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# 4.4.18 (1)

47 4(13)Y 4 kg

Y 4 ¥z BT 5 b 2D FEHBEEOHAER (Ykg-1)

Y4
Ykg-1 - N
1 L iz, wigaa| | ikl i e
2005/05 | A1 B o K 16.1% I ENDAI R -2y XX A PRIERES BIEmFE 0. 05m?)
B EWM Paraprionospio sp.(CLaED| —1L1%|| ZMOWTERERZRR L, REEZIL 10 B E LT,
R EWA Ampelisca sp. 10.8%
2005/08) & 2 BHIFY &P MR 15.0% [ AR DR E 4]
AE B M FEEE M TO%| | AT &I, Yk 1 IZBWTREAREN L WIEIC 3 FlhH Lz,
2 EWM Photis sp. 5.0% R DOEA LR L
2005/11| &5 2 8149 A3zt B 35.6% ¢
BREM NIAZAE 25.0% -
i B Rmpeliscasp| 2500 | [HFH ‘ )
2006/02| £ 2 #9F e d| 12.6%| | BREEE THUNME - \IERET 4 n—7 v THREMR X
i 2 BHFT =y VAN A T6%| | VIV EED
2 EM Gammaropsis sp. 5.8%
2006/05 | IRFZ ENYPY Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 12.9%
FZ M FHZE M 8.6% ¥ A | 7383
i el TS0 Y AWERIC S 5 RO LB
2006108 411 B e 7% AEIC D & Yhe-l Tk, FHEHIFED
B EF Paraprionospio sp.(CIH!) 13.5% S iy N
BREHMN NIt=ARH  62% IRNTHIEE M - ERIEEMIM 3% <L R
2006/11] s &4 KB 14.1% Siha AN z
bt ] Paraprionospio sp.(CIZ!) 6.3% E'Eﬁ/j Lk— j( % 77_0& EE} 6;]: %\ % j/[/ 77_0& 75 3o 7:— °©
BEENF ALy A% MRS 2 % D25 72 2006 42 2 HIZIT B
2007/02| BB Rz ENHFY Paraprionospio sp.(CIY) 22.6% N o
HEBMA ] 7aw N AR A 2007 45 H | 2009 47 H
EREYM N FE=AEE 4.6% S - . .
2007/05| E R TR oo | Teon] A (N2015 1 A (213 Paraprionospio sp. (CI
BREA Paraprionospio sp.(B%!) 6.9% binll - Y pE
s - L GOLTE ) | 2007 4R 8 T (TR, 2014 4F 2
2007/08| 42 B ] 18.6% z ] N =
T EEdl. 155 AIZX Lanice sp. 73 % < B BTz,
BREA Paraprionospio sp.(CIY) 5.5%
2007/11| & 2 3% IS e 6.0%
EREM Paralacy donia paradoxa 5.4%
EREWM N TH=ARE 4.9%
2008/02 | IR D4 PT Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 41.4%
B amM i L 6.4%
R EMM AV E T 4.7%
2008/07 | gABIM | —HRESE oAl 281%
i E B3 tvyaze” B 6.0%
EREM Sthenolepis sp. 4.9%
2008/11| IRz EN4PY Paraprionospio sp.(CI%!) 12.1%
FE B M FLZE M 11.5%
IR BT Lumbrineris sp. 1.0%
2009/07| BB Rz BN Y Paraprionospio sp.(CI#!) 22.2%
R EMM WA A 15.6%
i 2 31 )ayizt’ 4.3%
2009/10| IR A2 BN PY Linopherus sp. 14.0%
b i1 Ty R g | 12.0%
BRREYM I T iR 7.8%
2013/08| IR 72 D4 PT Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 20.3%
R B N M7E 8.2%
#REMM A 6.9%
2014/02| BB Lanicesp.|  10.8%
EREM Phyllochaetopterus sp. 9.0%
Hi R EM WEAD A 6.0%
2014/08| &1 2 Eh¥Fd Sy VAR A 6.0%
R EM Ay)aazt B 5.6%
BREA Eunice sp. 4.6%
2015/01 | IRz E14PY Paraprionospio sp.(CIH!) 14.1%
=i E B 2 Jaze B 12.3%
i B Iy 5.6%
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% 4.4.18(2)

