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Y 5B 5 b AD FEHBEOHER (Ykm—6)

Y-5
Ykm-6 _
" [FRECH %]
- et
s EET r___TRREIGH gy lihe xS 5 - L TIRIER (RIBR 0. 0500
5 2 B Claminm &7, sar|| EMOTERBEREZRRL, REEEE 10 EE L,
BREM Lumbrineris sp. 5.2%
2005/08| IR BT v R 14.6% [FEEHBMEOBRE HE]
BREmM EN: T4%|| T LI, Ykm6 (2B W TIEAHN L WIEIC 3 FEfhH L7z,
si kvl Notomastus sp. 6.6%| | EHOBEIFOEI LT,
2005/11| @R B iPY Lumbrineris sp. 36.6%
BN FIENEE] M3 I €230
R BT Magslonasp{ 141%}| s (400335 - A\ PIHERIAE 7 4 0 —7 » ZHARER) % %
2006/02| B BN IFY Lumbrineris sp. 17.7% DI E L
B EMM A AR 14.1%
bisice k7l Sigambra tentaculata]  10.1%
2006/05 | IBHZ2 ENDFY Paralacy donia paradoxa 9.7%
el Y SIS B RO
R y o .27 . N
2006/08| B 72 B4 Paraprionospio sp.(BED]  163%| b A D &, Ykm—6 Ti., FEHBFED
=H Lumbrineris sp. 12.5% e A > 4 -
SEnu TR o R CERIBEMINS < 25 h, RRAEICK
2006/11| EBR BT (hap]  132% X 7R R ENI A DAL o T,
BB IINSEDETS 8.1%
wRBYMM Sigambra tentaculata 7.8%
2007/02| IB R ENIDFT Tharyx sp. 15.3%
IBR NP Paralacy donia paradoxa 9.3%
EREYM Aba" 4 1.7%
2007/05 | IBR- ENDFT M ediomastus sp. 11.3%
biviz k7l Lumbrineris sp. 7.1%
bivice k7l Paralacy donia paradoxa 7.0%
2007/08 | IBH ENIDFY Magelona sp. 12.4%
BR8N Lumbrineris sp. 10.2%
B EYA Paralacy donia paradoxa 7.5%
2007/11 | IBRENDFT Paralacy donia paradoxa 14.1%
MEEMM NE VIR 13.1%
EREMM A 7.8%
2008/02 | IZH ENIDFY Paralacydonia paradoxa 18.6%
E0%HYM AV vE] 11.5%
BRBYA Magelona sp. 7.1%
2008/07 | &k BN NPT Reticunassa sp. 12.8%
BREMM yuak Yk 12.8%
BHIAEMIM Z.euxis sp. 6.4%
Lrdzuky el I 9SE ) 27 N ) )E 6.4%
2008/11 i R E) 4P V7' MITE 25.3%
B EYM Paralacy donia paradoxa 21.1%
bisice k7l Lumbrineris sp. 9.8%
2009/07 | 1B R ENIDFT Paralacy donia paradoxa 14.8%
BrE8M Lumbrineris sp.|  11.7%
s 2 g by yaze” F) 7.6%
2009/10| IB R NPT Aricidea sp. 18.2%
B EY Paralacydonia paradoxa 11.7%
wRRBYMM Sigambra tentaculata 8.0%
2013/08| IBH2 ENIDFY Lumbrineris sp. 26.0%
HUEEAM HEEM 8.0%
MBI NEVFURE 7.4%
2014/02| IBR NPT Lumbrineris sp. 27.8%
BREYM N TH=AE 8.4%
bivice k7l Paralacy donia paradoxa 7.1%
2014/08| IR 72 BT Aba" i AF} 30.9%
BR8N Lumbrineris sp. 10.9%
i BT 14hvH 6.1%
2015/01| IR 72 NPT N IE=AR 20.7%
biviz k7l Sigambra tentaculata|  13.2%
REEP HE B 7.4%
ERIZ @Y Prionospio sp. 7.4%
SO @M AR R DY )& 7.4%
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# 4.4.19(2) Y 5EkICHK T 5y b AOEENBFEOHER (Ykm-7)
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= " [HREUTE]
A H g B RECE
e EEET et | MR % S R+ o % 4 IR (BERTIR 0. 05m)
iR FYIE 21.1% %ﬁﬁb‘(i‘%@ﬁ:%%ﬁﬁi [/71::0 %(EE%(H 10 IE‘CE L/flo
FilEukvlel Corophium sp. 15.9%
2005/08| &5 2 En¥FT Caprellasp.| 34.6% [ 2 HERREORRE S71E]
Ei RN Corop hium sp. 76%|| LI, YemT IZE W TEREE A L WIEIC 3 FRfhH L7z,
