2040 1320 600 1320 360 600 720 320
e g A
Chaetoceros affine var. willei ;F; P;_i gg 960 1920 4380 1560 840 600 1680 4380 600 960 1680 1320 2280
Chaetoceros anastomosans % 360 480 720 480 600 1800 320
Chaetoceros atlanticum S FEE R 360 360 720 480 240 240
Chaetoceros atlanticum R
var. neapolitanum PR EHATEAE 480 960 1200 960 2280 720 1800 480 240 160 720 960 2160 1320 360
Chaetoceros breve EECA VP2
Chaetoceros compressum mo &R 1200 5520 840 5280 3480 840 480
Chaetoceros convolutum % 240 240
Chaetoceros costatum R S UF 840
Chaetoceros curvisetus ek R 12720 23640 9000 3360 840 11040 5160 15120 720 360 16200 15240 15840 2000 7440 7680 15360 2880 6840 7560 6960 1920

12



18-1 18-3 18-5 18-6 18-8
B fa v L OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M AKX OM 3M 10M 25M A&
Chaetoceros danicum L4 120 120 240
Chaetoceros decipiens AR 840 1440 720 720 1200 600 2040 600 720
Chaetoceros denticulatum LR S P 360 480 360
Chaetoceros didymum R AT 1680 2400 840 3360 3840 960 600 1800 840 1320 2040 360 3000 600
Chaetoceros didymum BExetlE
var. anglica EFR¥RE
Chaetoceros distans BEEE TR 960
Chaetoceros diversum BEETE 240 840 360 480 720 360
Chaetoceros laciniosum i & 1R 480
Chaetoceros laeve T4 600 480 600
Chaetoceros lauderi BAAR 1680 600 480
Chaetoceros lorenzianum EE S U 3600 4440 1440 360 2760 2520 360 1920 1680 3120 3480 400 720 2640 1920 5280 2280 840 3000 2880 2000
Chaetoceros messanense i & % 720 3240 3240 840 720 1920 1680 1800 1080 1560 840 1680 1200 360 960 1920
Chaetoceros paradoxum LR RSP 1680 720 240 360
Chaetoceros pendulum & 1% 120 80
Chaetoceros peruvianum A & 1] 360 120 120 120 240 240 80 240 120 120
Chaetoceros sociale A &R 1440
Chaetoceros sp. % 240 240 840 1440 720 480 120 1200 160 240 720 120 240 400
B2 % Climacodium biconcavum B 75 120 120 120
e Cocconeis placentula f [flPA) % 120
Cocconeis scutellum e 120
Cocconeis sublittoralis WA 120 120 80 120 120 240 120
1 E % Corethron hystrix i 120 240 240 120 240 240 360 80 120 120 120 120 360 120
Fl & % Coscinodiscus deformatus w5 A5 R & 120 120
Coscinodiscus eccentricus oo 7[R & % 120 120 120
Coscinodiscus lineatus | & % 120 80
Coscinodiscus marginatus ﬁ'l% Il & %
Coscinodiscus megalomma I & i 120 120 120 120 80
Coscinodiscus nitidus % % [l & % 120
Coscinodiscus radiatus 15 547 [F] & %
Coscinodiscus suspects v 5 [fl & % 120 120 120 80 80
Coscinodiscus sp. I & i 120 120 120 120 360 240 120 120 80
g 32 Cyclotella sp. o % 240 240 120 120 240 120 120 120 80 80 240 240 80 320
5 Cymbella affinis R ¥ R
Cymbella sp. R 120
AR Diploneis bombus MEE AR 240 360 80 240 80 80
Diploneis crabro T R 120
Diploneis schmidtii %N R 120 120 120
Bk % Ditylum brightwellii AR R 240 360 120

it 1-3



18-1 18-3 18-5 18-6 18-8
B fa v L OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M AKX OM 3M 10M 25M A&
Ditylum sol THEE R 120
4% Eucampia cornuta L ASEE 360 360 600
et Fragilaria oceanica s R 240
Fragilaria sp. P 1320 120 360 480 840 840 120 360 120 320 80 3240 1200 480 600 720 1320 840 640
P Gomphonema parvulum Mol B AR 30
Gomphonema sp. 2 120 120 80
AT Gossleriella tropica kI 120
L% % Grammatophora oceanica AEBLIE R
¥ Hantzschia sp. ¥R 120
LE Hemiaulus hauckii B gk 480 840 1080 1080 1440 840 240 600 480 600 600
Hemiaulus indica PR X R 240
Hemiaulus sinensis vELE R 120
Lz E Hemidiscus cuneiformis A, L g 120
F A F Lauderia borealis MR 2040 960 960 840 600 600 400 1200 480 480 720 840 360 240
o Leptocylindrus danicus e A 5400 1200 1440 2400 840 1200 960 960 3240 840 480 960 560
Leptocylindrus mediterraneus Pl R 600 1320
B % Licmophora abbreviata ERERA R 120 80
59 M Mastogloia rostrata R
£ Navicula alpha B 4 A5 % 120
Navicula cancellata S RA AR 120
Navicula directa B4R 120 120 240 120 120 120 160
B4R
Navicula directa var. remota iR 80
Navicula membranacea ok AR 120 240 240 240 240 360 240 80
Navicula monilifera Pk A% 120
Navicula mutica R R
Navicula northumbrica AL A% 120
Navicula pavillardi Lk Al 120 120 120 240 120
Navicula sp. 42 % 120
&% Nitzschia acuminata WAEE A 240 120 120 240 120 120 120 360 120 120 480 160
Nitzschia capitellata LS S 120 80
Nitzschia delicatissima 3B EE 2880 6000 3000 240 960 5640 6480 3840 960 600 3120 3120 5400 5400 2400 5520 720 1320 2280 2280 720 400
Nitzschia dissipata BATE A R 120
Nitzschia fonticola A2 EA R
Nitzschia longissima £ EE 720 120 120 120 360 240 240 480 120 840 400 80 120 120 720 120 240 360 360
Nitzschia pacifica FEEEA R 600
Nitzschia panduriformis FlEAE 120 120 120 120 120 120 80 240 120 80

Nitzschia panduriformis
var. minor

FirE0%
¥

i 1-4



18-1 18-3 18-5 18-6 18-8
B fa v L OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M AKX OM 3M 10M 25M A&
Nitzschia seriata * I E A 600
Nitzschia sigma Eab SiFp 120 120 160 120 120
Nitzschia sigmoides I E R
Nitzschia vitrea B EA R 840 240 360 120 240 240 240 240 360 240 120 160 840 240 120 600 360 80 240
Nitzschia sp. % 120 240 120
B4l Paralia sulcata BB 480 480 1560 3840 1320 2040 3840 2480 3440 960 3000 1320 960 480 960
Sy 2 Pinnularia sp. 3R 120
ST Planktoniella blanda Bn R 120 240 360 120 160 360 120
AL Pleurosigma aestuarii TH AR 120
Pleurosigma affine g Fo 2 120
Pleurosigma elongatum AR E 120
Pleurosigma naviculaceum 4 A a R 80 120 80
Pleurosigma normani EL R 120
Pleurosigma rectum AR
Pleurosigma sp. ALK R 120 120 120 120 80 160 120 120 160 160
et Rhaphoneis sp. et 120
BE Rhizosolenia alata EPREE 120 120 360 120 240 120 120 120
1Y R
Rhizosolenia alata f. gracillima j; ; z% :; 360 120 120 240 120
Rhizosolenia bergonii SR R 120 120 120 120
Rhizosolenia calcar-avis it R 120 120
Rhizosolenia cylindrus P % 120 120
Rhizosolenia delicatula AR 720 480 360 2640 240 1320 840 360
Rhizosolenia fragilissima B E R
Rhizosolenia hebetata I R
f. semispina LA 120
Rhizosolenia imbricata RilgEE 600 240
Rhizosolenia robusta Fe R E 120 120 120 120
Rhizosolenia setigera BT R 120 120 120 120 120 120
Rhizosolenia stolterfothii BT E R 1440 7560 8160 2280 1080 960 7680 3240 9960 1360 1800 2040 4560 840 480 360 360 1800 320
Rhizosolenia styliformis FRAREER 480 240 840 120 240 120 120 120 80 640
Rhizosolenia sp. 1R 120 120
i Rhoicosphenia curvata R 120
*iE % Skeletonema costatum LRCE S 5160 2040 960 5040 2040 1200 3240 1920 1680
i R Striatella sp. R 120 120 120
2 32 Surirella fastuosa var. cuneata ;_/:jj jg ;; * 120
Surirella fluminensis kR 80
Surirella sp. P33 120