47 4(13)Y 4 kg

Y 4 WFEIC BT B Xy b 2D FEHEHBEOHER (Yke-2)

Y4
Ykg2 - N
Tl e i, wgma] || (FBIE] \ o
2005/05| BRI Terchelides sp.| 20.8%] | MR LMD AI R -y 5 VRIBRES (PRI 0. 05m)
E0OEHMMA AMA KLY @ 21.6% %%U‘T%E{Fﬁ%ﬁé@bflo *ﬂé(ﬁ:d)&li 10 & L/fio
bisice k7l Lumbrineris sp. 18.6%
2005/08| R BN AT Terebellides sp.|  23.2% [FEHBEORE L]
BREmM Lumbrineris sp.|  19.7%| | 4FZ &1, Ykg=2 IZHBWTREEA ZVIES 3 FEflH L7z,
E£08YM AV dvsvE]  12.6%| | R OEAIIET L.
2005/11| 2 O Eh¥rq AR by gl 41.8%
BREYM Magelonasp.|  20.9% (%]
o IER%EJJ%F‘? Sigambra tentaculata 19.0% BEE TN - IR T 4 10— v FIA RS A5
BREMM Magelona sp. 12.6% DY £ L
BEBYM Lumbrineris sp. 11.6%
E0FmM AR vy gl 11.0%
2006/05 | IBH2 ENDFY Lumbrineris sp. 17.4%
BREMM Aba AR 8.0% J )~ 3> > PR3
BREWM Sigambra tentaculata 6.8%| _. \/Y 4 {@iﬁjz L_ io aj’ 5 Eg Hjﬁfi@ kj% %f
2006/08| B By1FY Prionospiosp|__15.6%| nEMIICAD & Ykg—2 Tik, HEHEIFED
B EYM Lumbrineris sp. 14.8% < TEIL 1 N ¢ -
Eouon mive L U S CRIBBIIM S < | BERICKE
2006/11( 2 OEM Mgl 174%| 7R N .
bi-yig k7l Lumbrineris sp. 13.1% k@”iﬁ % ZFLEZ’J = 7:_0
IR BN Sigambra tentaculata 11.0%
2007/02| @R B IFY Sigambra tentaculata 13.6%
E0EmH A wvbyEl  117%
BREWM ¥R VAR 10.0%
200705 | KB | AR = ] 12:6%
BREMM ¥R VLR 10.8%
BREM Lumbrineris sp. 9.1%
2007/08| B BN IPY Lumbrineris sp. 15.6%
BB Sigambra tentaculata 12.7%
b8icz k7l Mediomastus sp. 11.6%
2007/11( 2 O E¥F AR wvayE|  18.6%
BB Sigambra tentaculata 14.3%
bisice k7l Lumbrineris latreilli 12.9%
2008/02| 2 O E#FT (MR dyEl  174%
bsyibyl Paralacy donia paradoxa 12.4%
wRRBYMM Sigambra tentaculata 7.7%
2008/07 | EB RS BT bR 14.1%
AP —HRBEE a0 ) ) g 10.2%
plEREDLY ] YR YR 9.5%
2008/11| 2 O En¥Pq AR wvby gl 23.5%
B EYMA Paralacy donia paradoxa 15.8%
bisice k7l Sigambra tentaculata|  12.3%
2009/07 | IB R ENDFY Terebellides sp. 76.3%
IBHENFY Paralacy donia paradoxa 4.0%
Z 0% AMR KLY R 2.3%
2009/10| IB R ENiDFY Sigambra tentaculata 23.4%
E05HYM AV VBl 16.0%
bisice k7l Paralacy donia paradoxa| ~ 10.1%
2013/08| IBH2 ENDFY Lumbrineris sp. 21.0%
b-yig k7l Sigambra tentaculata]  10.5%
B EYA Paralacy donia paradoxa 8.9%
2014/02| IBR NPT Paralacy donia paradoxa 13.5%
BEBYM Lumbrineris sp. 10.5%
BB Magelona sp. 7.5%
BRI @) P Notomastus sp. 7.5%
0% AT LY )G 7.5%
2014/08| 2 O En¥Pq xR wvbyEl  13.8%
BEBYMN Sigambra tentaculata|  12.1%
byiz k7l Lumbrineris sp. 9.5%
BRI @ Y Magelona sp. 9.5%
2015/01( 2 O E¥F AR wvayE|  15.0%
BB M agelona sp. 11.7%
IR BN Sigambra tentaculata 10.0%
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#* 4.4.18(3)

