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Al Afk-1 Al Afk-1 Al Afk-1
%A P | me || =5 A s | ae || =8 A o | ws
Sigambra tentaculata 52 | 12.7% Heteromastus sp 724 | 33.3% 1hYva® 634 | 50.6%
Glycinde sp 42 | 10.3% Sigambra tentaculata 330 | 15.2% Glycinde sp 136 | 10.9%
2005/5 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 38 9. 3%| |2008/11 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 186 8.6%| |2016/9 |¥4" yfbet 78 6. 2%
yap 43" pqE 30 7. 4% Prionospio sp 158 7.3% Mediomastus sp 54 4.3%
Heteromastus sp 28 6. 9% EXh/a7HY 106 4.9% Paraprionospio sp (B®!) 46 3. 7%
Heteromastus sp 1,332 | 50.2% [ EE 106 | 26.8% Heteromastus sp 206 | 28.9%
b3 0% 432 | 16.3% Sigambra tentaculata 48 | 12.1% Prionospio pulchra 86 | 12.1%
2005/8 |ang/yan 4 148 5. 6% 2009/7 TUE ¥ 43T pdq 42 | 10.6%| {2017/1 |Mediomastus sp 84 | 11.8%
Sigambra tentaculata 112 4.2% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 28 7.1% Sigambra tentaculata 66 9. 3%
M AhY$Ra 84 | 3.2% R B 26 | 6.6% Glycinde sp 50 | 7.0%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 52 | 17.2% YR hh 4 26 | 6.6% Heteromastus sp 50 | 16.1%
Ly 4%} 40 | 13.2% YA 636 | 30.2% 399/ 40 | 12.9%
2005/11|Glycinde sp 26 8. 6% Heteromastus sp 416 | 19.8%| (2017/8 |Glycinde sp 36 | 11.6%
Mediomastus sp 26 | 8.6%| [2009/10 [Exp/a74) 396 | 18.8% Y7 AL £ 30| 9.7%
Tk YIE [ 26 | 8.6% AW 168 | 8.0% 950 4% 26| 8.4%
Heteromastus sp 552 | 50.1% Sigambra tentaculata 68 3.2% Mediomastus sp 50 | 25.0%
Sigambra tentaculata 126 | 11.4% N A 1,108 | 38.0% Y7 AL T 40 | 20.0%
2006/2 [Glycinde sp 84 | 7.6% Sigambra tentaculata 300 | 10.3%| [2018/1 |Pseudopolydora sp 18 9.0%
b3 24F 50 4.5%| 12011/7 |Glycinde sp 266 9.1% Glycinde sp 10 5. 0%
Mediomastus sp 44 4.0% Heteromastus sp 258 8.8% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 10 5.0%
Mediomastus sp 94 | 19.0% Prionospio pulchra 168 | 5.8% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 136 | 42.8%
Sigambra tentaculata 58 | 11.7% Heteromastus sp 292 | 41.0% Glycinde sp 72 | 22.6%
2006/5 |Heteromastus sp 56 | 11.3% Sigambra tentaculata 72 | 10.1% 2018/8 [Prionospio sp 32 | 10.1%
V- 52 | 10.5%| |2012/2 |Glycinde sp 50 | 7.0k YA 18] 5.7%
Glycinde sp 48 9.7% 28 3304 36 5.1% 5k 10 3 1%
YR 90 A 244 | 34.4% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 26| 3.7 Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 94 [ 43.9%
Heteromastus sp 122 | 17.2% Heteromastus sp 588 | 32.4% Mediomastus sp 34| 15.9%
2006/8 [Glycinde sp 98 | 13.8% YR Ih 4 286 | 15.7%) |5019/1 [lyoinde sp 2 [ 10.3%
Sigambra tentaculata 80 | 11.3%| |2012/7 |Pseudopolydora sp 236 | 13.0% Nephtys sp 61 7.5%
M 433 34 4. 8% Sigambra tentaculata 194 | 10.7% Wagelona sp 12 5. 6%
Heteromastus sp 1,322 | 65.1% 4 168 9.3% Glycinde sp 10 14.7%
b3 p4% 404 | 19.9% Heteromastus sp 80 | 23.4% 1% v E s | 11.8%
2006/11 | M 44973 58 2.9% Sigambra tentaculata 36 | 10.5% Sy 3 | 11.8%
pYFCreCy 5 | 2,64 |51/, [Wicropodarke sp 241 7.0812019/8 g 8 | 11.8%
Mediomastus sp 38 1.9% Glycinde sp 20 5.8% Py 6 3. 8%
Heteromastus sp 1,050 | 53.6% Pseudopo|ydora sp 18| 5.3% IR 7Y U 6 8%
Sigambra tentaculata 162 8. 3% Mediomastus sp 18 5.3% Wed omastus sp 6 | 2.2%
2007/2 |4WK 98" 4 132 6. 7% Heteromastus sp 1,300 | 59.5% s o 112 | 21 5%
Glycinde sp 116 5.9% b 4% 362 | 16.6% 2020/1 [Paraprionospio sp (BZ) 32 6. 5%
b3 pME 96 4.9%| |2013/8 |Glycinde sp 118 5. 4% K A 24 4l6%
Heteromastus sp 956 | 53.6% Sigambra tentaculata 94 4. 3% ;’2‘7’)71' e 20 3' 8%
Sigambra tentaculata 274 | 15.4% Leonnates sp 70 3.2% E353735° ¥ 4 104 68.4%
2007/5 |Melita sp 70 3. 9% Mediomastus sp 424 | 39.8% Pseudopolydora sp 1 g. P
Grandidierella sp 68 3. 8% Glycinde sp 86 8. 1% 2020/8 [HE5EEls 3 5' 3
e 46 2.6%| (2014/2 |y7 +h AL % 76 7.1% T -
Heteromastus sp 1,758 | 73.3% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 70 6. 6% L0 6 S %
- - : #R R BN 6 3.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 304 | 12.7% Corophium sp 66 6. 2% =
Glycinde sp 140 5. 8% Veremolpa sp 172 | 20.0% gt - 82 | 29.1h
2007/8 [k b 4 36| 1.5% EXh/27H) (2 IR Sorophiun s 2|18 %
D31 e B 32| 1.34| |2014/8 [Glycinde sp 144 | t6.7y| |2021/2 |TATALAAH 121 10.%
VA B 32| 1.3% 7 1 56 | 6.5% lvelnde sp 81 L%
=y i 32 1.3% Heteromastus sp 48 5. 6% Siganbraktentacullaty 6 5. 5%
39Y/51E 176 | 22.2% Mediomastus sp 324 | 27.5%
433" h4 106 | 13.4% Efh/374Y) 184 | 15.6%
2007/11 |Prionospio sp 68 8.6%| [2015/1 |Glycinde sp 138 | 11.7%
YT T At 58 7.3% el 108 9.2%
YA 50 6. 3% Y7t At 90 7. 6%
et 402 | 30.9% YA 588 | 34.5%
Prionospio sp 98 7.5% Glycinde sp 284 | 16.7%
2008/2 |Heteromastus sp 82 6.3% |2015/8 [Veremolpa sp 150 8. 8%
[YERN 4 78 6. 0% W71 01 110 6. 5%
IREERY 62 4. 8% VYTVIN AR 94 5. 5%
Glycinde sp 616 | 22.5% Mediomastus sp 156 | 39. 2%
403 01 538 | 19.7% Sigambra tentaculata 40 | 10.1% ok 14
2008/7 |Heteromastus sp 438 | 16.0% [2016/1 |Glycinde sp 24 6. 0% R
Sigambra tentaculata 396 | 14.5% H3447° WA 24| 6.0%
Scapharca sp 138 5. 1% Heteromastus sp 18 4. 5% RiEB
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Al Asg-2 Al Asg-2 Alifgisl Asg-2
£h % i | we | | %A s o we || =8 i | ws
Corophium sp 5,164 | 77.8% Y 528 | 30.7% b33 3 W 486 | 50.0%
[SEESEVE K 938 | 14.1% EXh/arYy 448 | 26.1% Sigambra tentaculata 160 | 16.5%
2005/5 |Y&" 490" 4 110 1.7%| [2008/11|Y&° 48" 4 240 | 14.0%| [2016/9 |y7 +h° At"# 72 7. 4%
Sigambra tentaculata 110 | 1.7% IV UK 156 | 9.1% YUk 56 | 5.8%
Prionospio sp 60 0. 9% YT HhAE * 80 4.7% Mediomastus sp 34 3.5%
Sigambra tentaculata 166 | 69.7% Corophium sp 1,280 | 63.4% F5432° 3 W 702 | 29.3%
WK 22 9.2% Sigambra tentaculata 220 | 10.9% Y7 AL £ 374 | 15.6%
2005/8 |Glycinde sp 10 4.2%| [2009/7 [h99° FIK 124 6. 1%| (2017/1 (Uyyk & 344 | 14.4%
BB 8 3.4% K 112 5.5% Mediomastus sp 248 | 10.4%
F543R° 3 UK 6 2.5% Pseudopolydora sp 62 3.1% Sigambra tentaculata 180 7.5%
1Y FUR 80 | 22.7% 15 FIE 1,462 | 80.1% b5433° 2 W 604 | 65.8%
Mediomastus sp 64 | 18.2% F432° 3 W 232 | 12.7% £343935 %47 4 144 | 15.7%
2005/11 |Sigambra tentaculata 42 | 11.9%| |2009/10|Sigambra tentaculata 40 | 2.2%| |2017/8 |7 t+h° At % 60 | 6.5%
Y7 AL £ 38 | 10.8% Paraprionospio sp (B! 28 1.5% Sigambra tentaculata 4 | 4.4%
}5433° 3 WE 22| 6.3% Prionospio sp 20| 1.1% Glycinde sp 28 | 3.1%
93442 by 110 | 20.1% 279" FIK 7,030 | 80.2% e 1,014 | 43.3%
YR 94 88 | 16.1% TR B 992 | 11.3% 343273 E 488 | 20.8%
2006/2 [F543A° T WUk 74 | 13.5%| |2011/7 |Sigambra tentaculata 280 | 3.2%| |2018/1 |k34333% %44 342 | 14.6%
Mediomastus sp 54 9. 9% E59333%8 ¥4 4 128 1.5% Mediomastus sp 144 6.1%
R 54 | 9.9% YA 984 2] 1.3% 7+ AL 1 126 | 5.4%
Mediomastus sp 134 | 26.4% 195" FI 6,304 | 86.5% VYR & 636 | 33.5%
Sigambra tentaculata 112 | 22.0% F543R7 27 I9F 572 | 7.9% 0y FIE 310 | 16.4%
2006/5 |9 44° 4 60 | 11.8%| |2012/2 |Mediomastus sp 118 | 1.6% |2018/8 [p543%° 3 3k 252 | 13.3%
Prionospio paradisea 28 5. 5% Sigambra tentaculata 18 1.1% T34 I 190 | 10.0%
941 by 2| 474 1t EE 30| 0.4% £35325° $4° 4 100 | 5.3%
175" FI8° 150 | 33.0% Corophium sp 558 | 26.1% F543R° 3 WK 86 | 21.4%
Sigambra tentaculata 70 | 15.4% TR 450 | 21.1% Mediomastus sp 66 | 16.4%
2006/8 [y 91" 4 68 | 15.0%| |2012/7 |H95"#Uk 404 | 18.9%| |2019/1 [v5 4" AL # 56 | 13.9%
F54EA° T UK 60 | 13.2% £753335" 44" 4 352 | 16.5% VyIvE 48 | 11.9%
Glycinde sp 26 | 5.7% b5433° 3" U8 94| 44 199" Fk 30 | 7.5%
F543R T TR 110 | 40. 1% £793735" 44" 4 1,304 | 48.7% 7473 156 | 39. 0%
Prionospio sp 32 | 11.7% 199" FI 554 | 19. 4% JF AL 1 88 | 22.0%
2006/11 [Sigambra tentaculata 28 | 10,24 [2013/2 [BSSATRUK 316 | 11.0% (2019/8 [Sigambra tentaculata 70 | 17.5%
Mediomastus sp 24| 8.8% 7RI 4 290 | 10.1% Glycinde sp 22 | 5.5%
8 FUE 20 7. 39 Sigambra tentaculata 94 3.3% LY PYThD = 16 4.0%
Mediomastus sp 122 | 17.5% £353338" 44" 4 1,718 | 93.2% Medi omastus sp 454 | 32.6%
YR 9h 4 114 | 16.4% 9¥93" 4 74| 4.0% b PR 174 | 12.5%
2007/2 [413" 1% 110 | 15,8y |2013/8 |[Ro43R°3"RU& 14| 0.8% |2020/1 [p9av# 154 | 11.1%
F543A T VR 92 | 13. 2% Sigambra tentaculata 14 0.8% Y20 4 106 7.6%
Prionospio sp 60 8.6% PLEIZ ) 6 0.3% Sigambra tentaculata 94 6. 8%
Corophium sp 4,514 | 63.1% Mediomastus sp 308 | 63.1% Sigambra tentaculata 50 | 53.2%
t543735° #1° { 1.014 | 14. 2% Sigambra tentaculata 30 6.1% LN TYTHD = 12 | 12.89%
2007/5 [92 98 4 656 9. 2% 2014/2 |Pseudopolydora sp 22 4. 5% TN AR 8 8.5%
Mediomastus sp 328 4. 6% P42 T 8 20 4.1% 2020/8 Capitella sp 8 8. 5%
Siganbra tentaculata 184 | 2.6% LS 18] 3.7h 15438 3 O 4| 4%
105 T 744 | 40. 4% Sigambra tentaculata 58 | 69.0% Pseudopolydora sp 4 4.3%
F432° 3 WK 452 | 24.6% 2 4] 4.8% Corophium sp 786 | 52.0%
2007/8 [@lycinde sp 216 | 1. 7% Glycindelisp 4] 4.8 YR Ih 4 368 | 24.3%
Sigambra tentaculata 192 | 10.4% i5i2 2| 2.4% |9021/2 [£553935 #4 130 | 8.6%
Vb A 14| 6.2% kTSN 2| 2.4% ViR 62 4.1%
TP 1,254 | 51.0% |2014/8 Cabira pilargiformis japg 2| 2.4% Glycinde sp 58 | 3.8%
N4EX T R 636 | 25 9% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 2 2. 4%
2007/11 |Mediomastus sp 96 3.9% Prionospio ehlersi 2 2. 4%
739 I 2 3% Prionospio sp 2 2. 4%
Prionospio sp 86 3.5% Medjomastus sp 2 2.4%
K538 3 W 712 | 28.9% 103 #84_ 2] 2.4
19 F9% 678 | 27.5% L 21 2.4
2008/2 |Medionastus sp 364 | 14.8% Reciomastuzasp 40 | 39. Th
147 A 170 6. 9% VoavEl 318 | 28.7%