i 1-5



18-1 18-3 18-5 18-6 18-8
e B fa v L OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M 10M 25M AKX OM 3M 10M 25M A&
R R Striatella sp. R R 80
5 R Synedra formosa EFRAER 120 120
Synedra fulgens B AE 120 80
Synedra ulna ek g R 120 120 80
B Tabellaris sp. T % 240 2760 1200 360 1560 2280 960 240 1320 1440 240 840 360 720
g Thalassionema nitzschioides s S 240 1200 600 1440 600 240 1440 2760 1200 360 840 1560 1680 480 560 240 1080 1320 480 1200 960 480 720 400 800
g Thalassiosira decipiens T A4 1680 120 360 80
Thalassiosira eccentricus B a4l R 120 360 120 120 120 120 120 120 240 120 80
Thalassiosira hyalina PR 120 120 360 360 480 120 80 240 240 360 120 120 80 1040
Thalassiosira leptopus Fl & % 4a % 720 2760 2400 5400 3000 1920 2040 1440 2400 3600 1920 1200 1920 3040 5040 1320 2040 2160 2280 4320 960 2640 2760 1680 1680
Thalassiosira nordenskioldi WE AR 720 240 480
Thalassiosira rotula Fli4 48 5% 120
Thalassiosira subtilis dm33 s 4 720 600 120 1920 480 240 3600 20160 1440 400 360 1680 6360 120 1920 960 640
Thalassiosira spl. g5 2280 1200 2400
Thalassiosira sp. AR 480 720 960 240 240 600 480 120 240 240 240 320 240 120 600 360 120 360 240 240 80
RS Thalassiothrix delicatula TR 600 120 240 240 120 240 120 480
Thalassiothrix frauenfeldii REA L F 1680 6480 600 600 2280 3120 2880 1680 480 600 3240 1080 960 240 320 2280 2520 2280 2040 600 960 4080 1080 960 640
Thalassiothrix longissima £ L% 240 120 120 360 240 120 120 240 80 240 120 120 120 480 600 80
Thalassiothrix mediterranea Rl 360 480 120 600 120 120 240 600 240 240 360 360 240 360
var. pacifica
R Trachyneis aspera o 120 120 160 120
R Tropidoneis sp. wFE 120 120
B Tryblioptychus cocconeiformis ~ “P 2% % % 240 240 120 240 320 480 120 120 80 160
vOEM ORAER Amphidinium sp. TR 120
&% Ceratium furca Rk EE 120
Ceratium fusus #iE 240
Ceratium kofoidii 2 120 120
Ceratium teres Fie 4 & 120 120
RP % Prorocentrum micans AERT R 120
g E 8K Dictyocha fibula L E T EGE 240 480 480 240 120 480 960 360 240 120 600 840 600 160 80 240 600 600 120 120 480 480 160 160
2 1% 8% Distephanus speculum = B T #% 1680 1200 1800 240 960 1320 1200 120 720 1080 1320 1440 800 160 2040 1440 1080 480 840 600 1320 360 560 240
Total (CGHS/L) 54360 105600 50520 20760 18840 59280 63240 59400 14160 14640 64080 83880 64560 15520 16080 47400 50160 65760 31800 16440 30600 41760 31080 15680 8800
i 46 47 41 37 34 39 49 55 27 28 44 47 42 33 24 45 44 43 35 33 36 52 36 42 26
SR Edpdc(H) 129 129 1.31 1.21 1.21 1.30 1.45 1.33 123 1.09 1.28 1.22 1.24 1.22 0.95 1.36 1.37 1.30 1.25 1.24 1.25 1.40 1.25 1.39 1.19
23 R4p#E  0.78 0.77 0.81 0.77 0.79 0.82 0.86 0.76 0.86 0.75 0.78 0.73 0.77 0.80 0.69 0.83 0.84 0.79 0.81 0.82 0.80 0.82 0.80 0.85 0.84
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e S~ AT ERSESFEEFFI A LSS

19-1 19-3 19-4
e B & vt oM 3M I0M 25M A% oM M I0M 25M A% oM 3M 10M  25M &K Ry pAEH

FOgr @ BE Achnanthes exigua ' B 80 200 0.01%
Achnanthes javanica ekl B 80 480 80 240 240 240 3640 0.23%

Achnanthes linearis A B 480  0.03%

B % Actinocyclus ehrenbergi T A% 120 0.01%
Actinocyclus ellipticus R 5 % % 120  0.01%

1547 % Actinoptychus undulatus A 15 AR 160 320 720 0.05%
fER % Amphora bigibba R R 120 0.01%
Amphora costata v R R 80 80 0.01%

PR3 Asterolampra marylandica Bk RE 120  0.01%
P Asteromphalus cleveanus £Pm AR 120  0.01%
Asteromphalus heptactis P % R 120 120  0.01%
Asteromphalus sarcophagus 5 160 120 1320 0.09%

AR Aulacoseira granulata R L R 80 80 400  0.03%
B A% % Auricula insecta AR AR 80 240 440  0.03%
) % Bacillaria paradoxa + R AR 80 800 80 160 240 5800 0.37%
1= % Bacteriastrum delicatulum BEGEE 4240 2080 2640 2880 2640 3480 1080 2280 480 64000  4.12%
Bacteriastrum elongatum £t 840 600 1440  0.09%
Bacteriastrum hyalinum B 6240  0.40%
Bacteriastrum minus 151 % 720 0.05%
Bacteriastrum varians HEGER 1600 2480 3720 600 2520 1320 3240 1440 4680 560 1040 81160 5.23%
Bacteriastrum sp. LA LR 840  0.05%

£ % Biddulphia granulata kg R 120 320 0.02%
Biddulphia mobiliensis BE g 80 80 880  0.06%

Biddulphia rhombus £ 0% 120 0.01%

R Cerataulina bergonii e b E R 240 560 2000 0.13%
Cerataulina compacta ThedR 1080  0.07%

£ 1% Chaetoceros affine FH &R 640 720 3120 600 720 160 21760  1.40%
Chaetoceros affine var. willei ;; sz gg: 2880 1680 1800 840 480 560 23600 1.52%

Chaetoceros anastomosans & 1% 400 960 320 6440 0.41%

Chaetoceros atlanticum S E R 400 480 120 3400 0.22%
chf’r“ff;f;;‘l’ft;f%t“’”m i g :,T;g 720 480 240 240 1920 480 480 160 19520 1.26%

Chaetoceros breve EECA VP2 480 480  0.03%
Chaetoceros compressum ER IR b 5760 4200 480 3840 640 480 3000 640 160 36840 2.37%
Chaetoceros convolutum % 240 720  0.05%

Chaetoceros costatum R S P 840 0.05%

it 1-7



19-1 19-3 19-4
B it PRt oM M I0M 25M &K% oM M I0OM 25M A& oM 3M 1I0M  25M &K B3 @pAer
Chaetoceros curvisetus K- R 800 8160 7680 19560 10320 15840 8760 2240 5520 4320 640 320 272040 17.52%
Chaetoceros danicum 44 480 0.03%
Chaetoceros decipiens AR 400 600 560 10440  0.67%
Chaetoceros denticulatum LR S P 320 360 360 560 240 320 320 3680 0.24%
Chaetoceros didymum R E TR 480 240 1800 1200 960 720 640 29680 1.91%
_ COERANE
Chaetoceros didymum var. anglica FREM 240 240  0.02%
Chaetoceros distans BEEE T 1680 960 3600  0.23%
Chaetoceros diversum BEETE 240 160 480 400 240 4520  0.29%
Chaetoceros laciniosum L4 & R 480  0.03%
Chaetoceros laeve T 160 1840 0.12%
Chaetoceros lauderi BAAR 2760 0.18%
Chaetoceros lorenzianum EE S U 1840 2080 2520 3840 160 1680 4320 3120 800 7080 1040 2560 1920 320 80920 5.21%
Chaetoceros messanense i & 1% 960 640 480 720 600 2400 480 30040 1.93%
Chaetoceros paradoxum + R &R 400 600 480 4480  0.29%
Chaetoceros pendulum &% 120 320 0.02%
Chaetoceros peruvianum Al 4 ] 80 120 240 120 120 2440  0.16%
Chaetoceros sociale A &R 3360 4800 0.31%
Chaetoceros sp. % 480 1040 840 1800 1560 720 240 720 14560  0.94%
) % Climacodium biconcavum B 75 80 120 560  0.04%
P % Cocconeis placentula {5 120  0.01%
Cocconeis scutellum f A 120 0.01%
Cocconeis sublittoralis AR 240 80 160 1400 0.09%
1 B.E B Corethron hystrix B £33 80 360 240 120 120 360 3880 0.25%
Fl & % Coscinodiscus deformatus w5 A5 R & 120 360 0.02%
Coscinodiscus eccentricus A 7| [F & % 240 240 320 1160  0.07%
Coscinodiscus lineatus R & % 80 280 0.02%
Coscinodiscus marginatus ﬁ’l% Fl & % 240 80 80 400 0.03%
Coscinodiscus megalomma I & i 120 680  0.04%
Coscinodiscus nitidus kR E R 120 160 400 0.03%
Coscinodiscus radiatus 15 57| [ & % 80 80 0.01%
Coscinodiscus suspects v 5 [fl & % 520 0.03%
Coscinodiscus sp. & % 120 120 80 120 1840 0.12%
o % Cyclotella sp. o % 160 240 120 80 80 160 80 80 80 3440 0.22%
LR Cymbella affinis B AR R 80 80  0.01%
Cymbella sp. ik 2 120 0.01%
fEAER Diploneis bombus BB RE R 160 240 80 160 240 1960 0.13%
Diploneis crabro T R 120  0.01%
Diploneis schmidtii %N R 80 440 0.03%
fE Ditylum brightwellii TAEE R 720 0.05%