47 4(13)Y 4 kg

Y 4SBT DN s A EEHIFDOHER (Yke-3)

Y4
Ykg-3 -~ N
p (EREC#]
: e A
SR e T B | M En5 % S A e v oo f PRI (REIRTR 0. 05n)
EREWA Prionospio sp. $3% ERWCRBERZRRL 72, BIREET 10EE L,
BREWM ynh 32 iR} 8.3%
2005/08| EBF2 B ¥IFA Sigambra tentaculata|  16.0% (#Em%%mﬁiﬁ%l
BREMM TR R TTTIG%| | AT RIS, Yee-3 ICBWTIEERE L WIEIC 3 ki L,
EREMM Chaetozone sp. 8.4%| | FREDEAILHE LI,
2005/11) B RS BN WEr R 24.5%
B EWM Paraprionospio sp.(B%)|  19.4% [
£ ik il _ Magelonasp. | 19.4%) | g [47mAif - )\(RIBRIAE 7 4 0 —7 » 7S B % &
2006/02| EiAENYIFT | — B 5 VAN A 12.0% VEDE L ®
BEBYM M ediomastus sp. 9.0%
BB Prionospio sp. 7.3% N N ~
2006/05| BB Chactozonesp.|  20.2% Y 4 i) A FE B0 L E Y
B EMM Tharyxsp.|  10.5%| =x¢m) - _ < N
BREMM Sigambra tentaculata 6.9% 'ﬁé;ﬂ;ﬂ Lk— % é k > Ykg 3T &i N \Eg II:EI ﬁ*ﬁ@
R £ _ T e T AR, RIPEW IS < BB,
B ! igambra tentaculata 1% -
BREMM Chaetozone sp. 13.9% ﬁ@ﬁ@kk% fcﬁ%%ﬁ&i%" %j/l/fcﬁ iR f:o
six kvl Lumbrineris longifolia] ~ 10.7% > % I ) . .
2006/11| =R E1¥IFT Lumbrineris longifolia| _ 13.2% . AEIGEIETE D Lumbrineris
f‘fgﬁ?: Mgﬁi"mms ol L2 longifolia 7% 2006 47> & fkft L C 2 H
=1 aetozone sp. 6% R
2007/02| B B4 Tumbrineris longifola]  12.5%| T8 & 72> TV A IEDY, 2005 4E M X 2006 4F
T S (XTGP C RPN M OO MR R B
2007/05| g AE P | —#B5E Al 162%] TEXAEINTWAYRT A NFEH
BEBYM Lumbrineris longjfolia 7.8%
R B Nephiyssp | 7a%| DAfEL & 725 T D,
2007/08| IB R B NPT Sigambra tentaculata 16.7%
DAY | —HBEE ALEI N AFL 9.8%
RHEYM| —HEE =340 A 6.4%
2007/11| IBR B PY Lumbrineris longifolia 18.7%
BRBM Lumbrineris sp.|  13.8%
BREEM Prionospio sp.|  11.4%
2008/02| EiAENYIFT | — B 5 YN A 37.4%
ERZENY Sigambra tentaculata 6.1%
BEREYM Lumbrineris longifolia 5.6%
2008/07| @R BN IFY Streblosoma sp. 17.3%
RIS YYD AR 15.2%
Lrdu k7] TA9vEL  13.6%
2008/11| IBREN¥DFY Lumbrineris longifolia 34.4%
ERZENPY Sigambra tentaculata 17.7%
BEBYM Magelona sp. 4.9%
BREM M ediomastus sp. 4.9%
2009/07 | 1B R ENDFY Lumbrineris longifolia 21.7%
BrEBYM Sigambra tentaculata|  20.1%
BHEYr| —HBEE ATE N AEL 11.0%
2009/10| IBH EN¥DFT Lumbrineris longifolia 31.3%
BEBYM Sigambra tentaculata]  15.0%
BHEYM| —HEE ATE N AEL 7.0%
2013/08| IBRs BN NPT Lumbrineris longifolia 30.4%
Ehamn -pbyat 4| 12.3%
BREM Terebellides sp. 8.4%
2014/02| IBRs B IFY Lumbrineris sp. 39.1%
b yiz k7l Prionospio sp. 12.9%
AP | —HEE Kb AR A 9.3%
2014/08| IBRs B NFY Lumbrineris longjfolia 23.2%
BB Sigambra tentaculata 17.3%
BREMM TN 7.2%
B @ Y Magelona sp. 7.2%
201501 | BB w7 14 28.1%
BREM Lumbrineris sp. 19.3%
bisice k7l Sigambra tentaculata|  12.6%
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47 4(13)Y 4 kg