AT 128 | 524 2015/1 |Sigambra tentaculata 68 | 6.1%
e 1656 | 61.1% GIYCi?deo sp 60 5.4%
bA3K T R 558 | 20.6% ik 60 | 5.4
2008/7 [9393° 04 160 | 5.9% hpde i i 380 | 51.8%
Sigambra tentaculata M 3 3% Slgam?ra tentaculata 94 | 12.8% —
_—— 2015/8 |¥2 404 72 9. 8% R B
2R 60 2.2% e
Prionospio sp 46 | 6.3% E 2 B
Glycinde sp 40 | 5.4% wABMM
£553335" 40" 4 2,010 | 31.8% N L I s a= L
HFN YyaIe’ §& 1,192 | 18.8% m
2016/1 [y 94 916 | 14.5% il il
e 362 | 13.6% Z D GRS - REBWPE)
Mediomastus sp 764 | 12.1%
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Al Asg-3 A Asg-3 AEE Asg-3
%8 w4 (gjfi%) aa || #A % (E{ﬁ%) aa || %8 A (1‘@‘5'1;?;‘2) Ba
A 98" 4 440 | 41.7% $IE 98" 4 380 | 45.7% EXh/a74Y 464 | 41.0%
Y3 084 252 | 23.9% Exh/arHy 130 | 15.6% YA 0 160 | 14.1%
2005/5 Sigambra tentaculata 44 | 4.2%||2008/11 |Sigambra tentaculata 62 | 7.5%| |2016/9 [Sigambra tentaculata 116 | 10.2%
EAh/a74Y 32 3.0% YR On 4 58 7.0% Paraprionospio sp (BH!) 98 8.7%
Corophium sp 28 2.7% h3bkyn 34 4.1% V93V A 36 3.2%
40 yyazE’ B 28] 2.7% A 91" 4 196 | 27.1% Ex8/374Y) 648 | 45.6%
Ik 98" 4 260 | 22.1% YR hh 4 96 | 13.3% Sigambra tentaculata 222 | 15.6%
NN AR 212 | 18.1%|[2009/7 |4 hea 14 82 | 11.3%[|2017/1 |Mediomastus sp 110 | 7.7%
2005/8 (740" 1%} 148 | 12.6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 60 | 8.3% Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 96 | 6.8%
R 126 | 10.7% Sigambra tentaculata 52 7.2% U 458 66 | 4.6%
YR Ih 4 76 | 6.5% EAh/ 374 2,232 | 43.6% YA 90 4 748 | 54.0%
Yt 94" 4 1,668 | 55.5% A 98" 4 1,474 | 28.8% E*h/a74Y 180 | 13.0%
YA A 662 | 22.0%|(2009/10 |¥2" 44" 4 708 | 13.8%| [2017/8 [Sigambra tentaculata 134 9.7%
2005/11 E4h/ar4Y 104 | 3.5% UFVATYLYH 4 126 | 2.5% Pz_lfapfi0pospio sp (BE) 68 | 4.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 54 | 1.8% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 100 | 2.0% JFAN AL 52 | 3.8%
h3kyA 46 | 1.5% IR A 4 372 | 32.9% Mediomastus sp 294 | 40.1%
N U AR 46 1.5% I e 250 | 22.1% Sigambra tentaculata 170 | 23.2%
Y 9 4 1,984 | 64.2%||2011/7 [Sigambra tentaculata 106 | 9.4y |2018/1 |exh/a74y 60 | 8.2%
EAh/aT4Y 146 | 4.7% Glycinde sp 48 | 4.2% Paraprionospio sp (BZ!) 40 | 5.4%
2006/2 |Corophium sp 130 | 4.2% e 44 3.9% Prionospio sp 40 | 5.4%
INTIARYLYE 4 120 | 3.9% Sigambra tentaculata 162 | 37.9% Erh/aryy 754 | 38.2%
8 5344 104 | 3.4% boh oh 4% 40 | 9.3% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 434 | 22.0%
Ut 9 4 1,024 | 52.6%|(2012/2 [p3kvm 38 | 8.9%| [2018/8 |Prionospio sp 412 | 20.9%
YA 0 396 | 20.3% I 94" 4 38| 8.9% Sigambra tentaculata 142 | 7.2%
2006/5 [Exh/arHy 120 [ 6.2% Mediomastus sp 36 | 8.4% Mediomastus sp 64 | 3.2
Sigambra tentaculata 62 3.2% Sigambra tentaculata 294 | 32.0% =X4h° 448 376 | 34.1%
Glycinde sp 2| 2.% YR IH° 4 174 | 19.0% JTHH AL+ 110 | 10.0%
K 90 4 276 | 40.0% Glycinde sp 16 5 0% 2019/1 |Paraprionospio sp (B&!) 108 9. 8%
Sigambra tentaculata 164 | 23.8% 2012/7 A 44| a8y Mediomastus sp 9 | 82
20065 |8yeinde sp 50 | 7.2% bob ah° 4k 36 | 3.9% kb 50 484 61 6%
Es3/a74) 32| 4.6% 08 984 36 | 3.9% bon” 5h" 474 86 | 27. 4%
;B MP 26 | 3.8% Mediomastus sp 894 | 65. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 64 | 20. 4%
5 437 M 2 | 3.8% Sigambra tentaculata 100 | 7.3%| |2019/8 744" 4% 2 | 8 3%
0894 766 | 81.0%|(2013/2 [32° 94 4 54| 4.0% Prionospio pulchra 24| 7.6%
Siganbra tentaculata 86| 9.1% Glycinde sp 48| 3.5% VLA 18] 574
200611 [edionastus sp 36 | 3.8% #5450 28| 2.1% VRN A 10 | 22.%%
Parapr ionospio sp (BE!) 8| 0.8% Veremolpa sp 202 | 36.7% Siganbriaktentaculaia 66 | 21.5%
SRAIIAN A 6| 0.6% YR h 4 68 | 12.4y| |2020/1 |F3/nth" 4 20| 12. 7%
EAR/ T4 6| 0.6%/2013/8 [Glycinde sp 56 | 10.2% Nephtys sp 20| 6.3k
Uk 4 410 | 58.24 Sigambra tentaculata 24| 8.0% HediomastusHsp) 20| 6.3%
Sigambra tentaculata 106 | 15. 1% Heteromastus sp 32 5.8% S'ga'"*?ra tentaculata 18 | 34. 6%
2007/2 [{4 1% 78 | 11.1% E4h/a7Y) 376 | 35.5% 7RI A 10 | 19.2%
Mediomastus sp 0] 2.8 Paraprionospio sp (B 254 | 24 08| |2020/8 | R BN Al 1.7
IR M 14| 2.0u|2014/2 [v5 #0ac 1 170 | 16.0% hakim Al T.7%
o8 4 1,204 | 57.8% Wediomastus sp 58 | 5.5% i 0nospIORsp 4] 174
A A 246 | 9.5% Nephtys sp 2| 4.0 Mediomas fusHsp 94 | 32 0%
2007/5 [5 IRT M 234 | 9. 0% Siganbra tentaculata 152 | 35. 8% Parapr ionospio sp (BZ) 52 | 17.Th
Wediomastus sp 132 514 v AE 1 36 8. 5% 2021/2 |Sigambra tentaculata 30 | 10.2%
Prionospio pulchra 102] 3.9 YR A 30| 7.1% Nephtys sp 30 10.24
R 9 4 1204 | B4 68/|,0 o |40 4B 2| 524 Glycindslsp 16 ] 544
boh o 4% 412 | 18.7% B 18| 4.24
2007/8 |4 Wva h4 96 4. 4% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 18 4.2%
1Y% vH B 92 | 4.2 FUE £V $3 0 18] 424
Glycinde sp 58 2. 6% Heteromastus sp 18 4.2%
I 94" 4 1,010 | 59.4% Vi Hh A 142 | 2494
Sigambra tentaculata 82 4. 8% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 96 | 16.8%
2007/11 |Scapharca sp 76 4.5%[(2015/1 |Mediomastus sp 90 | 15.8%
EAh/37YY) 70 [ 41% EAh/a7YY) 58 | 10.2%
Prionospio sp 64 3. 8% Sigambra tentaculata 58 | 10.2%
b 9h 4 532 | 38.2% Veremolpa sp 268 | 28.2%
Prionospio sp 134 9. 6% EXh/a74Y 182 | 19.1%
2008/2 [EAh/37YY 94 | 6.7%|(2015/8 [vx 9n 4 152 | 16.0%
YR Oh 4 88 6. 3% Sigambra tentaculata 58 6. 1% i #l
Sigambra tentaculata 68 4. 9% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 50 5. 3% iR 3P
I 9 4 1,256 | 76.6% Sigambra tentaculata 86 | 18.0% LidLN Ikl
[ EER ] 128 | 7.8y E4h/37YY 84 | 17.6% G I 4 =E ]
2008/7 Siiar;b;; ’;entaculata ;g z]l 2: 2016/1 ‘F/)f°f71°xt°1 &0 ;2 3 451: =R MM
YA . araprionospio sp (BE! . ™
R EE M 24 | 1.5% eI 28 | 5.9% Tt (R REMMPIS)
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A2 @i Afk-2

3= 2.9.2-3(4)

ANURRERBO LA 5 FBOHTS

A2 Afk-2 A2Eig Afk-2 A2t Afk-2
A% 4 -
%A i o | ms || =5 w4 | ma || 5 % o | we
i yaIk’ & 1,864 | 31.7% B W 50 | 16.6% N FzAE) 318 | 46.6%
Y)AEFR 444 7. 6% N FEZAE 50 | 16.6% 2016/9 b AN 38 5. 6%
2005/5 |4 Y2 piE 352 6.0%| |2008/11 [y’ vah" # 30 9. 9% H3RINFL 28 4.1%
Zyib VAR ¥ 314 5.3% VAR 18 6. 0% Spiophanes sp 26 3.8%
Hy3aze’ 234 4. 0% AR 16 5.3% B 52 | 22.6%
Corophium sp 11,080 | 43.6% V7" MY 7R 684 | 32.1% V7" MYTEE 30 | 13.0%
RIYILY 7,852 | 30.9% Urothoe sp 450 | 21.1% Ihya rER 26 | 11.3%
2005/8 |7hEF vaIt 2,460 9. 7%| [2009/7 [Byblis sp 90 4.2%| 12017/1 | 54=2%+ 16 7.0%
54428 1,154 4.5% Corophium sp 88 4.1% Micronephthys sp 10 4.3%
Musculista sp 342 1.3% 9k VAR 4 68 3.2% Protodorvillea sp 10 4.3%
4112 E 1,290 | 43.4% A RD 4 28,990 | 93.5% Urothoe sp 10 4.3%
N A% 248 8.3% Zyf VAR ¥ 374 1.2% b 204 37,496 | 97.6%
200511 LAER 230 | 7.7%| [2009/10 95" #yazk’ 184 | 0.6% N FHZAE 100 | 0.3%
AFYIHIVE 228 1. 7% Photis sp 182 0.6%| |2017/8 |#3=R48 88 0.2%
NA<= T 94 3.2% Capitella sp 166 0. 5% H3mNEL 52 0.1%
WAV E 94 3.2% A RD 4 828 | 63.8% Nectoneanthes latipoda 44 0.1%
41428 3,912 | 33.1% Y R 96 1. 4% Prionospio sp 184 | 12.1%
V7" MR 3,216 | 27.2%| [2011/7 |4%Ebs 8 58 4.5% N A% 172 | 11.3%
2006/2 |auk yait & 1,670 | 14.1% AR ENPS 46 3.5%| [2018/1 [Byblis sp 116 1. 6%
Corophium sp 1,078 9.1% 1" 1% 26 2.0% A 2D 4 100 6. 6%
YYRE R} 220 1.9% 993 2 ER 126 | 21.6% NA4B 98 6. 4%
Corophium sp 23,230 | 72.1% 95 tyaze’ 68 | 11.6% M RH A 34,150 | 90.1%
[YERN S 2,244 7.0%| 12012/2 |#R=4E 66 | 11.3% #R A 706 1.9%
2006/5 |95yt 1,774 | 5.5% foisi k]| 44 | 7.5%||2018/8 |p{hvB 436 | 1.2%
vk yare # 1,278 4.0% N FFZAE 28 4.8% YR VAKX 286 0. 8%
Photis sp 1,120 3.5% Muscul ista sp 15,056 | 62.7% EAh/a74Y) 276 0.7%
RIYILY 660 | 13.7% KM RD 4 6,752 | 28.1% LRSS 136 | 36.8%
2006/8 FhME 284 548 | 11.4y| [2012/7 |48 4% 1,172 | 4.9% V7' MYTRE 66 | 17.8%
41128 486 | 10.1% Eumida sp 14 0.3%| |2019/1 |#ABYHFT 34 9.2%
YR AR 4 400 8.3% e L] 70| 0.3% Exn/aryy 20 | 5.4%
EIVAE] 116 | 16.0% EAp/a74Y 336 | 50.1% 9k VAKX 16 4.3%
Urothoe sp 62 8. 5% V7' MTE 48 7.2% M AN 4 11,214 | 67.3%
2006/11 |95 $yazt’ 48 6.6%| |2013/2 |%t74h" 4% 42 6. 3% 2019/8 Erh/ard) 2,584 | 15.5%
Photis sp 48 6. 6% Y1 pE R 32 4. 8% AN CaP YK 360 2.2%
YYAEE R 38| 5.2% B 22| 3.3% VAL v/ B 326 | 2.0%
44428 112 | 29.8% EXn/aryy 5,430 | 58.9% Spiophanes sp 42 | 14.8%
Urothoe sp 28 7. 4% Veremolpa sp 1,916 | 20.8% vk Yate’ # 38 | 13.4%
N AR 22 | 5.9y [2013/8 |hbME AH 4 944 | 10.2%| |2020/1 |Prionospio sp 26| 9.2%
2007/2 |4y% v¥vhE 18| 4.8% I5FAL 1 420 | 4.6% Micronephthys sp 24 | 8.5%
MY B 8| 484 V7" MY7EE 120 | 1.3% V7' MR 16| 5.6%
/NIt 18 4. 8% b 2D 4 3,196 | 78.1% I7tVAL’ 1 338 | 62. 1%,
Photis sp 18 | 4.8% #REBAE 18] 2.9% N FFIRE 32 | 5.9%
Photis sp 6.128 | 20.5% |2014/2 (V7" pY7%} 116 2.8%| 12020/8 |Aglaophamus sp 22 4.0%
“hyyaIt 2,354 | 7.9% 1UF YaIk' & 102 | 2.5% A EN P 20| 3.7%
2001/5 FINE 1 (FL 1.760 | 5.9% Nectoneanthes |atipoda 64| 1.6% V7" brYTEE 18 | 3.3%
Zyk VAR A 1.166 | 3.9% Spiophanes sp 86 | 16.3% Exh/a74y 5,248 | 99.0%
442 B 494 | 45.7% VAER 42 8.0% 0480 1% 8 0.2%
MLYE 104 | 9. 6% |2014/8 |Nephtys sp 32| 6.1% Aglaophamus sp 6] 0.1%
2007/8 |{@FzEF9 8| 7.2% by B 30 | 5.7 |9001/2 Moh” 5h” 4% 41 0.1%
Photis sp 721 6.7% H3RsNE 26| 4.9% ERi kG ViV K 41 0.1%
Urothoe sp 70 | 6.5% Aonides oxycephala 34 | 23.6% b 458 41 0.1%
) 880 | 19.7% 073 h 14| 9.7% Nephtys sp 4] 0.1%
2007/11 TURR A RD 4 782 | 17. 59 foisiz k]l 8| b5.6% =] 41 0.1%
528 740 | 16.64] |poq5/1 [Glveera sp 8| 5.6h
MLV E 490 | 11.0% R R 6| 4.2%
V7" MYTE 1,728 | 2364 50874 6] 4.2%
5H2E 1,564 | 21.4% Eunice sp 6| 4.2