i 1-8



19-1 19-3 19-4
B & vt oM 3M I0M 25M A% oM M I0M 25M A% oM 3M 10M  25M &K Ry pAEH
Ditylum sol THEERE 80 80 280  0.02%
§ iR Eucampia cornuta AL E 360 240 840 360 3120 0.20%
515 Fragilaria oceanica R LS 240  0.02%
Fragilaria sp. P 1280 480 360 600 1680 80 240 360 320 320 19720 1.27%
2 Gomphonema parvulum Heel B 80 160 320 0.02%
Gomphonema sp. 2% 160 560 1040  0.07%
REar Gossleriella tropica BF S AR 120  0.01%
ik Grammatophora oceanica M EEE R 80 80 0.01%
ZV¥ %  Hantzschia sp. ¥R 120 0.01%
L E R Hemiaulus hauckii ErLiik 1200 2640 1200 480 120 600 80 160 14760  0.95%
Hemiaulus indica PR X R 240  0.02%
Hemiaulus sinensis vELE R 560 240 240 1160 0.07%
LR Hemidiscus cuneiformis By iR 120  0.01%
A Lauderia borealis it 640 720 1320 840 1080 15320  0.99%
wir i Leptocylindrus danicus L i 640 3360 2640 1560 1360 31000 2.00%
Leptocylindrus mediterraneus B A el 560 2480 0.16%
A% Licmophora abbreviata R R 200 0.01%
LER IS Mastogloia rostrata EQ IR 120 120 0.01%
42)%  Navicula alpha B 4 )% 120 0.01%
Navicula cancellata S RA AR 160 280  0.02%
Navicula directa AR 240 160 1400 0.09%
A%
Navicula directa var. remota B 160 240  0.02%
Navicula membranacea o 4 A% 240 80 240 120 240 80 600 3440  0.22%
Navicula monilifera PR AR 120 0.01%
Navicula mutica BhLas 80 80 0.01%
Navicula northumbrica FHEL R 120 0.01%
Navicula pavillardi Lok S hE 3 80 800  0.05%
Navicula sp. 42 % 120 0.01%
%7)%  Nitzschia acuminata NEFE A 80 120 160 120 240 80 160 3280 0.21%
Nitzschia capitellata SR E R 200 0.01%
Nitzschia delicatissima ENEEE 3% 800 1360 360 840 1080 2160 2400 480 73560 4.74%
Nitzschia dissipata AACE A 120  0.01%
Nitzschia fonticola A FEA R 80 80 0.01%
Nitzschia longissima £ EFA % 80 360 160 240 360 120 7200 0.46%
Nitzschia pacifica RS ST 600  0.04%
Nitzschia panduriformis FlEHE 160 160 1560  0.10%
Nitzschia panduriformis FREA R 120 80 200 0.01%
var. minor
Nitzschia seriata SRk S5 600  0.04%
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19-1 19-3 19-4
B & vt oM 3M I0M 25M A% oM M I0M 25M A% oM 3M 10M  25M &K Ry pAEH
Nitzschia sigma FE R 80 120 160 80 1080 0.07%
Nitzschia sigmoides FUIAF ) 80 80 0.01%
Nitzschia vitrea BP R 240 160 600 80 480 120 80 120 160 160 80 160 8320 0.54%
Nitzschia sp. 7% 80 560 0.04%
- Paralia sulcata LS5 320 560 600 120 2240 1360 2080 1680 1600 37720 2.43%
B Pinnularia sp. 3R 120  0.01%
B R Planktoniella blanda 160 80 80 160 1960  0.13%
L Pleurosigma aestuarii S 80 200  0.01%
Pleurosigma affine L 80 200 0.01%
Pleurosigma elongatum L 120  0.01%
Pleurosigma naviculaceum LoAj el k 80 80 440  0.03%
Pleurosigma normani 8 AL 80 80 80 160 80 600 0.04%
Pleurosigma rectum A RE 120 80 200 0.01%
Pleurosigma sp. AL R 120 80 160 80 80 1800 0.12%
et Rhaphoneis sp. et 80 200 0.01%
HE & Rhizosolenia alata EREE 80 240 1640 0.11%
: : . A0
Rhizosolenia alata f. gracillima Homs 80 120 1160  0.07%
Rhizosolenia bergonii S AE R 80 120 80 120 120 80 80 80 1240  0.08%
Rhizosolenia calcar-avis ST R 120 360  0.02%
Rhizosolenia cylindrus Pt f % 80 320 0.02%
Rhizosolenia delicatula F3EE R 560 600 1320 9440  0.61%
Rhizosolenia fragilissima B R 1440 1440  0.09%
_ _ L BETE R
Rhizosolenia hebetata f. semispina .- H% s 120 0.01%
Rhizosolenia imbricata haiRg 840  0.05%
Rhizosolenia robusta 1T E R 480  0.03%
Rhizosolenia setigera B E 2 80 120 80 1000  0.06%
Rhizosolenia stolterfothii BT R 4080 8240 7800 1680 3360 18360 3480 3600 3200 1120 640 160 112000 7.21%
Rhizosolenia styliformis TRURE R 80 400 120 80 240 120 240 1440 160 80 5960 0.38%
Rhizosolenia sp. e 120 120 120 80 680  0.04%
Pk Rhoicosphenia curvata Pk 120  0.01%
*iE % Skeletonema costatum LRCE S 2080 6480 4440 5520 1920 2400 46120 2.97%
R R Striatella sp. R R 120 160 80 720 0.05%
3 Surirella fastuosa var. cuneata ;_f; g ;;- * 120 0.01%
Surirella fluminensis R EE R 80 160  0.01%
Surirella sp. 3 120 0.01%
R R Striatella sp. R R 80 0.01%
5 Synedra formosa EFRAER 240  0.02%
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19-1 19-3 19-4
e B & et oM 3M 1I0M  25M &K oM M I0M 25M A% oM 3M 10M  25M &K Ry pAEH
Synedra fulgens B AE 120 80 80 480  0.03%
Synedra ulna L e L 80 400  0.03%
T Tabellaris sp. T 1680 5280 4200 3000 480 29160 1.88%
AR Thalassionema nitzschioides FA505 A% 160 480 600 1600 120 120 360 1200 720 1680 800 960 960 1760 34400 2.22%
4l Thalassiosira decipiens T A4 160 360 240 3000  0.19%
Thalassiosira eccentricus B 5 48 160 120 320 80 120 2440  0.16%
Thalassiosira hyalina B A 160 800 400 120 160 80 480 6040 0.39%
Thalassiosira leptopus Il &% 4 bt 160 1040 1200 840 3200 840 720 1080 2640 2320 600 1280 560 1520 880 79520 5.12%
Thalassiosira nordenskioldi HE AR 160 960 2560 0.16%
Thalassiosira rotula a4t 120  0.01%
Thalassiosira subtilis KSEHREY: §-3 240 360 480 2640 80 45520 2.93%
Thalassiosira spl. x5 2040 2400 3240 13560  0.87%
Thalassiosira sp. g b 480 240 120 120 240 160 160 360 160 80 160 9520  0.61%
RS Thalassiothrix delicatula N 160 120 240 240 2920  0.19%
Thalassiothrix frauenfeldii REA L E 1920 2400 120 960 720 2160 2760 3480 2240 1120 1080 1360 2320 1280 1040 68640 4.42%
Thalassiothrix longissima AR 80 120 240 120 240 320 4520  0.29%
Thalassiothrix mediterranea R 3 240 320 360 240 240 360 6200  0.40%
var. pacifica
Ao Trachyneis aspera fe iR 160 680 0.04%
R Tropidoneis sp. wFE 240  0.02%
iR Tryblioptychus cocconeiformis P ALRT A 240 240 400 240 80 240 3560  0.23%
TEM WA E Amphidinium sp. TR 120 0.01%
2 Ceratium furca Rk ERE 120 0.01%
Ceratium fusus #iE 240  0.02%
Ceratium kofoidii 2 240 0.02%
Ceratium teres Flie & % 120 360 0.02%
e & Prorocentrum micans BERT 120  0.01%
g &P W% Dictyocha fibula & e LR 80 240 160 120 120 360 240 120 160 240 240 240 11280 0.73%
£ {1# B Distephanus speculum G kg & 1280 480 840 480 80 1440 840 960 160 160 120 240 720 640 720 32160 2.07%
Total  (cells/L) 36800 39360 48120 61320 10160 52200 69840 46320 17200 11360 50880 21600 16080 15040 12160 1552840
kS 48 33 39 33 31 45 35 31 28 34 42 30 34 35 39 177
SRR 4 fi(H) 142 117 123 113 113 132 107 126 116 129 134 121 128 132 136
23 R 8 E 085 077 077 074 076 0.80 069 085 080 084 0.83 0.82 084 0.86 0.85
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YS1 YS2 YS4 YS6
e % i vt OM 3M 10M 25M A& oM 3M 10M 25M A& OM 3M 10M 25M A% OM 3M Ak B3 pAn
O™ & Bk Achnanthes javanica e d B 120 240 480 320 80 360 360 720 840 240 840 1320 1920 2280 1440 1120 12680 2.04%
Achnanthes linearis A B 80 120 200 0.03%
%%k %  Actinocyclus ehrenbergi T HRE 120 120 0.02%
A% Actinoptychus undulatus A AR TR AR 120 120 240 360 120 360 160 1480  0.24%
2% Amphiprora alata RO 120 120 240 80 560 0.09%
% %% Asteromphalus sarcophagus D 80 120 200 0.03%
A 5% %  Aulacoseira distans REEE SR 240 240  0.04%
Aulacoseira granulata Bk Sk e 480 160 640 0.10%
var. angustissima WA AR SR 360 360 0.06%
BA%  Auricula insecta BB AR 80 160 480 120 120 960  0.15%
.75 % Bacillaria paradoxa + R A% 360 1120 2800 160 120 2280 4320 640 11800 1.90%
¥ % Bacteriastrum delicatulum BEGEEE 480 1440 600 960 1680 2760 7920 1.28%
Bacteriastrum hyalinum HP R R 1440 1440  0.23%
Bacteriastrum varians R EE 1080 2160 960 160 160 1920 3120 2640 480 12680 2.04%
£7%  Biddulphia aurita AR 120 120 0.02%
Biddulphia granulata kg ) 80 120 240 960 1400  0.23%
Biddulphia mobiliensis I A Abp > 120 120 80 120 440 0.07%
Biddulphia rhombus 870 80 80 160 0.03%
E - Cerataulina bergonii e & F % 320 320 0.05%
Cerataulina compacta Tmed R 360 360 0.06%
& 1% Chaetoceros affine F AT 160 160 840 720 240 2120 0.34%
o |3
fﬁ?iﬁ?ﬁgos affine ‘;E sz— ;g: 600 560 3840 5000 0.81%
Chaetoceros anastomosans % 480 6120 6600 1.06%