@ JRIA - HNDHEE

Ny R ADER L EBRBIR S B L VDB IEEIT OV T, 2002 AELLRTOE =
Z U U TEERIN TR < 1970 AR & BHEDZEAIIAHTH S, Z 2 Tk 2003~2015
FEOPRAEE RS FIA - BROELELEITH) 2L & L= (X 4.4.173),

A3 THAEMSD S B 1 HE (Ykeg-1) 1R+« L R3S 5~20%F2fECdh b | I
DRI ST D 2 i D 5 B 18 (Ykg—2) 13 30~60%., o> 1 H#i145 (Ykg—3)
12 40~70%TH v . HFHRIEEIILIA B IR0 > T,

EEORALDIZHONT, 23 MED S 1 #ifS (Ykg-1) 1 0.01~0. 05mg/g.
D 2 LRI 0. 01~0. 2mg/L FREECToH 0 | HFAZRIEN « WA BERILA BN h o T,

EE OAKEIZEE LT, MRS EIT4 3 S T 4~9%RETH D . BB -
WMEIT R B o7, F72. COD I1F4 3 HisSD 55 2 Hif (Ykg-2, Ykg—3)
T 4~10mg/g FRFEECH Y | BIMEE A ST, o 1 HisE 1. 5~3. bmg/g FLfE
THY . B - BPOMEAIIA DR o T,

IHNHDFRERMNS, JEEICHOWT, AR TIE 2003~2015 40T — & TILHH
IREALMEIRI A B2 o Te, JEEOEA &~ b A DA BRI BIFR O A 1
B S iginoTe,
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47 4(13)Y 4 kg