2008/2 oot sp 458 | 6.3% N 5HZRE 6] 4.2%
AR A 2D 302 | 5.4% =y URH A 610 | 14.3%
Urothoe sp 790 | 37.1% Photis sp 588 | 13.8%
TORRME AT 4 204 | 13.8% 2015/8 (V7" MY7El 480 | 11.3%
L Froecryrn TR Corophium sp 330 | 7.8%
LB 34 3. 9% Spiophanes sp 168 3. 9% A 151
iin S i 2 i
i 2 . 9N
2016/1 1" 54=2% 114 | 2.8Y LSLE iy -
)7 EH %] 24 RABYM —HRER
151Vt 1 96 | 2.4% REBYM
Z D GRS - REBWPE)
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7 —HE-TT

A3ifgigi  Asg-4 A3l Asg-4 A3ifgigl  Asg-4
B | BAER | 4 B
%8 % o | ma || #A A% o | me || =8 A% <11;« 2| wa
RIYYLY 6,946 | 35.0% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 430 | 39.5% Sigambra tentaculata 438 | 15.8%
N TR 2,976 | 15.0% e 346 | 31.8% ¥ 91 M 392 | 14.1%
2005/5 |p{LvE 1,934 | 9.7%| |2008/11 |Sigambra tentaculata 92 8.5%| [2016/9 |73 #4 386 | 13.9%
UyYE 864 | 4.4% 1y 4% 44 4% 25797 Bk 182 | 6.6%
YR A 832 | 4.2% Gyptis sp 24| 2.2% b 40" 4F) 154 | 5.6%
5 433 1 162 | 19.2% 5 073 14 504 | 23.3% ¥ 131 M 444 | 25.4%
FYILY 144 | 17.1% YA A 330 | 15.3% b p3azt’ 216 | 12.3%
2005/8 |Y&"Hh 4 112 | 13.3%| |2009/7 |Sigambra tentaculata 196 9.1%| |2017/1 |Sigambra tentaculata 110 6. 3%
Sigambra tentaculata 92 | 10.9% Edn/aryy 174 8. 0% 19N 4% 86 4.9%
[NERR 92 | 10.9% Prionospio pulchra 144 6. 7% Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 86 4.9%
Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 330 | 28.4% tAh/a74Y) 2,920 | 64.7% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 340 | 17.7%
VI RREE) 104 9.0% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 214 4. 7% 071 H 248 | 12.9%
2005/11 | b 7% 98 8. 4%| |2009/10 |9E" +4° Ah" 4 212 4.7%| [2017/8 | #RASEHIFT 188 9.8h
YR 66 5.7% Sigambra tentaculata 168 3.7% 85791 F 144 7.5%
EXh/ 374 56 | 4.8% Mh 58 4% 124 | 2.7% Prionospio pulchra 18 | 6.2%
5133 M 1,182 | 21.8% 5 433 1 11,460 | 80.4% Prionospio sp 354 | 19.2%
1 MR 1,080 | 19.9% RO A 338 2.4% Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 240 | 13.0%
2006/2 |p4LyE 344 | 6 3% [2011/7 [F m3aze’ 312 | 2 2y||2018/1 |&A73"3( 184 | 10.0%
YR 4 266 | 4.9% E h° A A 212 | 1oy b n3aze’ 108 | 5.9%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 184 | 3.4% Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 176 1.2% Exn/aryy 102 5. 5%
Corophium sp 2,052 | 22.2% 5433 M 2,168 | 37.2% a3’ ae 16 | 13.6%
4 IRT M 1,680 | 18.2% Exh/374Y 1,200 | 20.6% A B 88 | 10.4%
2006/5 |HyyyLy 1,610 | 17.4%| |2012/2 [} m3aze’ 604 | 10.4y| |2018/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 80| 9.4%
b M7E 908 | 9.8% bob" s 4% 388 | 6.7% LVENYZ L 78] 9.2%
YR A 208 3.2% & MTER 176 3. 0% Prionospio pulchra 62 7.3%
5133 790 | 27.0% 5 433 M 1,292 | 39.7% Parapr ionospio sp (BE) 98 | 9.8%
YA h 4 758 | 25.9% YA hh 4 636 | 19.5% 72" 44 96 | 9.6%
2006/8 [#{LyE 552 | 18.8%| [2012/7 [Sigambra tentaculata 308 | 9,54 |2019/1 | oidt 92| 9.2%
BT & 182 | 6.2% Exh/374) 220 | 6.8% Nephtys sp 84 | 8 4%
47504 82 | 2.8Y [SEEEr 126 | 3.9% hon" 5" 474 60 | 6.0%
Paraprionospio sp (BE) 128 | 18.0% 5 IR M 2,356 | 48.6% Exh/a74Y 26,966 | 97. 1%
VIR E 74 | 10.4% EAB/aTHY 202 6. 0% Sigambra tentaculata 150 0. 5%
2006/11 |4° 433" 4 68 | 9.6%|(2013/2 |avk vazt & 236 | 4.9y [2019/8 |z Ei4PT 122 | 0.4%
*’ b My 7E 64 9. 0% At 1%l 294 4. 6% Paraprionospio sp (BY) 106 0. 4%
Mediomastus sp 50 | 7.0% Prionospio sp 158 | 3.3% 2L 64] 0.2%
& K hTR 1,260 | 40.0% Veremolpa sp 3,142 | 40 1% EXR/ATH) 70,180 | 97. 3
5 IR 1 24| 8.7 5 433 1 2,240 | 26.6% S 220 | 0.3%
2007/2 [E4vyazt Rt 268 | 8.5% [2013/8 [Glycinde sp 246 | 3 14| o020/ [EEILEIPS 176 | 0.2%
Wby B 208 | 6.6% boh" 5" 4k 212 2. 7% Sthanelaislisn 174 | 0.2
VIR 182 | 5.8% Photis sp 152 | 1.9% Mo o 4% 146 | 0.2
) 2,470 | 29.0% 5 T M 1,026 | 25 7% A1 TR 146 ] 0.2
TR 1,728 | 20.3% Paraprionospio sp_(BZ) 608 | 15.2% A 61 33.3%
2007/5 |Egyaze 766 | 9.0%| [2014/2 [ExnsarH) 358 | 9.0% Siganbra temtaculata 41 22.2%
DL T AN 4 614 | 7.2% Nephtys sp 272 |_6.84| |2000/8 pEEIZENHAFY 2] 1. 1%
D% VUL B 336 | 3.9% h—E 236 | 5 9% AU 2| 1.1k
¥ o3are 286 | 20.5% 5 IRT M 636 | 50.1% WElb i 2| 1. 16
Parapr ionospio sp (BE) 136 | 9.7% SEEE 108 | 8. 5% Magelona_sp 2| 11.1%
2007/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 110 7.9% |2014/8 |Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 80 6. 3% tl?]l]?‘{"} - 1,344 | 27.1%
IE T A0 £ 104 | 7.4% Sigambra tentaculata 70| 5.5% Paraprionospio sp (BAY) | 1,128 | 22.7%
B 76 | 5.4% Medionastus sp 68 | 5.4y |P021/2 RN A 542 | 10. 9%
Parapr ionospio sp (BEL) 516 | 1024 EAh/a74) 930 | 29, 0% M ZE N 518 | 10.4%4
Rulviie @B 506 | 10, 0% 5 IR M 858 | 26.8% Sigambra tentaculata 298 6. 0%
2007/11 [9E" +4° 4" 4 450 | 8 9w| [2015/1 [¥m73 4 168 | 5.24
TR 394 7.8% b p33Ik" 144 4.5%
YR On 4 346 6. 8% Sigambra tentaculata 124 3.9%
OE Th° 3H A 1,916 | 27.6% 4 433 M 2,798 | 46.3%
iz 1,546 | 22.3% R B 362 | 6.0%
2008/2 [e#yyazt & 540 | 7.8%| [2015/8 [} m3azt’ 324 | 5.4%
E4h/a7HY 334 | 4.8% 071 7 200 | 3.3%
FA/nth 4 294 4. 2% Mediomastus sp 172 2.8%
YA h 4 1,958 | 42.7% 4 IRT M 148 | 41.6%
Mitrella sp 460 | 10.0% Photis sp 46 | 12.9%
2008/7 |& b M7EL 270 5.9% |2016/1 [Sigambra tentaculata 30 8. 4% A #
A7) 182 4.0% FIPILY | 6T i 2 B
73004 130 | 2.84 P2 e 16 | 4.5% HAEM
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Mgl Akm-1 A Akm-1 Adiig Akm-1
BES | 2o BEE | oo BEEE | oa
FA 5 (B /n) A %A [ E (B /n*) & %A ER B/ A
YRR 1,074 | 36.3% 9rINHh 4 408 | 30.3% 073 01 250 | 27.9%
EfyaIE § 566 | 19.1% Prionospio pulchra 110 8.2% Sigambra tentaculata 108 | 12.1%
2005/5 [94/n¢h" 4 314 | 10.6%| [2008/11 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 106 7.9%| [2016/9 |Mediomastus sp 92 | 10.3%
& F TR 272 9. 2% Mediomastus sp 104 7.7% s kll 80 8.9%
foinics bzl 78 | 2.6% b3 pME 104 1.7% [MERE(Y 50 | 5.6%
E4yaIe § 174 | 30.9% 9rINHh 4 476 | 36.1% Sigambra tentaculata 22 | 20.4%
YA Ih 4 92 | 16.3% MLy E 400 | 30.3% 0710 16 | 14.8%
2005/8 (930t 4 56 | 9.9%| [2009/7 [m@sEninrd 86 | 6.5% B 8| 7.4%
ERi kG vy VIR 38 | 6.7% Mediomastus sp 56 | 4.2%| [2017/1 |Mediomastus sp 8| T7.4%
Sthenolepis sp 28 5.0% Phy | lochaetopterus sp 44 3.3% Prionospio pulchra 6 5. 6%
94N 4 348 | 59.6% IMVIE] 3,758 | 49.5% Prionospio sp 6 5. 6%
R 94 [ 16.1% I A 2,364 | 31.2% LEUIFBYM 6| 5.6%
2005/11 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 22 3.8%| [2009/10 |# b by7FL 959 3.3% W71 01 268 | 16.6%
Sigambra tentaculata 12 2.1% JEEN R 142 1.9% Sigambra tentaculata 190 | 11.8%
TOE N 37 4 12 2.1% B EFY 120 1.6%| |2017/8 |$R#zE0¥FT 142 8.8%
RN 4 552 | 31.4% MLYE 636 | 46. 6% b A3azE’ 128 | 8.0%
EyyyazE’ ® 280 | 15.9% YR A 328 | 24.0% Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 98 | 6.1%
2006/2 |4 b M7EE 104 | 5.9%| (2011/7 [93/nd4 4 172 | 12.6% 073744 296 | 17.9%
978 66 3.8% 071 14 62 4.5% Sigambra tentaculata 138 8.3%
MLV B 54 3. 1% JIREETN 4 30 2. 94| [2018/1 |E¥yaze’ # 122 7.4%
YA hh 4 1,638 | 32.3% 93Nt 4 254 | 17.2% Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 116 [ 7.0%
IRt 4 1,608 | 31.7% Yyt F 954 9. 6% {h)FvaFl 116 7.0%
2006/5 [e4yyare & 368 | 7.3% |2012/2 [e4vyat & 224 | 8.5% 7T M 264 | 19.1%
£ b HTR 306 | 6.0% Py 04 | 308 e 200 | 14.5%
hMLy B 194 3.8% PY=] 98 3. 7% 2018/8 |k 943" n4 %t 164 11.9%
9RINh 4 2,310 | 59.0% ML B 4712 | 79.9% Sigambra tentaculata 114 8. 3%
YR 412 | 10.5% 93Nt 4 208 5.1% A B 74 5. 4%
2006/8 [ E 400 [ 10.2% |oo12/7 [egmzanmrd 0 | 1.5 €071 1 130 | 10.1%
E R 1201 3.1% byt B 84| 1.4 T R 106 | 8.3%
b 7R 60 1.5% 07T 74 1.3y [2019/1 %754 4% 72| 5.6%
9AInth 4 1,308 | 74.4% PyyRTey T BIRE OE IR 4 2] 5.6%
7 1 62| 3.5% ST 160 | o R 70 | 5.5%
2006/11 93" 4 4 50 | 2.84 5013/ [emia iy 146 | 8 5% 073 206 | 13.5%
E4yyaTe” # 46 | 2.6% aREmr 9% 5. 6% A ENIFT 152 | 10.0%
Sigambra tentaculata 44 2.5% Magelona sp 96 5. 6% 2019/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 1562 | 10.0%
7)‘{:#71 4 - 910 | 50.74 Notomastus sp 26 | 16.9% r);(/;}ﬁ;‘{ 108 7. 1%
E#aIE B 266 | 14.8% £073° 1 24 | 15 6% Mediomastus sp 102 | 6.7%
2007/2 [£F V78 184 | 10.3419013/8 [Sigambra tentaculata 16 | 10.4% Efv)anE R 144 | 12, 3%
Sthenolepis sp 56 3.1% P 6 | 10.4% 053 74 132 | 11.3%
71 H 42 2.3% Wediomastus sp 14 9 1;/0 2020/1 |Nephtys sp 126 | 10. 8%
YR 4 984 | 22. 2% 071 248 | 12. 1% Mediomastus sp 124 | 10. 6%
2 856 | 19.3% : — Frinik kg 82| 7.0%
s Mediomastus sp 218 | 10. 6%
2007/5 S 626 | 1414 1o014/2 [Exprarsy 166 | 8. 1% R i 216 | 13.1%
E#yyaze’ £ 252 | 5.7%h ” 0 Mediomastus sp 162 | 9.8%
1R gkl 100 4.9%
Lo+#} 240 5. 4% - o] [2020/8 |®RF3 B4 156 9. 5%
S - Sigambra tentaculata 98 4.8%
94N 4 1,828 | 36.0% s 9XInth 4 150 9. 1%
3 0730 110 | 30.4%
LY B 1,602 | 31.6% - vIn 448 118 7,24
5 Sigambra tentaculata 40 | 11.0%
2007/8 |33%$0780° 4 312 | 6.1% E4yyaIe E 402 | 25.5%
o e 2014/8 |#RH BN 34 9. 4%
YR 90 4 244 | 4.8% - £073° 74 140 | 8.9%
Mediomastus sp 32 8. 8% -
s bzl 156 | 3.1% . 2021/2 |94Inth 4 112 7.1%
. 1Y% 24 6. 6%
RINtR 4 16 | 14.8% — LA/ 374 80 | 5.1%
0731 01 116 | 16.3% -
Phyl lochaetopterus sp 8 1. 4% . . Y Mediomastus sp 78 5. 0%
Sigambra tentaculata 6| 5.6% H_”ﬂ:ﬂ 4 10'4;
2007/11 |7 1 6 5. 6% 2015/1 S|gf'imbra tentaculata 68 9. 6;
Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 6 5. 6% M?dloma?tus Sp 64 9'00’7
0731 6| 5 6% 375 %1 1%
YN #7 A4 F 6 5. 6% ‘Eﬂ}r:l 7”. 162 12. 00/?