Chaetoceros atlanticum * R TR
var. neapolitanum TR BHETRFE 600 360 240 720 480 2400 0.39%
Chaetoceros compressum CR S TP 480 480 0.08%
Chaetoceros convolutum % 240 240  0.04%
Chaetoceros costatum ¢ g R 480 480  0.08%
Chaetoceros curvisetus s TR 28200 13680 5760 480 1680 3240 1680 7560 62280 10.03%
Chaetoceros dadayi dF EE 360 360 0.06%
Chaetoceros decipiens LS R IF 480 1080 1560  0.25%
Chaetoceros denticulatum EE SR 360 480 960 1800 0.29%
Chaetoceros didymum BRE DR 480 360 480 1320 0.21%
Chaetoceros diversum P AL 240 320 360 920 0.15%
Chaetoceros laeve T AT 800 240 240 240 1520  0.24%
Chaetoceros lorenzianum AT 1920 2160 1560 560 240 360 3600 960 1800 240 13400 2.16%
Chaetoceros messanense wi] & 1% 2400 1080 160 400 2160 3480 1200 1560 12440 2.00%
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YS1 YS2 YS4 YS6
% f vt OM 3M 10M 25M &K oM 3M 10M 25M &K oM 3M 10M 25M Ak oM 3M AR B3 e
Chaetoceros pendulum % 120 120 0.02%
Chaetoceros peruvianum Asd & 1% 120 240 120 480 0.08%
Chaetoceros sociale FA AT % 600 480 1080  0.17%
Chaetoceros sp. 1 120 840 160 80 960 240 1440 240 240 480 4800 0.77%
“*A%  Cocconeis placentula  [F9r ) % 120 600 720 80 1520 0.24%
Cocconeis pseudomarginata B r ) % 120 120 0.02%
Cocconeis sublittoralis AP 120 80 240 240 120 800 0.13%
T &L e Corethron hystrix TERL R 80 240 120 440  0.07%
F & % Coscinodiscus centralis ¢ ff] & % 120 120  0.02%
Coscinodiscus eccentricus oo 7[R & % 80 120 120 120 120 360 80 1000 0.16%
Coscinodiscus lineatus &R & e 120 120 80 320 0.05%
Coscinodiscus marginatus T & R 320 240 600 240 1400  0.23%
Coscinodiscus megalomma Il & % 480 360 480 400 1720 0.28%
Coscinodiscus subtilis ‘w33 [ & 160 160 0.03%
Coscinodiscus suspects v 5 [l & 120 120 160 400  0.06%
Coscinodiscus sp. I & 3% 160 120 120 120 120 120 120 880 0.14%
' FF  Cyclotella sp. | 240 360 240 240 240 120 120 600 120 120 1440 160 4000 0.64%
W®EE  Cymbella affinis HHRHF 480 240 320 1040 0.17%
Cymbella lacustris R 240 240  0.04%
Cymbella laevis TR AR R 1080 480 240 1800 0.29%
Cymbella sp. 5 % 120 120 240 0.04%
%% %  Diatoma sp. LR 80 80 0.01%
BERE%  Diploneis bombus ML R R 320 160 240 600 480 1560 840 360 480 320 5360 0.86%
Diploneis crabro T AR 80 80 0.01%
Diploneis schmidtii KR a3 240 120 240 120 120 840 0.14%
FEEF  Ditylum sol SRR 80 120 120 120 120 240 800 0.13%
¥ &%  Eucampia zoodiacus EhRE R 360 960 1320 0.21%
‘B¥® Eunotia sp. B 120 120 0.02%
W1 % Fragilaria oceanica s 160 160 0.03%
Fragilaria sp. B 240 480 240 400 160 840 720 480 120 600 960 320 5560 0.90%
2%  Gomphonema olivaceum AR e 120 120 0.02%
Gomphonema parvulum el B 120 240 360 0.06%
Gomphonema sphaerophorum R 120 120 0.02%
Gomphonema sp. 2 5% 320 720 480 80 1600  0.26%
REar Gossleriella tropica B AT 80 120 200  0.03%
L ¥ %  Hemiaulus hauckii Bt ik 240 720 160 240 360 720 2440  0.39%
Hemiaulus indica ERLE R 160 160 0.03%
Hemiaulus sinensis vELE R 240 240  0.04%
W% Lauderia borealis A F AL 240 360 360 240 1200 0.19%
Wi Leptocylindrus danicus -+ f i 2520 4800 640 480 8440 1.36%
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YS1 YS2 YS6
% f vt OM 3M 10M 25M &K oM 3M 10M 25M &K oM 10M 25M &K oM 3M  AAR B3 pEAa
Leptocylindrus mediterraneus EAIRE ) 160 160  0.03%
E4%  Melosira nummuloides BRAUR T 4R 480 480 0.08%
Melosira varians BR iR 360 360 0.06%
+23%  Navicula cancellata 4R 120 120 120 360 0.06%
Navicula digito-radiata ¥ ofemstd A5 80 80 0.01%
Navicula directa AR 80 240 120 80 520 0.08%
¥ 4 A%
Navicula directa var. remota ;_.‘:g éég_ 240 120 120 480 0.08%
Navicula genuflexa Ll S 120 120 0.02%
Navicula grimmii L)% 240 240 0.04%
Navicula marina AR 120 120 0.02%
Navicula membranacea ok A A% R 80 240 240 560  0.09%
Navicula mutica Brpt e 720 240 960  0.15%
Navicula pavillardi Lk 120 120 120 360 0.06%
Navicula perrotettii L S 2 80 80 0.01%
Navicula rhynchocephala PRER L ) 480 480 960 0.15%
Navicula salinarum .
var. intermedia &A% % 120 120 1440 1680 0.27%
Navicula sp. £ 480 80 560 0.09%
£75%  Nitzschia acuminata KAELE R 120 240 240 600 0.10%
Nitzschia brevissima HEE )% 120 240 360 0.06%
Nitzschia capitellata R E A% 120 120 0.02%
Nitzschia delicatissima ABENHE 4920 1560 600 120 360 960 8520 1.37%
Nitzschia dissipata 2818 3% 120 120 0.02%
Nitzschia fonticola R FA R 120 120 0.02%
Nitzschia frustulum B EAE 120 80 200 0.03%
Nitzschia longissima L S5 80 480 600 240 240 120 240 2000 0.32%
Nitzschia panduriformis FlzEaw 120 120 120 120 120 480 1080  0.17%
Nitzschia sigma FE R 80 240 120 120 120 120 80 880 0.14%
Nitzschia vitrea HPE % 240 240 600 120 240 120 360 1920 0.31%
Nitzschia sp. %% 80 120 240 440  0.07%
E48%  Paralia sulcata EHE 4% 1560 480 2080 240 3000 2280 6480 18240 14040 17760 13680 11400 15120 3280 109640 17.66%
X% Pinnularia sp. LR 80 120 1200 320 1720 0.28%
B  Planktoniella blanda BR 240 360 120 480 360 600 480 320 2960 0.48%
KX F%  Pleurosigma aestuarii F AR 80 80 0.01%
Pleurosigma affine THARE 80 240 320 0.05%
Pleurosigma elongatum AR 80 360 120 560  0.09%
Pleurosigma naviculaceum AR 120 600 600 120 1440  0.23%
Pleurosigma normani HA AR 240 80 80 240 120 760 0.12%
Pleurosigma rectum EEARE 120 120 240 0.04%
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YS1 YS2 YS6
% f vt OM 3M 10M 25M &K oM 3M 10M 25M &K oM 10M 25M &K oM 3M A
Pleurosigma sp. AR 160 360 120 600 600 240 0.61%
¥4 3% Rhaphoneis sp. Mt R 120 120 240 0.08%
1E %  Rhizosolenia alata ERER 120 120 0.08%
Rhizosolenia alata 212 ? *
f. gracillima S 53 0.01%
Rhizosolenia bergonii thERE 30 0.03%
Rhizosolenia hebetata &Rl ? E
f. semispina 218 120 120 240  0.04%
Rhizosolenia setigera W< R 120 120 80 320 0.05%
Rhizosolenia stolterfothii B R 8160 1080 1280 3960 3720 18200  2.93%
Rhizosolenia styliformis TRARE R 120 80 80 240 520 0.08%
* i5%  Skeletonema costatum *E 2640 960 1280 400 2640 2760 10680 1.72%
R Swiatella sp. iR 80 80 0.01%
BEZ %  Surirellasp. %% 120 240 240 120 720 0.12%
% Synedra ulna ik 45 R 120 480 160 760 0.12%
LA % Tabellaris sp. 2 4320 480 640 960 6400 1.03%
&% Thalassionema nitzschioides FA55% Ak 960 1080 2520 640 1280 960 1080 2880 1440 1080 1560 120 2400 960 2040 1680 960 23640 3.81%
Py g3 Thalassiosira eccentricus RNy 53 120 120 360 80 120 120 120 120 80 1240  0.20%
Thalassiosira hyalina B AR 360 240 320 240 120 120 240 480 360 480 960 360 600 240 240 5360 0.86%
Thalassiosira leptopus &5 4 4 3% 240 1080 1680 3120 2160 960 1680 2280 3120 8280 5520 6240 26400 15960 10320 12240 3200 104480 16.83%
Thalassiosira subtilis im33ash 5400 120 3840 1920 11280 1.82%
Thalassiosira sp. 2% 240 840 840 640 560 120 360 1200 120 240 5160 0.83%
R Thalassiothrix delicatula 35382 % 480 80 120 240 120 1040 0.17%
Thalassiothrix frauenfeldii R s 2880 3360 2400 1600 1120 960 1200 1680 1440 3960 600 1200 3600 1320 960 2160 480 480 31400 5.06%
Thalassiothrix longissima AL R 120 120 240 480  0.08%
Thalassiothrix mediterranea var. AL
pacifica 360 480 840 0.14%
Pl Trachyneis aspera de %R 80 240 120 240 720 240 120 1760  0.28%
#E % Tropidoneis sp. W 120 120 0.02%
W% Tryblioptychus cocconeiformis AR 120 120 160 560 1680 120 240 1320 3240 2400 2400 2640 600 1920 320 17840 2.87%
RS &R Ceratium kofoidii | R 120 120 0.02%
#E ™ % 18R Dictyocha fibula E T B 240 240 320 80 80 240 120 120 120 720 120 160 2560 0.41%
2 11# BE Distephanus speculum oE RiVg & 360 1680 600 640 160 320 600 1320 960 2520 120 120 9400 1.51%
Total  (cells/L) 69480 49320 28080 15920 14960 18160 29880 34080 30360 32280 22200 33360 33360 60720 40800 43440 49680 14640 620720
i 33 38 30 41 35 32 37 37 45 35 22 23 29 33 28 44 30 36 144