V) BRZHREAEORED

AHHEICOWTIE, ER R ARICETHIERMIT LA ERNTD, 7T
TN EETH 5,

T) F&D

Y 4y O\RYEE O Tl X h 2 (EAE4EY) 1290V T 2005~2015
EOT =2 LELNRno T2, MEAOHMEREEICIZEL 2o 7z,

ek, TRESOZ ) KO T VEMEOME] 2B 2K - EROBLZITN
RiFETELOTHNCEH L ((15) \RiFERE 2H),

AHZHBBEIZOW T, N2 <, BIREICET 2 ®A 20T &0 HaHiil
KEETH D,

R R RZOWTIE, 2004 FLIRTOT —# 2372 <, 1970 4FEE L BIFEOZ LIT R
BHCH 5723, 2006~2015 FE DT — X I HARE O 21T > -,

BARHNZIE 2005 LI O 4 3 FRAEHASICBIT 2T =406, 23S o b 1
iR (Ykg—2) CTHMERS N O OO 53 FERE DO EIAREUCBAMEm 23 A2 B4, o 1
A (Ykg=3) TRRFEL KL CERZEN M OB BB 2 A v, S BT
® 1 # (Ykg-1) TZEOMOSFEREOFEHIEIMER N A LT, 2Lk
DO FERECITHEFR 2B « BWMERNI A DR o T2,

Ry N ADAER L BEREREH D L WIS EEIZ OV T, 2002 4ELLRTOT
— &N <, 1970 FEHEBUEOEIFAHTH Y, 2003~2015 FDF — & TITH
PR AT DR Do To, £, AR TIZEE OHE)A & X F 204 RIS
I 72 BAGR DA B IR SN o 7=,

JEE OV (HRifk) ([2oWTiE, &3 FEMAD > B 1 s (Yke-1) &
it e SV RGN B~20%FRETH Y | BEHm N A LT, o 2 HiED S
H 148 (Ykg—2) 13 30~60%. fthod 1 Hif (Ykg—3) X 40~70% TdH V., Hil
7R PR AT A S 7e o T,

- BB ORI OWT, 23D DB 1 s (Ykg-1) 1% 0. 01~0. 05mg /g,
fihd 2 HisE 0. 01~0. 2mg/L FREECTH v | BN - A XA B i 7e
ol

EEOAHEMICE L T, MAEEITE 3 S T4~9%RETHY . HH/
N AME AN DR o T2, £72.C0D 14 3 Hism D 5 B 2 His (Ykg-2,
Ykg-3) T 4~10mg/g FRETH Y . HIMEM N HT=, fhod 1 #ifid 1.5~
3.5mg/g FRIETH V. HFABM « BMERIZA DD o7,
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47 4(13)Y 4 kg

235 3CHk

1) A BRESr, BEAGRME, HeESE, BRY) (2004) @3 WOTIRENE T VI X D \RMEDTH
TR DOFENT, MREBARSERSCEE, 55 20 %, pp. 1031-1036
2) T)INE, HHEERE, ROk, IO, SMBEEL, FILTH (2004) @ NRUFEOEREEB) D
PRI T D078, TR LY, 5551 4, pp. 916-920
3) HIEE, REE—RS (2007) @ RGO - WIEREICBE T 08B I 2 L—a v,
WELERR R Rm SCEE, 55 23 &, pp. 603-608
4) YEMFESk, WEIING, WEABYE, KASGH, HAES, WS E (2011) @ \YEIZET
L IEE R & 2 ORSRIVEGIZEET 24198, TR 308 B2, pp. 1-916-1-920
5) WM, HA—IL, AT, RlsEE, Aoowhl, R, RINEH, LM, BB
BREYERL (2011) @ 2010 4B 2812 )\ CTFAE L T= Chattonella antiqua 777 O 585 1 Eh BE-FF
W Z 3500 2 BRI, KEEMVENTZE, 26 75 %%, %53 %, pp. 143-153
6) Aoki, K., Onitsuka, G., Shimizu, M., Kuroda, H., Matsuyama, Y., Kimoto, K., Matsuo,
H., Kitadai, Y., Sakurada, K., Nishi, H., Tahara, Y. (2012) : Factors controlling the
spatio—temporal distribution of the 2009 Chatfonella antiqua bloom in the Yatsushiro Sea,
Japan., Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science, Vol.114, No.1, pp.148-155
) PrEfn=, VERME, HIREME, TAEZ (2013) @ HEHEFEEZ W2 AREO
Chattonella FRFEANCEE 53 2 B & PO RN, BV ERKERINBERE > & —
seiE, %495, pp.24-32
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