SR A 882 | 25.7% 1Y%l 160 | 11.8%
MVE 676 | 19.7% 2015/8 #ﬁﬁ?@]%ﬁq 118 8. 7%
2008/2 |eyvyaze & 500 | 14.6% M§d|omastus sp 98 1.2%
Mediomastus sp 184 5. 4% S|%a[nbra tentaculata 92 6. 8%
& F TR 118 3.4% 7301 122 | 24.4%
SR A 454 | 39.2% Sigambra tentaculata 70 | 14.0%
ML E 222 | 19.2% 2016/1 |Mediomastus sp 58 | 11.6% n i
2008/7 |Sigambra tentaculata 76 | 6.6% (LLRKELE: 40| 8 0% —
3RHED50° 4 66| 57% LitiZ 7! 38| 7.6 £ 2 8) ¥
YR A 44| 384 BiABYM
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A Akm-2 Mg Akm-2 MBS Akm-2
vy % o | ws || =8 As o | we || #A s (| e
Ly B 746 | 20.8% Prionospio paradisea 270 | 10.3% 073 he 182 | 23.0%
Ampel isca sp 734 | 20.5% Paraprionospio sp (BH!) 214 8.1% [iisiZ kvl 90 | 11.4%
2005/5 [y 984 424 | 11.9%| |2008/11 [£072" h4 208 7.9%| |2016/9 |Prionospio pulchra 56 7.1%
Prionospio sp 236 6. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 184 7.0% Magelona sp 42 5.3%
LYEER S 124 | 3.5% R B 166 | 6.3% YA I 4 36 | 4.5%
1MLy B 1,938 | 58.4% GAINEH A 172 | 17.0% Heteromastus sp 72 | 15.7%
073 h4 348 | 10.5% [M:EER 152 | 15.0% Sigambra tentaculata 50 | 10.9%
2005/8 [Ampelisca sp 304 9.2%| 12009/7 (Y& 454 62 6.1%| |2017/1 |Prionospio pulchra 40 8. 7%
b o3azt’ 10 | 3.3% VY E 48 | 4.8 073 1 38 | 8.3%
298N 4 90 2. 7% LY B 42 4.2% 53 34 1. 4%
b 14E 210 | 14.7% 07204 240 | 14.7% e 164 | 14.7%
2005/11 [ 22234 188 | 13.1% Prionospio sp 14| 7.0% P 110 | 9.8%
7N 78 | 5.4%| [2009/10 |Mediomastus sp 110 6. 7%| [2017/8 |Nephtys sp 62 5.5%
YRR 2D 4 74 5.2% 9 Inth 4 104 6. 4% 730 60 5. 4%
ML B 744 | 32.8% b R3azE” 102 6.3% JE T A4 58 5. 2%
Mediomastus sp 572 | 25.2% YR D4 604 | 40.6% 073" H 536 | 21.7%
2006/2 (073" h4 120 5.3% Mediomastus sp 90 6. 1% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 204 8.3%
79030 # 116 | 5.1%| |2011/7 [eag7 #( 84 | 5. 7| [2018/1 [r%ery 4@ 188 | 7.6%
sz k] 76 | 3.4% RINGH A 68 | 4.6% Prionospio sp 174 | 71.1%
FA/NH A 2,602 | 26.8% b n3azt’ 66 | 4.4% ket 164 | 6.7%
2006/5 LY H 1,110 | 11.5% Magelona sp 220 | 16.0% W73 208 | 14.2%
Mediomastus sp 568 5.9% BRI 124 9.0% 1hYvaft 162 | 11.1%
Photis sp 568 5.9%| (2012/2 |94/nth 4 78 5.7%| [2018/8 | b m3azt’ 110 1.5%
4Ly B 1,454 | 51.2% } p33IE’ 72 5.2% N 9HE 88 6. 0%
2006/8 YA N4 340 | 12.0% Prionospio sp 66 4. 8% Glycera sp 86 5.9%
F3/00° 4 208 1.3% B EFY 170 | 11.6% [NERE 278 | 11.9%
9Anth 4 100 | 3.5% b n3azt 134 | 9.18] | 50191 073 232 | 9.9%
01 166 | 14.3%| [2012/7 [en73 94 80 | 5.5% F3/040° 4 158 | 6.8%
Ly B 132 | 11.4% Idunella sp 78 | 5.3% foisiZ k7] 122 | 5.2%
2006/11 P 23ZE 0| 7.8 VIR B 76| 5.2% e ) 306 | 23.5%
9RInth 4 70| 6.0% Magelona sp 142 8. 9% Magelona sp 102 71.8%
foinicg k7| 56 | 4.8% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 116 | 7.2%| |2019/8 |Mediomastus sp 92 | 7.1%
e TH AN S 56 | 4.8% 12013/2 [Scolelepis sp 4] 714 7344 86 | 6.6%
ML B 958 | 47.5% AEFH D A 100 | 6.2% Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 64 | 4.9%
W7 96 4.8% G40 4 90 5. 6% Prionospio paradisea 688 | 36.5%
2007/2 |#RENPY 88 4. 4% AR 2D { 1,266 | 77.0% 073 e 326 17.3%
b 033TE 84 | 4.2% 071 1 86 | 5.2%|[2020/1 |Mediomastus sp 208 | 11.0%
Prionospio sp 80 4.0% 2013/8 | @n4mPd 30 1.8% Nephtys sp 148 7. 8%
b33zt 594 | 15.0h Heteromastus sp 28 1.7% #e B 60 3. 2
Magelona Sp 546 13. 8% Sigambra tentaculata 16 1. 0% {'D‘T’f 7]{ 324 26. 2%
2007/5 €073 14 416 | 10.5% T & 76 1 9.7 Glycinde sp 92| 7.4%
Prionospio pulchra 278 | 7.0% 071 M 134 | 7.4%| |2020/8 |Yyuik 72| 5.8%
2R 240 6.1% 2014/2 |+3248 132 7.34 N 9HE 64 5.2%
Magelona sp 306 | 33.0% AR 104 5. 7% Prionospio paradisea 64 5. 2%
071 01 82 8.9% Mediomastus sp 104 5. 7% Prionospio paradisea 1,054 | 24.5%
2007/8 [v2"7h 4 66 | 7.1% proyees) 72 18.7% 71 526 | 12.2%
Mediomastus sp 66 1.1% 7T M 48 | 12.4%| [2021/2 |5 hRa"h4 460 | 10.7%
ATy hy 62 6.7% 2014/8 [F n3ate 38 9. 8% Prionospio sp 406 9. 4%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 340 | 20.2% Glycera sp 26 6. 7% Paraprionospio sp (B&!) 346 8. 0%
€ TH Zh 4 166 9. 9% Mediomastus sp 22 5. 7%
2007/11 [Prionospio sp 124 [ 7.4 T 288 | 2
Prionospio pulchra 100 5.9% Prionospio sp 332 | 14.6%
Sigambra tentaculata 66 3. 9% 2015/1 [F m3azt 244 | 10. 7%
Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 328 | 12.6% Magelona sp 204 9.0%
L HH 201 206 | 11.3% Prionospio paradisea 142 6. 2%
2008/2 |[Sigambra tentaculata 174 6. 7% PRERCE: 496 | 31.4%
Prit?nospio 5P 144 5. 5 Prionospio paradisea 198 | 12.5%
Mefi|0[nastus sp 136 5.2% 2015/8 4R EnF 192 | 12. 24
73 4 186 | 17.0% Mediomastus sp 126 8. 0%
Sigambra tentaculata 1568 | 14.5% Prionospio pulchra 90 5 7%
2008/7 @ﬂéé{]%ﬁ 9 | 8.2 07T M 682 | 26.5%
UMLER 18 7. 1% Prionospio paradisea 252 9. 8%
Nephtys sp 621 5 |5016/1 [Prionospio sp 220 | 8.5% A B
it k) 122 4714 HE B
Magelona sp 120 | 4.7% IREN YT
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ANURRERBO LA 5 FBOHTS

A5  Ang-1 ASiEis,  Ang-1 A5t Ang-1
%8 % <jﬁf€) aa || %8 % (fﬁ) na || #8 % o | e
Prionospio sp 1,190 | 17.7% Eunice sp 226 | 15.3% N FFIRE 712 | 13.2%
N JEZAR 712 | 10.6% N FEzAE 190 | 12.9% 2016/9 Eunice sp 468 | 8.7%
2005/5 |44 Y3 p%k 580 | 8.6%| [2008/11 [z En1mFY 76 | 5.1% £ 0-F 3558 4 434 | 8.0%
e U 1B 350 [ 5.2% YEENT 4B 70| 4.7% FThREE AR 4 416 [ 1.7%
So¥ 91 1R 308 [ 4.6% 5% 93 B E 64 | 4.3% aid vl ;] 116 | 8.3%
Prionospio sp 620 | 13.2% N 7r2A% 332 | 15.2% 2017/1 Eunice sp 106 7. 6%
N 54z3% 416 | 8.8% HEEN 48 170 | 7.8% EN U 4R 76| 5.4%
2005/8 |Terebel | ides sp 388 | 8.3%| [2009/7 [#¥ ya pi%t 142 | 6.5% TYRbbE 207 4 74| 5.3%
14" 4% 384 | 8.2% Eunice sp 106 [ 4.8% AFIEENT B 302 | 22.2%
P A ER k) 364 | 7.7% Corophium sp 102 [ 4.7% N AR 124 | 9.1%
N 523% 718 | 20.0% Eunice sp 436 | 11.5%| [2017/8 |B¥ Y2 a4%d 100 | 7.3%
Prionospio sp 332 | 9.2% N =Rk 316 | 8.4% Eunice sp 94 | 6.9%
2005/11 {44 93 145t 192 | 5.3%| |2009/10 [2&" yazt' & 172 | 4.5% Notomastus sp 66 | 4.8%
EfyazE ® 176 | 4.9% BEEN HE 162 | 4.3% ATHEEN R 494 | 11.7%
YYRE R} 154 4.3% @R EM 159 4.0% E4yyaIE 420 | 10.0%
N U AR 386 | 16.5% YT BAE 338 8. 7% 2018/1 [en UH 1@ 244 5.8%
ooz [P0T34 w77 NI 2 | 5T W 53R . 212 | 5.0%
Ampelisca sp 134 | 5.7%| |2011/7 |zy& vah’ & 196 | 5.0% b AVEN L] 196 | 4.6%
YA AH A 88 | 3.8% @R EIFY 150 | 3.9% N IAZAE 320 | 24.4%
Corophium sp 1,892 | 28.4% Maera sp 150 | 3.9% Eunice sp 108 | 8.2k
PRISCOMILEIDAE 558 | 8.4% N AR 574 | 12,7y [2018/8 |#fzEIYAPS 70| 53%
2006/5 |Gammaropsis sp 496 | 7.4% preyr 306 | 6.8% VUREH 68 | 5.2
Prionospio sp 372 | 5.6%| [2012/2 [ynraE# 286 | 6.3% Mediomastus sp 58 | 4.4%
URERL:! 266 | 4.0% 594 9T 1 220 | 4.9% I Es 94 | 12.6%
N IEAR 1,362 | 29.8Y% toyaTE & 112 2 5% Ampelisca sp 72 9.7%
Terebel lides sp 1,026 | 22.4% N HA% 362 | 11.2% 2019/1 |Eunice sp 52| 7.0h
2006/8 |#RRzENMFT 194 | 4.2% 10 4% 204 | 6.3% Maera sp 32| 4.3k
Ampel isca sp 178 | 3.9%| |2012/7 [3%crs 48 160 | 5.0% 7 W 2 28 | 3.8
Muscul ista sp 134 2.9% T I 154 | 4.8% Eunice sp. 106 | 15.8h
LN 5 364 | 8.9% A 126 |_3.9% |2019/8 [IAHH AN 4 14| 11.0%
Terebel lides sp 204 | 7.2% e U AR R RFDEEN # 60| 9.0%
2006/11 [Eunice sp 234 | 5.7% BT 58 | 6. 7% ey i 36| 5 4%
B 186 | 4.5%| 2013/2 [v 5128 150 | 6.4% N AZAE 152 | 11.64
Sigambra tentaculata 178 4. 3% VAT R} 129 5. 2% ﬁfp}'ﬂ 124 9. 5%
Eunice sp 208 | 6.3% Ry 100 | 43 2020/1 Fumce sp 88 | 6.7%
N Uh AR 194 | 5.9% N IHzAF} 710 | 14.1% VIJTE:ﬂ 52 4.0
2007/2 |45 tyazk’ 192 5.8% N AR 616 | 12. 2% {DT]_?” 46 3. 5%
Ampe isca_sp 170 | 5. 28] |203/8 oo aa g 44 | 8.4 PECtT 48 | 195
Prionospio sp 140 4. 3% ERE P 280 5. 6% Euf”c? sp. 106 | 12.7%
hiionospiiolsp 978 | 18.3% 7R 18 170 | 12.44| [2020/8 [ B MH_ M| 6%
s B 386 | 7.2% Eunice sp 144 | 10.5% paranphiee o 3h AL bb
2007/5 |& b M7EL 298 5. 6% N AR 68 5. 0% EDT? L 34 4. 1%
Sigambra tentaculata 290 5. 4% 2014/2 [en 11 {8 62 4.5% ayfl;_)pe. 5P 34 4 1:/7
| = e
n 71—?*4 472 9.3% Prionospio sp 46 3. 4% 2021/2 Y2 EEF 194 6. 7%
79034 £ 380 1.5k Corophium sp 46 3. 4Y% D & 136 2T
2007/8 R B 2] 54 iid 238 | 11.0% Ampel isc: s AT
YN RAEF 2712 | 5.4% D & 222 | 10.2% P P :
YYRbE AD( 264 5. 2% 2014/8 |n° 5t=2%4 162 7. 5%
N AR 666 | 18.2% SRR 561 7.2
Eunice sp 258 7. 1% P 142 6. 5%
2007/11 |4 Bh A 240 | 6.6% 54 97 ME 460 | 7.6%
Aricidea sp 174 4.8% Eunice sp 204 6. 7%
Ampel isca sp 168 4. 6% 2015/1 |4@ ki@ 320 5. 3%
N AR 264 | 14.34 e 306 | 5.1%
IR 214 | 11.6% FETET YRR
2008/2 |Eunice sp 194 | 10.5% Corophium sp 1.210 | 17.0%
79038 4 70 [ 3.8% : "
R 64 | 359 [2015/8 :;"\?ﬁ;fj,i.; = é% 2; ;ﬁ
N AR 560 | 29.1% e o8 | o %
2008/7 |Eunice sp 204 | 10.6% AR B 240 | 12.9%
(SR B 2] 3.7% Eunice sp 180 | 9.7%
FehhbE AR 4 62| 3.2 o161 [onmmr 126 6.8% R Bl
£ o-b w34 120 | 6.5% RN
Ampelisca sp 80 | 4.3% ER{REI YIS
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A6 i : Ang-2

13 2.9.2-3(9)

ANURRERBO LA 5 FBOHTS

A6 Ang-2 A6iBts  Ang-2 A6iB1E,  Ang-2
vy % i | wa || =8 % i | we || #8 s o | ws
Corophium sp 11,398 | 56.2% Prionospio pulchra 408 | 25.3% K 1,480 | 54.5%
YR 4 3,252 | 16.0% EAh/a74Y 216 | 13.4% Pseudopolydora sp 302 | 11.1%
2005/5 [Exn/ar4Y) 1,158 5.7%| [2008/11 [Sigambra tentaculata 192 | 11.9%| (2016/9 |p{LYE 256 9. 4%
Ampelisca sp 582 2.9% YR 4 134 8.3% Prionospio pulchra 150 5.5%
Prionospio sp 504 2.5% Y UhES 132 8.2% Gyptis sp 56 2.1%
Sigambra tentaculata 118 | 50.9% YR Hh A 692 | 29.8% hLvB 6,266 | 50.7%
EAh/ar4Y 12 5.2% Prionospio pulchra 560 | 24.1% K 3,316 | 26.8%
Cabira pilargiformis japol 12 5.2%| [2009/7 |[Sigambra tentaculata 234 | 10.1%| |2017/1 |erh/a74) 436 3.5%
2005/8 ({yangh” 4% 8 3. 4% fisiZukyill 166 7.1% Prionospio pulchra 418 3. 4%
YR hh A 8| 3.4% JE TR S 102 | 4.4% Prionospio sp 308 2.5%
Tharyx sp 8 3. 4% Zafra sp 76 | 13.7% YR 522 | 45.6%
O T AN A 8| 3.4% YYUE R 60 | 10.8% Prionospio pulchra 170 | 14.9%
EXD/aTHY 1,930 | 60.4%| |2009/10 [Veremolpa sp 58 | 10.4%| [2017/8 |Nephtys sp 114 | 10.0%