SR RfppHEMH) 099 122 1.19 128 128 124 133 131 137 120 085 072 090 0.81 078 1.16 1.04 1.19
25 R #E 0.65 0.77 081 0.79 0.83 0.82 0.85 0.83 0.83 0.78 0.64 0.53 0.61 053 054 0.71 070 0.77
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GECR R S § Y e s SR -

2022 & 3 * ¥+ @ inds./1000m3
i S5 w2t 18-1 18-3 18-5 18-6 18-8 19-1 19-3 19-4 B FAv MR F
RA®HFF FIYH Foraminifera 11,743 23211 17,168 14277 15,766 6,092 28,833 3,126 120216  2.19% 100.00%
bt Radiolaria 2,796 528 491 4,759 3,469 1,874 2,621 521 17,058 0.31% 100.00%
fleedfe M k2 Medusa 13,420 9,496 7,358 5,949 5,676 6,092 8,388 11,461 67,839 1.23% 100.00%
ok Siphonophora 10,624 17936 15,696 14,872 11,667 19212 13,106 27,091 130204  2.37% 100.00%
fil Akl L S e Ctenophora 469 521 990 0.02%  25.00%
L h LA ) Pteropoda 559 528 1,472 1,190 631 937 3,145 5,210 13,671 0.25% 100.00%
PR Heteropoda 5,033 5,803 4,415 7,138 2,838 7,497 5,767 4,689 43,179  0.79% 100.00%
Fadypr 5L Polychaeta 3,914 2,110 1,962 2,974 1,892 3,280 4,194 3,126 23,453 0.43% 100.00%
FaLd e A A Ostracoda 20,131 9,496 3,434 10,708 12,928 14,526 8,388 15,629 95,239 1.73% 100.00%
=R Amphipoda 2,796 3,693 1,472 3,569 946 5,154 1,573 3,126 22,328 0.41% 100.00%
k2 Calanoida 348,929 302,802 271,743 308,145 195,503 343,943 224,896 474,089 2,470,050  44.97% 100.00%
&7k 3 Cyclopoida 91,147 98,121 78482 98,154 89,868 85283 74965 93,776 709,795  12.92% 100.00%
Ek3 Harpacticoida 559 631 1,190 0.02%  25.00%
HBE Copepods larva 2,796 528 595 946 1,406 2,097 4,168 12,535 0.23%  87.50%
HREE 4 Mysidacea 2,638 981 595 1,892 469 5,242 6,252 18,068 0.33%  87.50%
B B Euphausiacea 2,605 2,605 0.05%  12.50%
Lapug Lucifera 2,237 528 2,453 1,785 631 3,749 1,573 6,252 19,205 0.35% 100.00%
A L g Other Decapoda 1,118 595 469 521 2,703 0.05%  50.00%
S e Shrimp larva 9,506 3,693 4,415 5,354 3,469 6,560 6,291 5,731 45,018 0.82% 100.00%
g 2 Crab zoea 559 2,638 595 315 469 1,573 521 6,669  0.12%  87.50%
Ff sl Barnacle nauplius 1,055 315 1,370 0.02%  25.00%
L EER T LSRR Chaetognatha 40,261 37455 19,620 36,287 24,596 23898 38793 41,157 262,067  4.77% 100.00%
FRA B R g A Echinodermata larva 1,190 315 469 1,974 0.04%  37.50%
FREFP B AN Appendicularia 186,207 197,296 182,470 132,062 8,514 153,697 215984 193,282 1,269,512 23.11% 100.00%
AR Thaliacea 12,302 16,881 19,620 11,897 8,199 16,869 10,485 15,629 111,882 2.04% 100.00%
H s F#$ 4 Other zooplankton 2,237 3,165 981 2,974 315 4,217 3,145 7,294 24329  0.44% 100.00%