BN 9k VAR A 52%| | R OBAIINEL L=,
2005/11) g R ENiFY Corophium sp. 13.9%
IQ%HZEJJEH Armandia sp. 11.1% [
IR ENFY Pseudopolydora sp. 10.3% g i . o = o -
2006/02 %14‘5]%'53 —thEE A0 A 2.6% E/gzg‘f i”f‘;)j#ﬂ‘ }\{J\(ﬁ"‘ﬁ:$7ﬁ‘ = Ty u}ﬁﬁfﬁu%l j«—?J:
b yiz ikl Armandia sp. 7.4%
B R BT PLIAE 7.3%
2006/05 | iAENYIFY | — 4K B5E Jezh A)g 22.7%
BB MIN AR 4.8%
WBZEJJ%F? 7%':%:/"‘ %ﬁ] 4.7% Y 5 ‘Z@i&b’ is G\j_ é igmﬁ*i@%\%%
2006/08| & 2 B ¥IFS Corophiumsp.|  11.3% A= k&
2 EMM Urothoe sp. 9.9% gjé%ﬂ”:ﬁé k . Ykm—7 "C\\@i\ Egmﬁﬁi@
R EHM Prionospio sp. 9.5% e . !
2006/11| Bz BN P Pseudopolydora sp. 14.2% f;ﬁ ﬁ)‘?EU E@Jq@ F”ﬂ 75) g’ < %L FQ j/l/\ féﬁiﬁ/\j a:
BREYM Armandia sp. 9.2% TR .
BREMM Sigambra tentaculata 6.8% j‘ % f;ﬁ Eéb &i%k % j/l/ f;ﬁ 75) = 7“—0
2007/02| IZAZ BN HFY Armandia sp. 18.4% s Sef. 2w —
R EeE | R EN LDy > 72 2005 4 5 H | [FI4E
BREWM Pseudopolydora sp. 6.8% N -
5007705 | 8 & By e 20| 8 &0 2014 48 AIZIX Caprella sp..2006
bt Lyl M| 14| AE 5 HIZIZA~ HA )@, 2008 4 7 AT
R MM Prionospio sp. 8.1% . e
2007/08| & 2 &1 Gy | o1 REV T Y a=ER 2015 41 AIZiZ
iR 9 Urothoe sp. 14.2% . « N o N
Eﬁﬂgzﬁ m/% sz Corophium sp. (K027 X2 L HH) DL F
2007/11 | IR E0HPT Pseudopolydora sp. 15.1% % j/[/‘]":o
2 EMM e )R} 10.0%
IR ENPY Sigambra tentaculata 9.8%
2008/02 | 7R 5z Eh P9 JEELT A 13.8%
BREMM Pseudopolydora sp. 11.0%
BREM Aba” mAEL 8.0%
2008/07| i B ENHIPT thyyaze B 39.8%
BN VYN El  17.7%
FlRaEN Y YRR 4.2%
2008/11| @R B NPT Eunice sp. 8.4%
BREMM Pseudopolydora sp. 6.5%
IR BN Sigambra tentaculata 5.9%
2009/07 | & 2 BT Eurydice sp. 19.8%
2 EMM Urothoe sp. 17.8%
EREMM yoh® xa pAE 7.2%
2009/10| & 2 &1 ¥IFS JEr VR 284%
s 2B Urothoe sp. 15.8%
i R ENHIPT MLy H 7.9%
2013/08| &1 2 Eh4F9 Urothoe sp. 19.9%
Hi 2B VIRV 7.5%
i R ENHIPY PUIA:] 6.9%
2014/02| & R E) T B[ 20.7%
BIZE M Armandia sp. 6.8%
B JELNT 6.8%
2014/08| & 2 EhinPY Caprella sp. 63.5%
Hi 2B Py vk | 18.9%
Hi 2B =y VAT A 1.3%
2015/01| &5 2 BT Corophium sp. 16.0%
2 EWMA Photis sp. 7.6%
i R ENHIPT MLy H 6.4%
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BARPIIZIE, 2005 4ELARED A 2 A SICE T 27 — 206, 42 mb 1 HiS
(Ykm=6) CIIFEFEE OMEMARE & IR (ER) 2k, BRIZEM M & OV 2 B
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B 7R RAAE T A B 72 v o 7,

EE DAL DN T, 22 IS0 9 6 1 HA (Ykm=6) 13 0. 02~0. 2mg/g
FREE . fhod 1 #is5 (Ykm=7) 1% 0.01~0.03mg/g FEEETH Y . HFHZEN « I
DEANT A SR> T2,

JEEEOAYICE L T, MEWEIZE 2 S0 5 B 1S (Ykm—6) 1% 7~
10%FREE, fhod 1 Hips (Ykm=7) 1% 3~4%FRETH V. HFHR800 - B
XA B2 noT-, Fio, CODITA 2 #iSm o B 1 #is (Ykm—6) 1 4~12mg/g
BETHY, HIMEmAA LN, o 1 #iS Ykn=7) 13 1~2mg/g FRET
BV HFHZEEN - WOERIEA SR 0o T,
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