YR 94 188 | 5.9% EXh/a74y 48 | 8. 6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 60 | 5.2%
2005/11 Paraprionospio sp (B®!) 154 4.8% Sigam%)ra tentaculata 48 8. 6% Glycinde sp 42 3.7%
Prionospio pulchra 128 4.0% YA hn A4 11,352 | 79.3% YR 4 5,352 | 34.3%
*Hlﬂf *m“( 102 | 3.2 |y911/7 ML&; 738 | 5.2 2018/1 F3/0H 4 2,728 | 17.5%
Prionospio sp 102 | 3.2% FA/nth 4 292 | 2.0% EAh/a74Y) 2,356 | 15.1%
Prionospio sp 724 | 27.3% Eih/a74Y 276 | 1.9% Prionospio membranacea 484 | 3.1%
YR 4 618 | 23.3% LY E 4,366 | 41.2% Prionospio pulchra 1,308 | 92.2%
2006/2 |Erh/aTHy 412 | 15.5% JE T R4 1,476 | 13.9% Sigambra tentaculata 64 | 4.5%
Paraprionospio sp (B&!) 116 | 4.4%| |2012/2 |2 904 894 | 8.4% RS E Y 1] 1.0%
Prionospio pulchra 102 | 3.8% )38 668 | 6.3% |2218/8 [ayptis s 6] 0.4
yp p
Corophium sp 23,158 | 79.2% Prionospio sp 630 | 5.9% Ophiodromus sp 6| 0.4%
YR b4 2,690 | 9.2% Lumbrineris longifolia 176 | 18.3% Nectoneanthes latipoda 6 0.4%
2006/5 |hy3azt” 1,138 | 3.9% YA h 4 160 | 16. 6% Prionospio pulchra 1,334 | 42.2%
8 M7E 430 | 1.5%| [2012/7 [Sigambra tentaculata 146 | 15.1% Sigambra tentaculata 430 | 13.6%
EA8/a74Y) 310 | 1.1% Lumbrineris sp 66 | 6.8%| 2019/1 [yx 50 4 376 | 11.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 54 | 61.4% Paraprionospio sp (B&) 60 | 6.2% Nephtys sp 176 | 5.6%
Exh/374) 8] 9.1% Corophium sp 7,180 | 54.Th Eumida sp 160 | 5.1%
91/ 4 6| 6.8% YA 2,242 | 17.1% EAh/a74) 11,478 | 77.8%
Prionospio pulchra 6 | 6.8% [2013/2 |E*h/aT4) 464 | 3.5% YA b 4 1,560 | 10.6%
I VTR OR 2| 2.3% Sigambra tentaculata 442 | 3.4%/ 12019/8 [Prionospio pulchra 672 | 4.6%
2006/8 | &z B 2] 2.3% Glycinde sp 314 | 2.4h yYE 294 | 2.0%
Gyptis sp 2| 2.3% Tharyx sp 196 | 11.6% Nephtys sp 196 | 1.3%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 2 2.3% Sigambra tentaculata 160 9. 5% EAf/a7HY) 4,550 | 45.4%
Prionospio sp 2 | 2.3%||2013/8 |Nephtys sp 146 | 8.6% Y3 A 1,820 | 18.2%
TYE N $37 2] 2.3% YR 90 4 130 | 7. 7% 19020/1 [Prionospio pulchra 788 | 7.9%
Notomastus sp 2| 2.3% Vi 122 | 7.2% Prionospio sp 434 . 3%
YR A 6,162 | 73.8% Erh/aryy 1,820 | 54.5% vk yaIk # 306 | 3.1%
2006/11 [EA/37H) 488 | 5.8% el & 546 | 16.4% EAh/aTHY) 956 | 67. 6%
7/ 4 340 | 4.1%| [2014/2 [53 004 308 | 9.2% T s | 5.0
Sigambra tentaculata 226 | 2.7% Sigambra tentaculata 98| 2.9% AR B 52 | 3.7%
b M7 1,382 | 25.9% Paraprionospio sp (BZ) 68 | 2.0u 2020/8 Sigambra tentaculata 48 | 3.4%
XA 1,232 | 23.1% Prionospio pulchra 18 | 18.8% Nephtys sp 20 2. 8%
2007/2 [4E +5° 20" 4 558 | 10.5% Prionospio sp 16 | 16.7% T M 20 2. 8%
Sigambra tentaculata 380 | 7.1% 2L 8] 83 S3 O A 1.716 | 49.1%
Prionospio sp 278 5.2% Sigambra tentaculata 8 8. 3% A7) 208 3. 5%
DA A 2,918 | 28.0%| [2014/8 [Yyui & 41 4 2% 19021/2 Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 280 | 8.0%
&N 7R 2,906 | 27.8% FhEXT H4F} 4 4.2% Nephtys sp 196 5. 6%
2007/5 (Y& 414 1,720 | 16.5% Nectoneanthes latipoda 4 4. 2% Prionospio pulchra 168 2. 8%
LhyIvhiiE 330 | 3.2% Ampe| isca sp 4] 4.2
Eh/arHY 244 | 2.3% eZlvsidenl 4] 4%
Sigambra tentaculata 124 | 17.6% b TR 638 | 19.0%
& MTR 106 | 15.1% )-8 398 | 11.9%
ML 100 | 14.2%| |2015/1 |Prionospio pulchra 256 7. 6%
200178 1w 4 78 | 11.1% ¥ 0T M 238 | 7.1%
®AEHA 64 | 9.1% JE AN 4 164 | 494
Nephtys sp 64 9.1% Tharyx sp 194 | 31.2%
YR IH 4 1,150 | 22.6% ¥ 0T M 114 | 18.34
Pseudopolydora sp 702 | 13.8%| [2015/8 |Nephtys sp 481 1.7%
2007/11 [Prionospio pulchra 620 | 12.2% 1LY 8 34| 555
F2 MF 4 518 | 10. 2% Sigambra tentaculata 26| 4.2% R 151
B 3592 6. 9% Sigambra tentaculata 42 | 27.6% BB
Corophium sp 7,512 | 75.1% y 430" 4% 22 | 14.5% IAEF
Ja7H 414 4.1%| [2016/1 |9E +4° Ah" # 20| 13.2% — "
2008/2 ;;‘?M;f: 312 3. 1Z Prionospio pulchra 18 | 11.8% QZHSEJJ%F‘?_*&EéE
Eumida sp 302 | 3.0% Corophium sp 6] 39% ikl
LB 1,998 | 15.6%
20087 e 1,664 | 13.0%
7/t 4 1,428 | 11.2%
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5 FEDHEFE

ATiEE Ang-3 ATiEIE  Ang-3 ATiEi8 Ang-3
#5 T o | we || =58 s i | we || =8 s | w
Gammaropsis sp 566 | 14.5% Aonides oxycephala 112 9. 0% 106 | 16.9%
Uf yaze’ # 464 | 11.9% N IAZAE 88 | 7.1% N FF22F 94 | 15.0%
2005/5 (N k=A% 392 | 10.0%| [2008/11 [yay3Ik" 78 6.3% 2016/9 Micronephthys sp 74 | 11.8%
vl Lt =" 190 | 4.9% foisi Ukl 74| 6.0% 44 7.0%
Ampelisca sp 180 | 4.6% Photis sp 64 | 5.2% R BMM 36 | 57%
VWLt =t 110 | 17.2% Corophium sp 1562 | 12.8% Aonides oxycephala 36 5 7%
N FHZARE 48 7.5% Photis sp 152 | 12.8% N IFZAEL 36 8.9%
2005/8 |Aonides oxycephala 46 7.2%| [2009/7 |n° F%=2Ft 124 | 10.4% Sabellaria sp 36 8.9%
TRy 9F 36 | 5.6% 9% 93zt 64 | 5.4% 2017/1 30 71.4%
Glycera sp 34| 53% igigE kil 60 | 5.0% Eunice sp 28 6. 9%
Polygordius sp 276 | 26.2% Aonides oxycephala 222 8. 4% Aonides oxycephala 24 5.9%
N FEZAEE 170 | 16.1% VYA EL 198 1.5% 152 | 23.1%
2005/11 [Aonides oxycephala 50 4.7%| [2009/10 [Sabel laria sp 178 6. 7% Urothoe sp 106 | 16.1%
Eunice sp 48 | 4.6% N 2R 126 | 4.7%| |2017/8 |n 54=3%t 80 | 12.2%
Y)AER 32 | 3.0% HEENT 126 | 4.7% Micronephthys sp 54 | 8.2%
Polygordius sp 396 | 13.5% N FFZAE 304 | 17.2% Thera hiEL 26 4.0%
Scolelepis sp 186 6. 4% Y wE 146 8.3% Micronephthys sp 70 | 13.5%
2006/2 |{b1° p4F 170 | 5.8%| |2011/7 |Aonides oxycephala 68 | 3.9% 60 | 11.5%
N FEzAE 116 4.0% fiisiZukyilgl 58 3.3%| [2018/1 54 | 10.4%
Wy 3% 106 3. 6% HEENT 54 3. 1% 30 5. 8%
Scolelepis sp 246 | 20.5% H8 Fyaze’ 44 5. 8% N IEAR 30 5.8%
N SRR 138 | 11.5% N 512AF 40 | 5.3% T 82 | 23.6%
2006/5 |42 3k ¥ 104 8.7%| 12012/2 |Aonides oxycephala 38 5. 0% DEEN 48 20 5. 7%
Micronephthys sp 86 1.2% T4 ME 34 | 4.5%| |2018/8 [{hytvakt 20| 57%
Photis sp 66 5.5% R ENF 32 4.2% Notomastus sp 12 3.4%
Photis sp 412 | 14.2% Aonides oxycephala 198 | 12.8% 12 3.4%
hy° yaze’ 246 8.5% Lumbrineris sp 108 7.0% N AR 76 | 16.5%
2006/8 (N 5AzA%d 188 | 6.5%||2012/7 |n F4=2%t 90 | 5.8% 44 | 9.6%
Sabel laria sp 144 | 5.0% JEENT 48 88 | 5.7% |2019/1 |Aonides oxycephala 38 | 8.3%
MLVE 126 | 4.4% 073" 14 78| 5.1% Eunice sp 26| 57%
Sosane sp 106 9.2% N HA% 188 9. 4% Pista sp 2% 5. 7%
pr R lE ] 70| 6.1% Aonides oxycephala 178 | 8.9% N SRR 454 | 39. 8%
2006/11 (79834 4 6| 5ol ., [pME 04| 4% 150 | 13. 2%
LN % 58 | 5.0k it By HEe 9 | 4.5%| 2019/8 118 | 10.4%
Maldanella sp 52 | 4.5% R4 86 | 4.3% 76| 6 7%
ML/ 260 | 8.5% e Ih 4R 86| 4.3% Aricidea sp 46| 4.0%
Aonides oxycephala 202 6. 6% i LEIFY 100 | 16.3% Scolelepis sp 4,058 | 89.1%
2007/2 (N 54zAEd 180 | 5.9% Aonides oxycephala 52 | 8.5% e VIR 56 | 1.2%
A b W7 12 | 8. 741,15/ |Aricidea sp 421 6.9 15020/1 [Aricidea sp 540 1.2%
Polygordius sp 110 | 3.6% N I3 34| 5.6% Micronephthys sp 50 | 1.1%
Scolelepis sp 364 | 8.9% AR B 22| 3.6% 2 0
iviid el 326 7. 9% MLyH 22 3. 6% Scolelepis sp 224 | 27.4%
2007/5 Phoi.:ls sp 274 6. 7'%? HEEMN 48 160 9. 4% Aonides oxycephala 76 9.3%
-~ oe| b 2 o ey
i . H4LYF . BTy o
W A=A 26 | 8.84 |*"? [@mmim 58 | 3.4% il wl i
. 0|
g1 k7] 142 | 5.5% Sigambra tentaculata 52| 3.1% Belelels & 350 | 35.4%
2007/8 [¥ & Y13 % 116 4.5% ERd: =] 52 3.1% Aricidea sp 30 8. 1%
v AR 98 3.8% N A% 110 | 13.2% 2021/2 [ 51=3%+ 20 4. 0%
Lumbr|r_1f;r|s latreilli 96 3. 7% Aonides oxycephala 98 | 11.8% TemieEs aareaiala 38 3 8%
HIEERT 152 | 14.5%| |2014/8 |Scolelepis sp 66 | 7.9% 28| 2.8%
Eunice sp 78 1.5% @R E Y 34 4.1%
Notomastus sp 78 7.5% WML B 32| 3.8%
2007/11 |#FzB0¥F 32| 3.1% eI AR 298 | 29.8%
B4 93w 30| 2.9% MLV E 72| 71.2%
Micronephthys sp 30 2.9%| 12015/1 |9%Ebs 48 68 6. 8%
Aonides oxycephala 30 | 2.9% Aonides oxycephala 54 | 5.4%
Scolelepis sp 1,554 | 57.5% Eunice sp 44 4. 4%
N F23% 256 | 9.5% Mediomastus sp 82| 8.0%
2008/2 |fhtA3 H4FE 134 | 5.0% MLYB 78| 7.6%
LY E 90 | 3.3k| |2015/8 |n" =A%t 70| 6.8%
Aonides oxycephala 82 | 3.0% Aonides oxycephala 50 | 4.9%
Scolelepis sp 226 | 17.4% Urothoe sp 50 4. 9%
N HAE 154 | 11.9% ME 114 | 20. 4% Lo
2008/7 |$#424° 4 62 | 4.8% Micronephthys sp 66 | 11.8% ikl
Sabellaria sp 52 | 4.0%| 2016/1 |n" 5#=2% 36| 6.4% BiEamM
Seme langulus sp 481 3.7% 743 bR 32| 57Th HAEYP — B
Aonides oxycephala 26 4. 6% BN
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AT Akm-3 AT Akm-3 AT Akm-3
&7 7 (Eﬁ%) aa || A 7 (ﬁ{) aa || =8 7 | we
Photis sp 148 8. 1% 720 32| 11.1% Maldane sp 262 | 20.6%
N JAZA% 140 7. 7% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 24 8.3% N JEZAEL 232 | 18.2%
2005/5 |F° 47AT4YAR 132 7.2%| 12008/11 |4y noxEbs 22 7.6%| [2016/9 |n73 #{ 132 | 10.4%
Prionospio sp 102 5. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 16 5. 6% Sosane sp 80 6. 3%
Eunice sp 94 5.2% YavjIE 16 5. 6% Y M E 54 4.2%
801" 4 138 | 10.3% )38 12 9.0% 07314 80 | 27.6%
b A3azE 92 | 6.9% Sigambra tentaculata 56 | 7.0% Prionospio sp 46 | 15.9%
2005/8 |357v3° pMF 84 6.3%| |2009/7 |#FzENHFT 54 6.8%| [2017/1 |#AsEHHFT 18 6.2%
Prionospio sp 76| 5.7% E08YM 52 | 6.5% Sigambra tentaculata 18] 6.2%
Photis sp 64 | 4.8% Photis sp 46 | 5.8% Musculista sp 121 4.1%
N FHZAR 228 | 19.8% IO AD 4 478 | 24.2% Photis sp 728 | 24.0%
A vaysIe 76 | 6.64 |)009,10 s k]l 102 | 5.2% Maldane sp 382 | 12.6%
2005/11 | $R 2 BP9 60 | 5.2% LRAENY, 74 | 3.79| |2017/8 | 2O 228 | 7.5%
Sigambra tentaculata 50 | 4.3% 73 14 64 | 3.2% 073 44 162 | 5. 4%
Ampe | isca sp 48| 4.2% 1hYF33% 142 | 22.8% #9084 140 | 4.6h
4-3H 134 | 8.0% 073" 14 86 | 13.8% Maldane sp 286 | 21.6h
94" tyare’ 98 | 5.9% LYEN ¥ iR 50 | 8.0% i i 140 | 10.6%
2006/2 5 - 2018/1 [Prionospio sp 128 | 9.7%
otis sp 98 5.9%| |2011/7 |Sigambra tentaculata 30 4. 8%
YRR A4 76 | 4.5% LB 18| 2.9% A1 60 | 4.5%
Photis sp 106 | 16. 4% 35797 M 18] 2.9 VRN ¥4 vFe) R 401 3.0%
Caprel la sp 62 | 9.6% J90AH 4 18 | 2.0% LLe il 366 | 16.5%
2006/5 |n 54=2%t 44 | 6.8% 0731 14 188 | 39.8% N FFIRE 238 | 10.8%
AR E 36 5 6% Sigambra tentaculata 22 4 7% 2018/8 Sigambra tentaculata 236 | 10.7%
Marphysa sp 26| 404 )0, [EEEHF 20 | 4% ;:T’d‘::e‘s 122 ; 15?’