B 768,875 739,597 634230 665,664 391,322 706,630 661,057 925775 5,493,150

RS 21 21 18 22 23 23 20 23 26

¥t dp (H) 0.74 0.75 0.71 0.75 0.73 0.73 0.79 0.71 0.75

3 R4 #(E) 0.56 0.57 0.56 0.56 0.54 0.53 0.61 0.52 0.53
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P =k BRE(g) ¥cE(g) 2 KR8 A# (ml)
18-1 5.16 0.14 4.8
18-3 6.28 0.18 4.6
18-5 6.54 0.12 5
18-6 3.69 0.14 33
18-8 4.58 0.14 32
19-1 7.07 0.2 53
19-3 7.11 0.22 52
19-4 11.42 0.58 7.9
e 2~ AR B RFREFBF DAL
2022 & 3 7 ¥ ! inds./1000m>
B - % E YS1 YS2 YS4 YS6 2E BAY O MR
RABHP  FIA Foraminifera 6,644 8,704 15,348 0.85% 50.00%
R Radiolaria 2,374 2,374 0.13% 25.00%
flredo g @ kA Medusa 830 26,904 184 27918 1.54% 75.00%
k2 Siphonophora 3,737 20,574 723 1,104 26,137 1.44%  100.00%
b i3 E L ) Pteropoda 1,246 3,956 5,202 0.29% 50.00%
RS Heteropoda 4,152 3,956 181 184 8,474 0.47%  100.00%
s 0 S LS ) Polychaeta 3,737 4,748 271 1,104 9,860 0.54%  100.00%
R RN T Y Cladocera 415 415 0.02% 25.00%
i 2558 Ostracoda 41,108 22,156 7,231 2207 72,702 4.02%  100.00%
A Amphipoda 2,907 4,748 362 1,655 9,671 0.53%  100.00%
ks Calanoida 478,349 443125 87,673 84,429 1,093,577 60.43%  100.00%
&7k 3 Cyclopoida 95,504 137,685 8,135 8461 249,785 13.80%  100.00%
kg Harpacticoida 791 791 0.04% 25.00%
R Copepods larva 6,229 3,165 9,394 0.52% 50.00%
TR 4 Mysidacea 2,076 4,748 452 3,679 10,955 0.61%  100.00%
B 5 Euphausiacea 542 368 910 0.05% 50.00%
g Lucifera 4,748 184 4,932 0.27% 50.00%
Ao L R Other Decapoda 830 184 1,014 0.06% 50.00%
B d Shrimp larva 12,872 15,826 1,175 1,472 31,345 1.73%  100.00%
g 4 Crab zoea 1,661 90 15,635 17,386 0.96% 75.00%
Ffad Barnacle nauplius 2,907 184 3,091 0.17% 50.00%
LEERS L AR Chaetognatha 4,568 37,982 7,863 15,451 65,864 3.64%  100.00%
FRA B g P R AR Echinodermata larva 1,583 1,583 0.09% 25.00%
FREFP EA Appendicularia 57,717 55,391 113,108 6.25% 50.00%
Mg Thaliacea 830 18,200 19,030 1.05% 50.00%
H s %84 Other zooplankton 3,737 1,583 271 3,127 8,718 0.48%  100.00%
a3t 732,057 822,946 114,970 139,611 1,809,585
B RS 21 21 13 17 26
E EX AR SV 0.57 0.74 0.41 0.63 0.75
53 R 4 #(E) 0.43 0.56 0.37 0.51 0.53
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- AP RARFTREREFLFEN AR

il BE () i E () £k 4 (ml)
YS-1 5.07 0.3 4.8
YS-2 4.06 0.24 33
YS-4 1.61 0.04 1

YS-6 1.02 0.02 0.7
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i N BB R ARBAS SRS E

LI F e E e LA g 7 18-1 18-3 18-5 18-6 18-8 19-1 19-3 19-4 YS1 YS2 YS4 YS6

L Arachnoidae L RR A B Arachnoides placenta 1

e Camptandriidae & - &  Camptandriidae Gen sp. 1 1

Frikid Cavoliniidae B IR i Cavolinia uncinata 1

EiF B Diogenidae I FE B - Dardanus  sp. 1

# i

“iE¥F B ®  Diogenidae EEE AR Diogenidae sp. 2 4 4

# - f

s Tellinidae [eas 374 Jitlada culter 1

s Limopsidae P&y Limopsis japonica 1

‘ﬁ" Ly Terebridae B F’ﬁ 18 Maculauger 3
kokiy

g Penacidae v i 4B Mierspenaeopsis hardwickii 1

57%‘« K Nassariidae B5d *7%‘« g Nassarius conoidalis 1 2

%\ A Nassariidae - R al Nassarius livescens 1

%\ A Nassariidae Ju 4 2k il Nassarius nodiferus 1

%,%& Ny Nassariidae % m %« g Nassarius sufflatus 1 1 1 1 1

7B Nereididae T/ f2 -4  Neanthes sp. 1 1

7B Nereididae N - Nereis sp. 4

ESVY S Naticidae R A Neverita didyma 1 1

fiT AL Olividae B A Olivella spretoides 1 1

e ko 2 Ophiotrichidae Fbe e 2 — F& Ophiothela sp. 1

7B Nereididae D S i} Owenia sp. 1

N Dorippidae M@ -4 Paradorippe sp. 1

ESVY S Naticidae bRy Paratectonatica 1
igrina

vt Terebridae itz - 4a Terebra sp. 4

LR Turritellidae 4443 Turritella 1 1
terebra
a3 5 7 2 5 0 10 4 3 8 4 3 0
[k 3 4 2 4 0 7 4 3 4 1 3 0
s 2 & (H) 0.4127 0.5011 0.301 0.5786 FREE - (0.7592 0.6021 0.4771 0.5268 0 0.4771 Hokkk
23 R (E) 0.865 0.8322 1 0.961 *EREE - (0.8983 1 1 0.875 wREE ] Hokkk
@%’L&(D) 1.243 1.542 1.443 1.864 FREE 2,606 2.164 1.82 1.443 0 1.82 Hokkk
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W 1~ AT BT AR L4

I w2 L4 g2 18-1 183 185 186 188 19-1 19-3 194

fld% & 41 Ophiotrichidae Bt k2 — F8  Ophiothela sp. .

7 R Pharidae v oSk e Phaxas attenuatus .

BNV Naticidae + 143 Neverita didyma . o .

ERLY Naticidae AR Notocochlis gualteriana .

ESYYS Naticidae EEs3EN Polinices albumen .

ERLY Naticidae PR L) Paratectonatica .
tigrina

S Mesodesmatidae ¥ #  pb Coecella chinensis .

e AL Solenidae < TR Solen grandis .

g Solenidae Rl Solen sloanii . . . . . .

4 g Calyptraeidae S AV Desmaulus extinctorium .

7B A Nereididae t7) f2— 4 Neanthes sp. . .

A Nereididae ISR} Nereis sp. .

A Nereididae SR ) Owenia sp. .

AL Ostreidae 55 7 4huE Magallana . .
angulata

2 b Corbulidae 3 el Corbula . .
fortisulcata

% %f % &  Diogenidae % B #2 - Dardanus sp. .

G &

= 3 % & Diogenidae +“%F % B %2 Diogenidae sp. . .

i -

a5 17 A Buccinidae T 4 LR Siphonalia .
cassidariaeformis

A nib Pectinidae ZHEA Bb Serratovola gardineri . .

st Batillariidae BEIF) B Batillaria zonalis

ER Y Epitoniidae o) i MR Gyroscala commutata .

ER Y Epitoniidae NS g Acrilla acuminata

LTS Mactridae L RV Mactra chinensis .

LECRTE S Mactridae g P s Mactra maculata .

B 3w b At Mactridae > A58 Wb Mactra quadrangularis .

B I st Mactridae froll I Xy Oxyperas bernardi .

LY Muricidae RN AL Murex pecten .

Bl Glycymerididae  [F] 44 Glycymeris rotunda .