95 tyaze 138 | 10.8% Sosane sp 20 4.2% - p - 90
N SAZAR 122 | 9.6% Marphysa sp 18 3.8% i 132 | 28.8
2006/8 |9-H 112 | 8 8% Wagelona sp 18| 3.8% hrjionosnliofisn 106 | 23. 1%
AT 4 74 07T 78 | 25.7%| |2019/1 Sigambra tentaculata 42 9. 2%
1 AE 20| 3.1% BIVA 4 32 | 10.5% Maldane sp 281 61k
Sigambra tentaculata 32 | 14.4%| |2012/7 |Magelona sp 20 6. 6% Magel?na ol 16 3. 5%
(MR WL 30 | 13.5% Mal dane sp 20 | 6.6% Anpe|isca sp 16| 3.5
7T M 20| 9.0% E0HWM 16| 534 ik 8 | 9.6
2006/11 — Sigambra tentaculata 82 9.1%
Marphysa sp 10 4.5% 0TI H 62 | 19.6% =
T ME 8] 3.6 Polygordius sp 52 | 101y |201Y/8 [EATIM 821 9.1h
- - 45793 14 F 68 7.6%
Acoetes jogasimae 8 | 3.6% [2013/2 |Magelona sp 26 8.2% P
- N IEZRE 50 5. 6%
Caprella sp 156 9. 0% Sigambra tentaculata 18 5.7% eI & 2 172
TR AD 4 116 6. 7% AR WLV R 14 4. 4% FrEY 56 13' )
2007/2 |9-vB 114 6. 6% W73 78 | 17.5% - -
- Sigambra tentaculata 26 6.2%
Sigambra tentaculata 70 4.0% #R R4 48 | 10.8% Mediomastus sp 20 48
98" tyaze 70 4.0%| |2013/8 | 208 40 9. 0%| |2020/1 AR 16 3 8%
#R R BN 114 | 15.0% gkl 38 8.5% FO0Rh A 16 3. 8%
Sigambra tentaculata 50 6. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 24 5.4% EroroepioYoulchne 16 3.8%
2007/5 HI-Tr:I‘ M : 50 6. 6% 0731 0 286 | 20.3% Wagelona sp 16 3 8%
Prionospio sp 44 5.8% +vafl 258 | 18.3% FrERY 506 | 31.3%
A?nides oxycephala 36 4. 7% 12014/2 Si§ambra tentaculata 78 5. 5% T 264 | 16.3%
I B, 36| 4.7% V7' MYTR 46 | 3.3% |2020/8 o 208 | 12.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 82 | 13.8% Nephtys sp 44 3.1% e AR 84 5. 2%
071’ 7“14 50 8. 4% E0YM 120 | 24.2% 077 1 954 | 33.3%
2007/8 |447v3° nE 34 5. 7% 1hY+va%l 84 | 16.9% R OIREr] 282 9. 9%
MR VbR 34 | 574 |2014/8 [Em73 14 48 | 9.7 |2021/2 [Prionospio o 206 | 7 2%
Prionospio sp 30 5. 0% Maldane sp 22 4. 4% Sigambra tentaculata 130 7. 5%
hh yaysIE 64 | 15.5% Mediomastus sp 16 3.2% TR A A 128 | 4.5%
iR EMM 44 | 10.6% W71 324 | 49.2%
2007/11 |&072° 74 38 9.2% Sigambra tentaculata 36 5.5%
Sigambra tentaculata 28 | 6.8%| |2015/1 |#AsEN¥HPY 26 | 4.0%
Y/ Ik 22 5.3% Maldane sp 24 3. 6%
0730 38 | 12.4% N EZAR 20 3. 0%
Sigambra tentaculata 30 9.8% 7 M 112 | 15.1%
2008/2 1 1% 18 5. 9% N FFZAE 110 4.8%
Y/ ATk 14 4.6% [2015/8 |#Rea#E 54 7.3%
Marphysa sp 12 3. 9% Magelona sp 40 5.4%
{¥h3a1t” § 12 3.9% E0@MM 36 4. 9% ) i
iR ENIF 102 | 11.4%, 0710 150 | 32.6% —
2008/7 FA/nh 4 68 7.6% 2016/1 Sigambra tentaculata 36 7.8% B R B
= 448 66 | 7.4% 573" pE 32 7.0% BiEamM
#3508 4 56 | 6.3% HThRME D4 28 [ 6.1% s —&%EE
BRI
T Ot - REBWPIE)
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AT Akm-4 AT Akm-4 ATl Akm4
%8 % ({‘E@}fi’{) #e || 8 A% (gﬁ%) #a || =8 % ({g{fﬁ) e
Gammaropsis sp 2,056 | 35.3% RaZy 504 | 15.8% -V v93h 4 1,068 | 29.6%
331t 596 | 10. 2% VEEN 48 214 [ 674/ |, 0o [V N AR 470 | 13.0%
2005/5 |75 331t & 206 | 3.5%| |2008/11 |Lanice sp 196 | 6.2% YEEN 48 146 | 4.0%
Corophium sp 196 3. 4% 1¥h31E § 150 4.7% YR ADT 4 126 3.5%
W Jare 186 | 3.2% R B 128 | 4.0% yav3IE’ 132 | 6.1%
Z9i YA A 350 | 10. 1% e 526 | 9.7% b p3aze’ 112 | 5.2%
Gammaropsis sp 284 | 8.2% Rezy 478 | 8.8%| [2017/1 |40% 43 nq& 110 | 5.1%
2005/8 [ERYAAD £ 252 | 7.2%| |2009/7 |y van £ 238 | 4.4% TUE N 43 1 100 | 4.6%
BT W 240 | 6.9% (yh3aIE B 214 | 4.0% VEEN 4 72| 3.3%
Ampelisca sp 158 | 4.5% PEEN 4R 200 | 3.7% Piid ] 270 | 11.9%
EEN 48 256 | 12.5% Lanice sp 852 | 16.8% Wed i omastus sp 122 | 5.4%
Ampelisca sp 134 6.5% JEENT 4R 408 8.0%| (2017/8 |yn 43" #4Ft 76 3. 3%
Y3 hqE 114 | 5.5% SHRRH A 390 | 7.7% Gammaropsis sp 76 | 3.3%
2005/11 Nephtys sp 82 | 4.0% 2009/10 WAYIE # 158 | 3.1% Ampelisca sp 76 | 3.3%
Lembos sp 74| 3.6% g2kl 154 | 3.0% Zyi YRR A 102 ] 8.7%
ERYARD A 74 3. 6% A4 3 hiF 154 3.0% Y RE R 72 6. 1%
Y3zt 842 | 23.0% LA EW iR 238 | 11.5%| |2018/1 [Ampelisca sp 68 | 5.8%
Gammaropsis sp 464 | 12.7% R BN 18| 5.7% {yh3at’ ® 66 | 5.6%
2006/2 [ERVAAN £ 278 | 7.6%| [2011/7 [3#an 4 110 | 5.3% STy 53 | 4 0%
hEEN 228 | 6.2% 1¥h3a1E" # 90 | 4.3% Ampel isca sp 468 | 11.2%
Ampe | isca sp 160 | 4.4% hREN 48 88 | 4.2% YEENT 4 398 | 9.5%
Gammaropsis sp 1,244 | 18.0% A £ 344 7.9%| [2018/8 [Gammaropsis sp 230 5.5%
Corophium sp 500 | 8.5% U4 Azt # 342 | 7.8% =98 VAN 4 160 | 3.8%
2006/5 |1k yazE & 544 | 7.9y [2012/2 |33zt 316 | 7.2% N U R 144 | 3.4%
{yh31zt & 306 | 4.4% AMVERG: 206 | 4.7k Ampel isca sp 186 | 10.1%
9k VAR § 270 | 3.9% 19/YRER 204 | 47% KHUEERT B 154 | 8.4%
Lembos sp 410 | 8.5% AN £ 218 | 654 ) o /y [Armandia sp 150 [ 8.1%
Gammaropsis sp 362 7.5% FOAMVEN i 216 6. 4% Maera sp 132 1.2%
2006/8 [Zy& vAh £ 318 | 6.6y [2012/7 [fREZEIMF 192 | 5.7% e 68 | 3.7%
EFYARD 4 204 | 6.1% 2973 ER} 170 | 5. 1% Gammaropsis sp 68 | 3.7%
W YT M 210 | 4.3% Y3 pH 154 | 4.6% Ampelisca sp 406 | 8. 7%
& ate & 374 | 8.3% R0 S 272 | 12.0% Lembos sp 322 | 6.9%
Photis sp 204 | 4 5% 479331t # 192 | 8.4%| 12019/8 [y vah 264 | 5. 7%
2006/11 [Anpe  isca sp 190 | 42y [2013/2 |3 U3 p 124 | 55% AIREN R 252 | 5. 4%
EMAR A 186 | 4. 1% En" b 41 92| 4.0% 54 9T B 22 | 4.8%
Aonides oxycephala 170 | 3.8% Lanice sp 68 | 3.0% Gammaropsis sp 944 | 13.3%
Anpel isca sp 40| 8.1% LRIk 244 | 7.5% ey 600 | 8.5%
ERARD A 366 | 7.2% sy I 228 | 7.0% 19020/1 [3u4 97 1A% 572 | 8 1%
2007/2 [4v4331E" % 240 | 4.gy| |2013/8 [N Un 4R 148 | 4.6% Grandidierella sp 554 | 7.8%
HEEN 4R 240 | 4.7% vilduak. ] 110 | 3.4 Lanice sp 368 | 5 2%
Aonides oxycephala 22 | 4% Li%ic2 izl 108 | 3.3 1 I3 ME o | 7.8%
WA ST MR 4,978 | 45.04 Atk 310 | 7.6% 5% 93 pE 72| 6.0%
Photis sp 626 | 5.7% St 24 6O\ e HBIEE 62| 5.2
2007/5 |55Fa¢ 1 556 | 5,04 |201/2 [HF VT MH 212 | 5.2 (2008 e o g 62| 5.2%
TR 390 | 3.5% i - 202 4 9% 19 UAER | 3. 7%
Aonides oxycephala 252 2.3% Gamnﬁropms £l 182 | 4 5% Ampel isca sp 41 3.7%
VT M 92 | 184 JELts 430 | 10.5% (y93TE 70 8.9
ey 300 | 6.0% S 288 | 7.0 BEIEELT 144 7.6%
2007/8 [y yah 4 28 | 5.1% Shone sp 144 | 354 loog1/2 [4 13 o | 49
s " 12014/8 17" MpUTRE 134 | 3.34 Sy ,
W5 H3E 232 | 4. 6% L S 9T 1R 84| 4.4%
KHEEN B 210 | 4. 2% LS Ll 122| 3.0h 8 YaIE B 76| 4.0%
: BT M 122 | 3.04
Lanice sp 380 | 22.3% =
. TRk 122 3.04
S Ul 5% 331t 664 | 10.8%
2007/11 .’ﬂiﬂ;E\ij%Fﬁ 70 4 1://“ Grandidierella sp 466 7. 6%
18 s ] 68 | 408 \o015/1 [xpoxcts 282 | 4.6%
A?njdes' oxycephala 52 3. 0“/? AR A 196 3oy
T &I 9T 132 | 8.8% Necralsp TR
SIE 126 | 8.4% REE 0l 6o
2008/2 Lan!ce sp 116 1. 7% DEELT 4 136 6. 4%
Aonl(ies oxycephala 96 6. 4% 2015/8 | @B 108 5 1%
vhiduilh 62 4.1% Corophiun sp 88 | 4.2
SERANA 232 | 12. 8% TR A 80| 3.8 A Bl
LRt 156 | 86k 54 97 1M 154 | 6.0% R E
2008/7 |Eunice sp 58 3.2% VTN 1 152 5. 0% P ——
ekl 54| 3.0 |9016/1 [SHRn # 12| 4.4y e
paidunt 52 2. 9% Ampelisca sp 92 3. 6% ﬁfﬁfé}]%Fﬁ_&,\*ﬁ
AR BN 9| 3.5% R B
Z D fth GRHZ - TRE ENFI %)
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YiifiE  Ykm-1 YUfEg  Ykm-1 YU Ykm-1
£ L o | we || %5 s el | we || %5 7 o | we
LR 374 | 23.1% IN A 73R 3 WK 216 | 22.4% 503 01 664 | 52.7%
foisiz k7] 258 | 15.9% 1h)+vagt 112 | 11.6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 126 | 10.0%
2005/5 [{b3° H4F 170 | 10.5%| [2008/11 |#RFzEhmF 96 9.9%| [2017/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 120 | 9.5%
yap 23 hiE 118 7.3% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 96 9. 9% 707 heb In 4% 52 4.1%
Nephtys sp 76 4. 7% Sigambra tentaculata 50 5.2% R EN Y 28 2.2%
Hb 2D 4 446 | 62.3% 433" h4 158 | 22.0% e 1,644 | 41.9%
#REEN MM 100 | 14.0% Sigambra tentaculata 98 | 13.6% b 7R 838 | 21.4%
Capitella sp 70 9.8%| (2009/7 |#FsBHIIFY 48 6.7%| [2018/1 |2 40" 4 152 3. 9%
2005/8 Sigambra tentaculata 40 5.6% YA hh 4 46 6. 4% Pontocrates sp 136 3.5%
Y RINE 6| 0.8% NE 9% D FL 38 | 5.3% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 18 | 3.0%
Notomastus sp 6] 0.8% foinics Jszil) 68 | 10.9% N EEN 2,630 | 75.2%
13 2% 6| 0.8% VA7V 4 52 | 8.4% foinics Jszil] 154 | 4.4%
YIS 2 6 0. 8%| |2009/10 [Mediomastus sp 48 7.7%| [2018/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 126 3. 6%
Moh 5" 4% 364 | 34.1% Sigambra tentaculata 40 6. 4% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 98 2.8%
P33T W 160 | 15.0% M 4hYtea 32 5.1% IN AT 9333 WE 78 2.2%
2005/11 |Glycinde sp 98 9.2% 1h)vagt 196 | 27.5% [N 338 | 61.9%
Pseudopolydora sp 70 6. 6% WARPUbKE] 178 | 24.9% Sigambra tentaculata 36 6. 6%
Nephtys sp 42 3.9%| |2013/8 |#RAZENHFT 34 | 4.8%| |2019/1 |Sthenolepis sp 26 4.8%
1hY1vaFt 162 8. 5% F3'v7 24 3. 4% IV A 18 3.3%
A4 ha" hqFL 158 8. 3% Sigambra tentaculata 24 3.4% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 16 2.9%
2006/2 M7 AR 152 8. 0% 1h)1va®t 344 | 33.9% [N 1,550 | 67.7%
Glycinde sp 88 4.6% JE T AN A 76 7.5% pigi kvl 116 5.1%
Mediomastus sp 88 | 4.6%| [2014/2 |#BR:BNIFY 68 | 6.7% [2019/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 76| 3.3%
V38 88 4. 6% Harmothoe sp 34 3. 4% Pseudopolydora sp 50 2.2%
Corophium sp 2,458 | 65.3% FUINE B AT 32| 3.2 il ! 481 2.1%
E= W LE =t 248 6. 6% M4yt 48 | 28.2% Corophium sp 4,436 | 59.9%
2006/5 |#BAzENHIFY 128 3.4% Ampel isca sp 18 | 10.6% 43 0 634 8. 6%
v 148 16 | 3. 1% B 16 | 9 4% |2020/1 [nf 947 %t 500 | 8. 0%
IMNA9IR T W 98 | 2.6% i )h AR 8| 4.7% Caprella sp 216 | 3.7%
b AR 4 33,984 | 87.7%| |2014/8 [Y3A 294 430" 4 6| 3.5% Parapr ionospio sp (BE!) 260 | 3.5%
T4 3,288 8. 5% 9RaLYF} 6 3.5% 53 0 392 | 44.4%
2006/8 |Y47%h" 4 170 0.4% ' FbES 6 3.5% Sigambra tentaculata 108 | 12.2%
Heteromastus sp 120 0.3% Sigambra tentaculata 6 3.5%| |2020/8 [HFn yyazk’ F 106 | 12.0%
Polydora sp 118 0. 3% Heteromastus sp 6 3. 5% Perioculodes sp 62 7.0%
IN A D3R T W 1,652 | 64.1% Mediomastus sp 384 | 23.2% YR 54 | 6.1%
£399/51E 164 | 6.4% AL ENIFT 144 | 8.7% Corophium sp 2,306 | 70.4%
2006/11 | B14FT 90 | 3.5% [2015/1 [9E 44 a0 4 132 | 8.04 IN 93K T R 242 | 7.4%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 90 3.5% Nephtys sp 120 7.2%| 12021/2 |5 W33 04 238 7.3%
Mediomastus sp 46 1. 8% Prionospio pulchra 96 5.8% Nephtys sp 82 2.5%
IN #9381 Wk 162 | 14. 0% 53 0 510 | 30.5% 39Y/01E 60 1.8%
[NERE(Y 144 | 12.5% 1)t 466 | 27. 9%
2007/2 |kbbE R0 4 140 | 12.1%] |2015/8 | #Rfz@H¥IFT 74| 4.4
Glycinde sp 96 8. 3% Gyptis sp 72 4.3k
e 92 | 8.0% Far 5 | 3.3%
IN #9321 Wk 286 | 14.1% Corophium sp 5,038 | 71.6%
N AT AR 224 | 11.0% AhU1a 416 | 5.9%
2007/5 [Sigambra tentaculata 208 | 10.24| [2016/1 |4 b TR 288 | 4.1%
Prionospio sp 194 | 9.5% 5 I3 14 172 | 2.4%
N 448 162 | 8.0% HE T B4 156 | 2.2%
A AR 4 6,362 | 46.5% 5033 1 1,286 | 59.6%
TH) 2,152 | 15.7% Sigambra tentaculata 126 5. 8%
2007/8 |Chaetozone sp 1,088 | 7.9y| [2016/9 |ZK A793A° 3" YU 114 | 5.3%
boh" B 4% 978 | 7.1% iz B 98 | 4.5%
73hvan" 4 492 3. 6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 50 2.3%
I 4 D3A° T 3K 200 | 17.6% Corophium sp 472 | 21.5h
(D% 138 | 12,19 43 322 | 18.7%
2007/11 [Paraprionospio sp_(B&) 104 | o 1g| [2017/1 |8 b bR 146 | 8.5%
M 4473 74 6. 5% IN A 73R T WE 94 5. 5%
Mediomastus sp 70 6. 2% Mediomastus sp 80 4. 7%
N OET NAFL 346 | 16.6%
MR 196 9. 4%
2008/2 |IK 4 73R 3 UK 118 5. 7%
Sigambra tentaculata 114 5. 5% JL 151
9'»;;“ X ;gg 1;. 9% = 2 EWM
t;]’ﬁl 1 290 12: ‘.7): LSLE iy — pe
2008/7 [ 957 MH 266 | 11.9% REBYM— KR
1IHaR 130 | 5.8% B BYM
Sigambra tentaculata 122 | 5.4% Z Dih (3BT - R SPIE)
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Y18 Ykm-2
YUiEE  Ykm-2 YUt Ykm-2 YUiEE  Ykm-2
#R % SR 4 o | we || =8 % | ws
YR 1,838 | 66.0% Rz E M 48 | 10.6% YYUR F 644 | 50.0%
7Y vvanh 4% 244 8.8% 707 e U AR 46 | 10.1% 2017/8 YA 168 | 13.0%
2005/5 [Nephtys sp 104 3. 7% {2008/11 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 44 9.7% FINE B4R 42 3.3%
Prionospio sp 100 3. 6% YR Hh 4 30 6. 6% EE IR 36 2.8%
LAY 56 2.0% Mon" Bh 4% 28 6. 2% LYERE{) 296 | 16.2%
FINE B4R 126 | 27.2% YA 4 152 | 17.7% 2018/1 R 272 | 14.9%
ZUH A4 52 | 11.2% Sigambra tentaculata 84 | 9.8% FINE 0 4% 184 | 10.1%
2005/8 [397 51 U7 478 16 3.4 (27 [@pmm ] 91 Y 9h 4 138 | 7.6%
A4 14| 3.0% FUNE A 4 76| 8.8% YR & 456 | 60.3%
M AhY+a 14 3.0% @R 64 | 11.9% YA N4 52 6. 9%
7707 N U AR 68 | 20.9% YR h 4 62 | 11.5%| [2018/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 36 | 4.8%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 56 | 17.2% 797 heE U 4E 32 | 5.9% Mediomastus sp 36 | 4.8%
2005/11 | ###2 BP9 16 | 4.9%| |2009/10 [+4 439472 2u | 4 4y /3Y90akyE 24| 3.2%
hb yayIIe 141 4.3% n AR 2| 4.1% Phoronis sp 520 | 38.7%
VO 50 4R 12| 3 Sthenolepis sp 2 | 4 1% TR 330 | 24.6%
A" 4% 170 | 21.0h Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 22 | 4.1y| |2019/1 UK & 98 | 7.3%
L 128 | 15.8 i B 34 | 12.5% 4% % | 6.7%
2006/2 |Musculista sp 108 | 13.4% Nephtys sp 2% | 9.6% YA Ih 4 60 | 4.5%
Euchone sp 50 | 6.2% VAR 20 7.4% YR F 92 | 19.2%
Nephtys sp 32 | 404 [2013/8 re rents s 1w 5 BN PT 68 | 14.2%
VR 4 930 | 53.8% ey 2 am VA b A 62 | 13.0%
Neph'tys sp 156 9. 0% PR 12 4.4 20198 Sigambra tentaculata 22 4. 6%
2006/5 g:?:pﬁonospio sp (BE) 1:32 161 g: )1k 2 2.0 '/d?'Ctra “sp’ % o
! X AR 18 7 4% 5Y9nakyFt 20 4.2%
LAV 58 3.4% Jan A4 - 18 74% FheAD 4 FL 20 4.2%
Corophium sp 58 3. 4%| [2014/2 AT T 16 6. 6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 20 4.2%
YA 94 542 | 36.6% oy 161 6.6% YA I 4 1,056 | 48. 4%
VIR T 250 | 16.9% 1A E 61 6 6% Nephtys sp 106 | 4.9%
2006/8 (7°v7° hvb Uh 4FL 176 | 11.9% Heteromastus sp 121 27 3% 2020/1 |& b MT7EL 92 4.2%
10)Fva%t 60 4.1% I EN S 3| 18.2% b 2D 4 80 3.7%
Phoronis sp 54 3. 6% prynye 4 9 1% BB 76 3.5%
hh vyaysIe 52 | 12.4% VR 4 0 1% Sigambra tentaculata 86 | 22.2%
A BN 40 9. 6% LSHANTE Y71 2 45% A B 64 | 16.5%
2006/11 (7" 97" 540 Vb 4% 36 8. 6% PrE ey 2 4' % 2020/8 Y3904 48 | 12.4%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 32 | 7.7%| |2014/8 'ﬁl‘;u 2T 2 o Parapr ionospio sp (BE!) 18] 4.6%
YA A 28 | 6.7% preproy 2 4' o Mediomastus sp 16 | 4.1%
Corophium sp 1,230 | 55.2% 0 — Corophium s 1,152 | 58. 4%
TR b7 1%} 2| 454 2 2 : 0
YA A 166 | 7.4% AT = 2| 254 b ooy LR 314 | 15.9%
2007/2 [HbbE 204 98 4. 4% T 1‘*771: 2 4' 5% 2021/2 |33th Eh % 80 4.1%
TyhIB" 4 80 | 3.6% 71$'J§tl~'°_ 5 4' = Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 58 | 2.9%
Nephtys sp 74| 3.3% T = =B 24| 2.2y
Vb A 1,176 | 28.9% LML 154 | 19, 1h
V9K B 988 | 24.24| 0151 [R/A3LE 66 | 8.2
2007/5 |5 337 14 294 | 7.2 by 140433 521 644
Corophium sp 294 7.2% AR 2D 4 40 5. 0%
Sigambra tentaculata 130 3.2% Liisi2 5/ ig 48 | 20.9%
SR A 156 | 27.5% Heteromastus sp 32 | 13.9%
WUk B 60 | 10.6% 9RaILYF} 14 6. 1%
2007/8 |1 EmFT 56 | 9.9y| [2015/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 14 6.1%
Sigambra tentaculata 20 | 3.5% Mediomastus sp 10| 434
W 20 3. 5% EALYTUR 2 10 4.3%
Phoronis sp 82 | 28.9% b 41472 10] 4.3
AF Y3551E" 26| 9.2 b4 250 | 25.4%
2007/11 797 5 Un 4R 24 | 8.5% b2y ’171 4‘ 206 | 20.9%
Nephtys sp 20 7.0% 2016/1 |Kbb 204 50 5.1%
Sthenolepis sp 16 | 5.6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 42 | 4.3%
Paraprionospio sp (BH) 16 5. 6% LSl 40 4.1%
YR 4 510 | 43.3% R B 32| 9.6%
Nephtys sp 96 | 8.1% VR4 26| 7.8%
2008/2 |#BFsEhmFY 82 7.0%| [2016/9 |Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 26 7. 8%
HhME 2D 4 64 | 5.4% Gyptis sp 20 | 6.0%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 54 4. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 20 6. 0%
YA I 4 564 | 56.3% YR I 86 | 11.7% R
ikl 64 | 6.4% Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 56 71.6% o
2008/7 |Nephtys sp 62 | 6 2%| [2017/1 [Heteromastus sp 56 | 7.6% Hi 2 2P
Sigambra tentaculata 4| 4.4 33Hh° EH 4 50 | 6.8% RAEBH
Prionospio pulchra 38 | 3.8% Euchone sp 46 | 6.3% AP ELE
REBYM
T Ot - REBWPIE)
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Y28 Ykm-3 Y2iEE  Ykm-3 Y2iEiE  Ykm-3
£ % i | wa || =4 7 ok wa || #8 w4 | ma
YR 4 4,082 | 76.4% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 106 | 20.0% 073 01 404 | 33.6%
W73 p 228 4.3% (e 82 | 15.5% Prionospio sp 142 | 11.8%
2005/5 |[Sigambra tentaculata 130 2. 4%| 12008/11 | €073 4 48 9.1%| |2017/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 120 | 10.0%
AR ENPIFT 102 1.9% Sigambra tentaculata 42 7.9% Lumbrineris sp 98 8.2%
F3/0H0° A4 90 1. 7% R REE] 34 | 6.4% Heteromastus sp 70 | 5.8%
073 04 128 | 27.0% 071 H 106 | 16.4% 7101 196 | 16.1%
Heteromastus sp 50 | 10.5% Sigambra tentaculata 92 | 14.2% Prionospio sp 160 | 13.1%
2005/8 Sif;ambra tentaculata 38| 8.0% 2009/7 ¥ {W:li M' 72 | 11.1%| |2018/1 Lumbrirjeris Sp 86 | 7.1%
AP UbEE] 26 5. 5% TR A A 54 8. 3% Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 82 6. 7%
Chaetozone sp 20 | 4.2% Lumbrineris sp 20| 3.1% Mediomastus sp 80 | 6.6%
1h)tvagt 20 | 4.2% Paraprionospio sp (BH!) 20| 3.1% 714 282 | 19.9%
LI TER 52 | 29.2% &0 7R 310 | 13.9% Lumbrineris sp 164 | 11.6%
Paraprionospio sp (B! 20 | 11.2% YR A 166 | 7.5% [2018/8 [Prionospio sp 100 | 7.1%
Heteromastus sp 14 7.9%| [2009/10 |Sigambra tentaculata 142 6. 4% Sigambra tentaculata 96 6.8%
Mediomastus sp 14 7.9% Paraprionospio sp (BH!) 142 | 6.4% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 88 | 6.2%
Sthenolepis sp 6 3.4% 0710 142 6. 4% W71 112 | 37.8%
2005/11 (54 93" n4%d 6| 3.4% P L] 122 | 16.4% Heteromastus sp 46 | 15.5%
Nephtys sp 6| 3.4% Sigambra tentaculata 86 | 11.6% [2019/1 |Lumbrineris sp 22| 7.4%
e 6 3.4%| |2013/8 |®nFa H4 58 7.8% Prionospio sp 14 4.7%
Notomastus sp 6 3. 4% Mediomastus sp 44 5.9% b3 pME 12 4.1%
EALYTUN = 6| 3.4% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 34 | 4.6% Lumbrineris sp 148 | 19.7%
10Y1va% 6| 3.4% Heteromastus sp 260 | 13.7% 714 118 | 15.7%
YR I 4 244 | 18.7% 077 7 190 | 10.0%] |59;q/g |Terebellides sp 98 | 13.1%
AN TR 90 6.9%| |2014/2 |e#yyazt’ &t 138 7.3% Sigambra tentaculata 56 7.5%
2006/2 |07 74 86 | 6.6% Sigambra tentaculata 112 | 5.9% Nephtys sp 48 | 6.4%
1 4% 78| 6.0% Mediomastus sp 112 | 5.9% Prionospio sp 48 | 6.4%
JEHh AN A 68 | 5.2% Heteromastus sp 322 | 34.2% Mediomastus sp 718 | 14.3%
YR b4 1,214 | 64.1% 07114 252 | 26.8% Prionospio sp 612 | 12.2%
IE HH AR X 86 | 4.5% |2014/8 [Sigambra tentaculata 62 | 6.6%| |2020/1 |v"hh "4 336 | 6.7%
2006/5 |4 b hY7R 62| 3.3% R B F 28 | 3.0% rybun” 4 280 | 5.6%
Terebel lides sp 46 | 2.4% Corophium sp 24 | 2.5% Lumbrineris sp 248 | 4.9%
U AR 36 1.9% 071 i 218 | 21.5% Sigambra tentaculata 106 | 46.1%
YR 4 110 | 10.5% Heteromastus sp 92 | 9.1% Heteromastus sp 36 | 15.7%
foisid Lyl 104 | 9.9%| [2015/1 |Sigambra tentaculata 78 | 7.7%| |2020/8 |#ERLENHIFT 8| 3.5%
2006/8 [n73" 14 104 9.9% Mediomastus sp 58 5. 7% Lumbrineris sp 8 3.5%
(hYF3a%t 84 | 8.0% Prionospio sp 59 5.1% Prionospio paradisea 8| 3.5%
570331 76 7.3% 071 n 560 | 35.5% Euchone sp 2,086 | 70.7%
5 3 170 | 13.3% Heteromastus sp 118 | 7.5% Paraprionospio sp (BZ!) 186 | 6.3%
071 H{ 122 9. 6% (2015/8 |#RAZENMPFY 114 7.2%| |2021/2 |Mediomastus sp 94 3.2%
2006/11|Sigambra tentaculata 68 | 5.3% Paraprionospio sp (B&!) 110 | 7.0% Pseudopolydora sp 54 | 1.8%
Prionospio sp 68 5.3% Lumbrineris sp 66 4.2% Sigambra tentaculata 52 1.8%
B yavsIe 62 4.9% 071 h 204 | 24.9%
A RD 4 1,610 | 37.0% Heteromastus sp 90 | 11.0%
3 708 | 16.3%| [2016/1 |#ybyp” 4 16 9. 3%
2007/2 [#YpYh°4 298 | 6.9% Sigambra tentaculata 46 | 5.6%
2K 240 | 5.5% BB 38 | 4.6%
YYUR # 174 4.0% w730 564 | 25.7%
YR oh 4 2,174 | 36.5% e V) 526 | 24.0%
tEER 1,162 | 19.5%| [2016/9 |Mediomastus sp 120 5.5%
2007/5 [Yyuk #t 2712 | 4.6% Prionospio pulchra 110 | 5.0%
ReoRE] 224 | 3.8%h Heteromastus sp 74| 3.4%
R BPT 182 | 3.1% 071 14 378 | 18.0%
FREEN L 324 | 36.9% Mediomastus sp 258 | 12.3%
sk 50 | 5.7%| |2017/1 |Paraprionospio sp (BZ!) 176 | 8.4%
2007/8 |¥073° H4 40 4. 6% Prionospio sp 158 7. 5%
Sigambra tentaculata 34 3.9% Prionospio paradisea 150 7. 2%
Lumbrineris sp 30 3.4%
Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 246 | 22.9%
433" h4 164 | 15.2%
2007/11 |42 Bh4PY 64 5. 9%
Sigambra tentaculata 58 5. 4%
071 h 58 5. 4%
53T M 1,548 | 38.3% A Bl
vz [onir AN i 2 i
= i .