JEw Camptandriidae ~ j#& {*f'- #&  Camptandriidae Gen. sp. o

ft 1-20



Rl Fe L LS L 4 18-1 183 18-5
ERUE Mitridae £8E ¥ 47 Imbricaria interlirata
Fg’ . Terebridae Ba R Fﬁ 13 Duplicaria badia
f B Terebridae g L Duplicaria dussumieri
f B Terebridae =8 R Hastula strigilata
%’ﬁ 18 AL Terebridae #h f_?ﬁ’ LA Maculauger kokiy
Y Terebridae G B Maculauger kokiy .
Fj 17 A Terebridae Fﬁ Wz - f Terebra sp.
¥k 4 ;% & Arachnoidae R < Arachnoides placenta
3L
7; 7 b Dentaliidae Fl% 7 b Pictodentalium vernedei .
R PR b 4 Rissoidae v R P 4R Rissoina ambigua
g L Penacidae R ¥HE Mierspenaeopsis hardwickii
247 4L Olividae R S Oliva mustelina
1247 AL Olividae Z Rl Olivella spretoides
Ny Lucinidae NI Epicodakia divergens .
Ry Lucinidae RS R 7 Codakia paytenorum
gy Arcidae + Anadara antiquata
i A Arcidae e Anadara ferruginea
i A Arcidae L | Anadara gubernaculum
R A Arcidae Tk 1y Anadara pilula
gy Arcidae T Anadara satowi .
sy Arcidae Ly Tegillarca nodifera o
i A Arcidae IR 7S Tetrarca boucardi .
Frifdd 44 Cavoliniidae 4'€7 Jor AL Cavolinia gibbosa .
S 4 Cavoliniidae ] P di Cavolinia globulosa . .
Fridd 4 Cavoliniidae = el Cavolinia o
tridentata
S 42 Cavoliniidae /37 g v Cavolinia uncinata e . .
3wl Fungiidae H %83 » 2 -  Fungiidae Gen. sp.1
&
#Ne&F Plicatulidae R Plicatula regularis .
EEAN Y Turritellidae 4547 Turritella terebra .
Feakb L Limopsidae PRy Limopsis japonica .
FAdsFL Limopsidae P A% gy Limopsis crenata
Braks Limopsidae PR Y Limopsis multistriata
%‘« Oavy S Nassariidae i %‘« g Nassarius livescens
%k Oavy S Nassariidae R R 4R Nassarius castus

121



I w2 LA g2 18-1 183 185 186 188 19-1 19-3 194 YS-1 YS-2 YS-4 YS-6

%\ g Nassariidae %% 57%\ S Nassarius sufflatus . . . . .
%‘« g Nassariidae ke d %\ v Nassarius conoidalis . . D . .
%‘« Oavy S Nassariidae e 24 *1%‘« g Nassarius nodiferus . .
S Veneridae RS <y $73 Placamen lamellatum . .
S Veneridae ¢EE Callista chinensis .
) $CF S Veneridae SR 3 Paphia philippiana .
) $CF S Veneridae < ik Meretrix lusoria .
S Veneridae N R Aphrodora kurodai . .
S Veneridae P A& Dosinia japonica . .
S Veneridae #77 b 34X B  Placamen isabellina .
i
) $CF S Veneridae ARE R Paratapes undulatus . .
S Veneridae RAEET Dosinia cumingii . . .
f ST S Veneridae 2§73 Circe scripta . . .
S Veneridae A V) Sunetta . . . . . . . .
menstrualis
S Veneridae ¥ vk Pitar sulfureus .
S Veneridae e e Sunetta sunettina . . .
) $CF S Veneridae T R Paphia lirata . . . . . .
) $CF S Veneridae b Al X Cyclina sinensis .
S Veneridae A Y Dosinella angulosa .
[ A A & Dorippidae M2 -4 Paradorippe sp. .
3§ Tonnidae o & Tonna allium . . . . .
3807 F Tonnidae ¢ E3aid Tonna chinensis . .
EER RS Tonnidae o gh3gd Tonna lischkeana .
3HLT Tonnidae o B35 47 Tonna lischkeana . . .
s FL Tellinidae k) s Cadella . . . . . . . .
crebrimaculata
WL FL Tellinidae [ s 37 Jitlada culter . . . . . . . . .
s Tellinidae LN S 7 Nitidotellina nitidula o o
s Tellinidae %A s Scutarcopagia pulcherrima . J
s AL Tellinidae Wikz - f Tellina sp. .
s F Tellinidae Pk s Tellinella virgata . .
WL FL Tellinidae RIS Jitlada culter .

it 1-22
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R o~ % 4 HRQ014) 8§ dg 1 o S B iR R AT e B R S 4
Swinhoe # 1865 & W & eh& Ham ¥ ik & > 2 (ST g 5d P d\%i%‘i
Bt HoRAFRT P AT F R 72 b2 AL 5
AR T RpRFHEASTARY B P r/?mm?ﬁéi‘?i
728 B~ AlEmy ~RmEEA G ¢ A S my Law o~ S rkaw s fp s
PR~ R AL HrpgrE o ) Al SR 16 A% 0 ST B R R RE
RFPMY BRI RS Rl AR oG P E AR By
57 aor (§# &s%)

i

T

BRORE R e B ST A RA T Rk P EFe Bk B BUAIR
Er L AR 3R A 0k~ B R TR B mrA 0k ~ KR JEUR IR 0
KRR s kR JROR ~ BILAR SRR ~ ] L ER ~ L ER ~ 2L

IR S AR T & A l%lrm#é Bl AR AR < HRE
208 HP ¢ Ey BRAPRPFLOIE 2 AT RTOD LR

e Aok BT AR FTRILER _'rﬁf‘L 4 ihA X2~ o

MO AR R B BRI BEL S A H IR o X
Fréod o m A~ IJUCN 2 g 2 P {GR Fp s en® &6 3 W(Sousachlnensw) ¢
BHELMIL AT ERF R At Fo AL ERAP GIRARE R E
F 2012)A K2 ¢k > ¢ Ed RIRn I MS FER K > & F A ml#”f gt ek
LG BB EROREE IR T i o AR W 1 2R B ERT A
pend B~ A s w5 AH AR WER ﬁﬁic‘ ma‘fﬁ‘%ﬁﬁﬁ ¥ €
FITEEHL N hgR R AT R4 a‘F (e I S rﬁraﬁ 22 3¢ % »o i (Richardson et al.
1995, Thomsen et al. 2006, Erbe 2012) - ¥ & # B ek > gk ag A 4 &
PERPIAEEL R GE lzwﬁﬁ BT A B A g R 2 R
4 (Rolland et al. 2014) » HF 3R 4E# =45 > B4 ML EFH it T h 'k 0 T
' EBRFIETGHRALFRFHY Fo B2 B B 2 LR

o

A
2/

m@

=
[y

o

PEG BRATERSBETCRE T g 5 T A RS (Jefferson&
Karczmarski, 2001) > # 3 & & 4 /& dop f ~ kR s 8 0 B L 2 KIF
4] Mk FEE F A 428 20 o | (Hung & Jefferson 2004; Karczmarski

W



et al. 2000; Ross et al. 1994) » I 5 & F g Ll > - L EREF €
1% 4 iz § (Jefferson & Karczmarski, 2001) > 23 /@ iz T 3 22 A 55 6 % &

N

%
ApHR o F] R B X 3] A :f:~ fﬂ% PR ek BT L e AR E X TR

¥EEF4EST o Wang ¥ 4 & 2004 £ 5 LA Y B0 BRI N A
B> 32007 A4 H Y :Z}_,%* grEHEE 5 99 & (95% CI=37-266) (Wang et
al. 2004, 2007) » &t 51 AR A £ o ¥ 4 MIF BT Z A5 ARMA B

{8 £ # % pE3EEE 4k 2 (distance sampling) iz & & % &% 71 & (95% CI=37-137)
(3 A EMES 2014) Fehign 5 & ks v A AY 4 BT TR R

FFHBFR B EVHEROY EY BRBHEE RO 0 RS E

(2008):766 & » 1 2015 & "% 5 60 & > BT fEE K EHEHCE § IR BT R

AR R A LRI Y A B AR (FEFF 2016) o Flp ¢ F=
v B IR xa*ixiir*faz’%éﬁJ, B iR P A A E R P EO s

IREEAL R R AR T P (IUCN) 7| 4 £:7 = 42 (Near Threatened, NT) % &
e % 857 (Reeves et al. 2012) » fe 4 530 & A chd Fo B IR%EFE > f
2008 & 4% IUCN > % 7| % #& & #g /& (Critically Endangered, CR);r» %o B X
B =t e g (Extinet, EX)#2 25 ¢k % (Extinct in the Wild, EW) » # & & &
e Eo BORET G L FERRP o

]

‘H\

F_k

R AEBFFRIELY Fo BIROL TRE O OHITH B OEIRET R
%i’ﬂLiﬁmﬁw%§€39WﬂﬁFﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁfQ%%
B 3 d T o T RS N FITA B O IRT RPN ~ ¢ EU BIR

1R #8355 1wk IR iR IR 2 4 i 6

2 R EroRs 80 fh 0 B W S amOREAS § 28 B s
ik 2 R apfh 13 k5 0 AP L RZEARK G BB RO R
Mo c#o s FRAFRFRIRMY BRI > Ly %
Flomidig @ & 5% Siedgh 4k (BF &B%) 20
PEY ARER R E S 2 A AT EPR R E R G o

XPRFF TR BRFROEE K25 E w4 RER
B X PG 0 H P ow BRI AR A IS E T ke
AR 4 1‘4}7]\ AR o F LA PR FE o e g U Rl e Bk
BAREE ~ AL LT I A s L B oori e
%wq % j. @ (Tyack and Miller 2002) -

P
2;-_



et b B RS ﬁ%‘f T Rl ny Fe ARE A B E
ERALRB 22 #@P’ﬁﬁs Ch SRR E B gROR A
R AD AR ARG MERREREA T o B2 A4t
HORFL R P Y RALIE L BORRITRG R e o - L
FERRF AR T R 1 A e pORA IR R 8 S iR R
LEVI R

(=) 3EACR o5 SRR frvif
Lgan 2B ks

Croll etal. (2001) #% % -k T w3 2 B8 BiZs| 2 B BEF 2 R
B £ @ Southall et al.(2007)4% 2 7 i ;8 K 3k T
#ﬁ\@%ﬁﬁ’uleTﬁ A 0 - )
T H A P E9 AR 7 (Sousa)z FLE 4 B 4 *Y 150 Hz- 160kHz
& o Richardsonetal. (1995) 4= Gordon et al.(2003)# % f. % ¥ 7%
BrEg ? o G A EEF AR 2 - o Gill (2005)4 2 & X
ﬁ%ﬁ%zw%’%wiwﬁ&JﬁiiﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁT@f°
Wilhelmsson et al. (2006) 4% % /& + BT g Hf 2 77 5 B4

CEHERTFRARE LA AR BEFIERE
Richardson et al. (1995) #7 7 4p ik ™ o § #-€ 3105 Eof S 4738 <
EERE - ¢ e { & £ (Temporary ThresholdShift, TTS) -
A A B & 4 (Permanent Threshold Shift, PTS) ~ 7 2 st 2 B

s

(\x.

Zones of noise influence

> l.—\udlbﬂlly S

- -
’ Maski
/ Responsiveness | I o ’
/ 7 N \\
II { Hearing loss (TTS - PTS) \
7
TSI LI N EE
% e oA
\ < ~
\ \ /’S‘.& -~
\ ~ ’ /
\ 2 /
b 7
~ o S

"I

KFEEFHRERK 8 REE
(Richardson et al. ,1995)



2.k TR $HERIR2 B

WAL W EREFEYT N AGF LA BEY Fd % 9% (James
2013) - Brandt et al. (2011) 4p 1 b #82E K 427 hiv k5 7

TR g R S A G - (75 R > 2008 £ % 2 5LR 3
B K R J1% EHEFFT kg JHARES PR
FoREFREI - L BROES ER RS 100%T F AgE
B 1 26 2L i g 243 T2 pF > E 1T B0 OPN A IRD
FRRERI RS kg R FH IV ET 15-20 » 2
%ﬁﬁ%%%éiéﬁaﬂﬁ@owf% LBk T R

RHE A A i ﬁ\.gnggﬂmz,g-*{ LAy Vot e ®
B BRE 0 W mirad IEJ_@ 4 (Rolland 2012) » = + it &
TR RS o £ LA SR TS KR AR %

BT ST A B 2 B g odp dadiT o Wursing et al. (2002)#9 a1 4 g

LT U R Y EO ARehB b (T A AL R ok L THE

P fote a2 s & % - Ngand Leung (2003)4p ) B 3 2 4 dg -

FgEY Eo BRGE L frd B S EE AR da g g
=

"fg.‘zt’ e 4?§~mf—r,'frs:i$ p

o

Thomas et al. (1990) % 4 ¥ &r@l4en = 5@ vef 3 w4 4 L1
o B B3 E 5 153dBrelpPa R EFR 3044 & 4§

BRI R 7R R o KRR T‘B YEFTIRA 1
nE B2 % d E"ﬁ’ EID 3 S B - S SN A D/ R
VRS ER T ALY g 75 R ﬂf%a FEFARE AR

nﬁ
BR&D T AP Ei% o B2 R4t 5 Brandt et al. (2011);15 ’

WX R &Y RS B %me@@w>Q A gme Y
FEARR Y G460 T 518 vk #MF VERCE . PN Gy 3
‘:w'gi'%\féé“ﬁﬁﬁ;ﬂiii% AR e a0
;Ué&&?ﬁl%%ﬁfiﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ih#%i%“wﬁMbm’ﬂ
RREFG FE-HFLET

% W& Fof 54 4 %32 (Marine Mammal Protection Act; MMPA) #
Haoriy BBk 0 blde 0 5 R E R T MR ORIR R
HEEREZ RELLTE2E 3R a7 K2 05 g
X I g = F b % ¢ (Incidental Harassment
Authorization—HA) % 7 ik BB 11 T 2§ B~ 17 42 g

(1) 7 P R (LA T 350 3 Eof 54 80 4 4 JR 58 HEAY > %

-


http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/laws/mmpa/

HIRBEME 7 2 7 Lok )

Q L p X e P B8 HM P G L 0 G AZED
£ 18 chibrif

(3) $# MR %Y KL Al E 0 LG P A RIESS (Y

(4) s-7hpw R WP RBAPFFRHELL Y 0 Ty NALAR
BT 2LBE RS ‘wsm#a B2 BE A g ? {ddkT
W R ABRBERES L RETSF > A RE BRI R
T 1V EY AT M ERT o DAy RS R

i
TS TETES § ST R



HAED

BASS U PARREE L R R RTAAREEA G o B A MK
Ve iR Z 3 7 ARS (W) 01) 0 & Aped AR E B 0F T ARSUE (7 bR
ARG

AL F R -T2 hdriTL AT ;:(%Ir'l%] 02) » ix 75 kb = FliE
TR T SUMNA G o dpiE R A6-10 & (GAn/) PF)

AHE 2021 &£ 12 7 ~2022 &£ 37 wF 3Ap(R)xA B (%
01) e £ x84 2~3 AGEFMB - 9 A 4 220458 2 L~ - A (vfh
FRBR O VEREFYFERFSG LT BB BREAR 9F
0402 HE- ACENHFLHF- BRERLEAA ORI BB A
HERZBARARFEEG (911 F) A EHIIHLEE KLH20
LAY EREREROHA A AN 2R FE L R kR
REPMTE o BAHPF U3 4 5 v B RRE 500 28 o

fPpF LT AR 3T ARMPEARL 5 7 sy 4 £ (on-effort) o § 4y & 7 atie
M T AR B AR F R GEERT G OB 2 BB R
e E'MFL:—:\;E%»V ¥ 4 £ (off-effort) > 7 o ~ B p HFF2 47 v o
RARFPRER L NETRBERTF OERF ¢ § ey 4 E R gy
B oAb A H sr i 4 A 6-10 & (/] ~H~*)°

M ALARE S R FRAGOEE B ER ~ RACIER > TARFT
MBI L E s B ﬁ%mﬁw’imﬁﬁ% B A+ F
o TEBERIFD Fiokd c PR Y APB A EP BB RE o

2 BRFERR Y TR B R A AP R T L 0 PFTRY
T AR TR B Y o AT BN q;,ﬁ AR Y 4 10 &
GEFZ P EL P PIEr RSB ERETT - HLHF o

T‘:%@@-

|

o
s

)

- Atpzyi i

EEEN Joaufe(km) SR T iobuE §oockufR(km) S AR T304
20220301 171 10:35 16 42 04:33 9
20220313 187.6 11:47 16 41.3 05:29 8
20220314 69.4 10:17 7 38.7 04:44 8

e 428 32.65 13 122 14.77 8
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Feresa attenuata
Sousa chinensis
Balaenoptera brydei
Lagenodelphis hosei
Peponocephala electra
Tursiops aduncus
Neophocaena phocaenoides
Kogia simus

Stenella longirostris
Delphinus delphis
Pseudorca crassidens
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Tursiops truncatus

Tursiops sp.
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Stenella attenuata
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