3 9 4 296 | 7.3% hidi bl _
SR 22| 6.2% RABYM —HRER
53 718 | 57.2% ERE8HM
Sigambra tentaculata 8] 6.2% Z D GRS - REBWPE)
2008/7 |®A73 H4 72 5. 7%
iR EM 30 2. 4%
Mediomastus sp 30 2. 4%
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K 18 | 12.2% Sthenolepis sp 66 | 39.3% YR 42 | 16.4%
Sthenolepis sp 18 | 12.2% YR hh A 26 | 15.5% EfyyaIE # 42 | 16.4%
2005/5 |Sigambra :tentaculata 18 | 12.2% 2008/11 M‘L’/E._ i 24 | 14.3% 2017/8 Si.gam?ta 'tentaculata 20| 7.8%
334950 4 14 9. 5% hb yaysIe 8 4. 8% hh yaysIE 20 7.8%
Nephtys sp 14 9. 5% YA 4 6 3. 6% Sthenolepis sp 18 7.0%
Sthenolepis sp 18 | 23.1% /3Y903Ly %L 6 3.6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 18 7.0%
Heteromastus sp 12 | 15.4% YR 42 | 11.7% Sigambra tentaculata 46 | 23.7%
2005/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 10 | 12.8% Sigambra tentaculata 42 | 11.7% Sthenolepis sp 20 | 10.3%
b3 0% 8 | 10.3%| |2009/7 |HyE" v/ 42 | 11.7%| |2018/1 |zyavh’ =%} 16 | 8.2%
Nephtys sp 6 1.7% h-ER 40 | 11.2% AI3Y790° 4R 14 7. 2%
Sthenolepis sp 28 | 16.9% Paraprionospio sp (BH) 34 9. 5% Mediomastus sp 10 . 2%
B yaysIE 24 | 14.5% Sthenolepis sp 80 | 22.5% Sigambra tentaculata 22 6. 7%
2005/11 |49+ #4498 18 | 10.8% rybya 4 74 | 20.8% Sthenolepis sp 14 | 10.6%
Sigambra tentaculata 14| 8.4% 2009/10 YR hh A 24 | 6.7%| [2018/8 ﬁﬁﬂ??ﬁ%Fﬁ 8| 6.1%
Mediomastus sp 12 1.2% iR M 16 | 4.5% NhAE 8| 6.1%
Mediomastus sp 62 | 21.2% Nephtys sp 14 3.9% Nephtys sp 8 6.1%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 42 | 14.4% Paraprionospio sp (BH!) 14 3.9% Sthenolepis sp 8 | 20.0%
2006/2 Y& 4n 4 24| 8.2% EYyyaIE # 126 | 31.5% Sigambra tentaculata 41 10.0%
Nephtys sp 18 6.2% /3Y9naLyEl 38 9. 5% Chone sp 4 | 10.0%
Euchone sp 18 6.2%| 2013/8 |Y&" 444 34| 8.5% BV NDL] 2| 5.0%
Sigambra tentaculata 98 | 17.0% Sigambra tentaculata 30 7.5% LY REES 2| 5.0%
E#yyaIE” & 98 | 17.0% ERLKGa VLK 26 6. 5% THE DA 2 5. 0%
2006/5 YR A 90 | 15.6% 058" 4% 24 | 10.7% Parélac'ydo?ia paradoxa 2| 5.0%
Nephtys sp 26 4. 5% 2014/2 ERLKEaPF DK 22 9.8%| |2019/1 [7VE"$yn"#1° 14 2 5. 0%
Magelona sp 26 4.5% FA/n40 4 18 8.0% Heteromastus sp 2 5.0%
Mediomastus sp 26 | 4.5% E¥yyaze # 18 | 8.0% Mediomastus sp 2| 5.0%
K 28 | 15.6% Heteromastus sp 8 | 25.0% Euchone sp 2| 5.0%
Sthenolepis sp 28 | 15.6% 1h#8 4] 12.5% Ty 91K 2| 5.0%
2006/8 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 20 | 11.1% Sigambra tentaculata 4] 12.5% h7" hIvagh = 2| 5.0%
Sigambra tentaculata 121 6.7% Prionospio sp 4] 12.5% g Z§ 2| 5.0%
Nephtys sp 12 6.7% 2014/8 faisiz k]! 2] 6.3% 33th EN £ 2| 5.0%
1% v#) 8 62 | 41.3% Prionospio pulchra 2 6. 3% 1% v B 38 | 10.9%
Sthenolepis sp 28 | 18.7% ATEY VEL 2 6. 3% ez’ & 38 | 10.9%
LYEN % vFvh 18 | 12.0% EN M= 2 6.3%| |2019/8 [Sigambra tentaculata 36 | 10.3%
2006/11 |{b2" $4F 6| 4.0% pividdval 2| 6.3% YA A 28 | 8.0%
oinig k| 41 2.7% M4y 2| 6.3% Nephtys sp 18] 52%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 41 2.7% Sigambra tentaculata 12 | 14.6% tYyyazt’ # 64 | 11.0%
Bh yaysie 41 2.7% Heteromastus sp 8| 9.8% Y F 58 | 10.0%
Euchone sp 178 | 22.9% 2015/1 Armandia sp 8 | 9.8%| [2020/1 Sthen?lepis sp 52 | 9.0%
Corophium sp 84 | 10.8% EfvyaIe # 8 9.8% yMIBT 4 50 8. 6%
2007/2 |#yhp4 74| 9.5% foisiz k7l 6| 7.3% WK 2| 1.2%
e 66 | 8.5% Mediomastus sp 6| 7.3% Sigambra tentaculata 74| 19.0%
Prionospio pulchra 48 | 6.2% Sigambra tentaculata 14| 17.9% WK 46 | 11.8%
Sthenolepis sp 40 | 20.4% Bb yayIIE 10 | 12.8%| |2020/8 |[E#yyazt’ &l 46 | 11.8%
gkl 20 | 10.2%| [2015/8 |{v% v¥vhB 8| 10.3% Magelona sp 22 5. 6%
Nephtys sp 20 | 10.2% Heteromastus sp 8 | 10.3% piniz k7] 20 | 5.1%
2007/5 |=344" 148 14 7.1% Mediomastus sp 8 | 10.3% Mediomastus sp 66 | 15.1%
ERLKGaPr DK 121 6.1% Sigambra tentaculata 10 | 15.6% Paraprionospio sp (B%!) 52 | 11.9%
Mediomastus sp 12 6.1% Sthenelais sp 8 | 12.5% [2021/2 [E#yyazt H 40] 9.1%
Myriochele sp 121 6.1% Mediomastus sp 6| 9.4% Sigambra tentaculata 36 | 8.2%
N AR 12 | 11.1%| [2016/1 |E4yyaze” 6 9. 4% I 30 6. 8%
Sigambra tentaculata 10 | 9.3% YR hh A 4] 6.3%
2007/8 faisiz k7] 8| 1.4% Heteromastus sp 41 6.3%
Nephtys sp 8| 1.4% RS YR 4] 6.3%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 8 7. 4% 73 H 24 | 15.2%
Scolelepis sp 8 1. 4% Sigambra tentaculata 22 | 13.9%
LAYV 10 | 19.2%| |2016/9 |#RAzEn¥FT 10| 6.3%
Sthenolepis sp 10 | 19.2% /3Y9naLyEl 10 6. 3%
Sigambra tentaculata 6| 11.5% E V=] 10 6. 3%
2007/11 =
Heteromastus sp 4 1.7% 7204 24 9.1%
1R WLVE 41 1.7% E#oyaIE § 24| 9.1%
H=EE B DM AN A E 4 1.7% Mediomastus sp 20 7. 6%
2017/1 =
Euchone sp 262 | 41.7% Sigambra tentaculata 18 6. 8% A 151
Corophium sp 104 | 16.6% K 14 5.3% P
2008/2 [Siganbra tentaculata 2] 5.1% Parapr ionospio sp_(B) 4] 5.3 ELES VL7
Sthenolepis sp 28 4. 5% RIE B
R BPT 22 | 3.54 BABYMrH—HREE
ER:: 6| 37.5% BRREMM
R 2] 125 Z 0t (@ BREDNFIS)
9FInth 4 2 | 12.5%
2008/7 Sthenolepis sp 2| 12.5%
R<=pLt:" 2| 12.5% —
Heteromastus sp 2| 12.5% 7 —&$788
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YR 4 108 | 24.0% Sthenolepis sp 28 | 15.2% Terebel lides sp 96 | 30.8%
Efyyare’ # 104 | 23.1% 7N 28 | 15.2% Paralacydonia paradoxa 32 | 10.3%
2005/5 |Prionospio sp 30 6. 7% 2008/11 Paralacydonia paradoxa 20 | 10.9%| (2017/8 [hb vays1E 20 6. 4%
Terebel lides sp 22 4.9% TYE FUn 37 14 14 7. 6% Ophiodromus sp 16 5.1%
Rev RG] 18 4. 0% #RAZENPIFT 12 6. 5% 1MR WLYR 16 5.1%
Efyyare’ § 56 | 25.5% Efyyaze’ § 12 6. 5% Paralacydonia paradoxa 60 | 14.6%
Terebel lides sp 24 | 10.9% E4yaIE # 94 | 22.7% 1MR WLV R 42 | 10.2%
2005/8 |€n77 #( 16| 7.3% WK 78 | 18.8%| [2018/1 [Sigambra tentaculata 34| 8.3%
fRRZ B 10 4.5%| 12009/7 |/3)9naLyEL 36 8. 7% Lumbrineris sp 26 6. 3%
/3Y9RabyEL 10 4.5% Terebel lides sp 32 1.7% AHHEEN E 18 4. 4%
Sthenolepis sp 22 | 20.4% 07 n 20 4. 8% Paralacydonia paradoxa 84 | 16.6%
Sigambra tentaculata 14 | 13.0% Terebellides sp 68 | 25.0% Lumbrineris sp 74 | 14.6%
2005/11 LEN 3% vR00 8 12| 11.1% Paralacydonia paradoxa 28 | 10.3%| [2018/8 |Lumbrineris longifolia 70 | 13.8%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 12 | 11.1%| [2009/10 |Sigambra tentaculata 26 9. 6% 1M RAV R 46 9.1%
/3Y9nabyE 6 5. 6% 1MR FAV B 18 6. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 30 5. 9%
b3 2% 6 5. 6% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 14 5.1% 1MR AV B 20 | 25.6%
E4yyaIe’ # 84 | 25.0% 073" H4 40 | 24.1% Harmothoe sp 6 7. 7%
Euchone sp 42 | 12.5% 1M RV E 18 | 10.8% Sigambra tentaculata 6 1.7%
2006/2 (2" 914 26 7.7%| |2013/8 |Sthenolepis sp 14 8. 4% Glycera sp 6 1.7%
Sthenolepis sp 18 5. 4% Sigambra tentaculata 12 7.2%| (2019/1 |#F2E0HPT 4 5. 1%
Sigambra tentaculata 16 4. 8% YR On A 10 6. 0% Paralacydonia paradoxa 4 5.1%
t4#yyaIE” & 626 | 54.5% Sigambra tentaculata 46 | 12.4% Mediomastus sp 4 5.1%
YA 244 | 21.3% 071 04 30 8.1% Ophelina sp 4 5.1%
2006/5 [Sigambra tentaculata 40 | 3.5%| |2014/2 |{MR #LVB 30 | 8.1% HEDEE 41 5.1%
Sthenolepis sp 30 2. 6% TYE 90 #2714 28 7. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 82 | 11.6%
Prionospio sp 26 2.3% Paralacydonia paradoxa 18 4.9% E4yyare’ # 76 | 10.8%
E#yyazE’ # 192 | 22.7% MR RLYR 36 | 32.7%| |2019/8 |Lumbrineris sp 74 | 10.5%
K 106 | 12.5% YR Hh A 10 9.1% igizEokyll 44 6. 2%
2006/8 |Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 84 9.9% Sigambra tentaculata 8 1.3% Paralacydonia paradoxa 44 6. 2%
Sigambra tentaculata 66 | 7.8%| |2014/8 |#RAZEHIHFY 6| 55% Paralacydonia paradoxa 16 | 14.3%
Prionospio sp 56 6. 6% Terebellides sp 6 5.5% R B 14 | 12.5%
E¥yyaIE’ § 24 | 14.3% Ty I B 6 5.5%| 12020/1 [{MR #VLYB 14 ] 12.5%
Sthenolepis sp 20 | 11.9% e 6 5.5% Sigambra tentaculata 12 ] 10.7%
2006/11 [Sigambra tentaculata 18 | 10.7% 1MR WLYE 16 | 14.0% Mediomastus sp 8] T7.1%
K 12 7.1% oisiz k7]l 8 7. 0% E4yyaIE § 134 | 13.5%
073" 4 8 4.8%| |12015/1 |Sigambra tentaculata 8 7. 0% Paralacydonia paradoxa 124 | 12.5%
YA hh 4 18 | 11.5% hEYEENT 8 7.0% 12020/8 |Lumbrineris sp 112 | 11.3%
Sigambra tentaculata 18 | 11.5% EyyaIt’ & 6 5.3% YA N4 54 5. 4%
2007/2 EfoyaIE 16 | 10.3% AMR FYLY B 74| 21.3% Sigambra tentaculata 54 | 5.4%
Prionospio pulchra 14 9. 0% E4vyaIE & 36 | 10.3% MR WLV B 28 | 12.4%
Sthenolepis sp 10 6. 4% 2015/8 073 54 30 8. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 26 | 11.5%
Prionospio sp 10 6. 4% pEvAId S 30 8. 6% |2021/2 |#RHzENFT 20 8.8%
YR 9h 4 96 | 27.0% Paralacydonia paradoxa 24 6. 9% Paralacydonia paradoxa 20 8. 8%
E¥yyaIe’ §l 78 | 21.9% Lumbrineris sp 24 6. 9% 071 h 14 6. 2%
2007/5 |##zENIHFY 32 9. 0% 1R FAV B 16 | 21.1%
Sthenolepis sp 30 8. 4% hEIEEN 16 | 21.1%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 22 | 6.2%| |2016/1 |Armandia sp 6 7.9%
E4yyaIE’ # 34 [ 13.1% E4yyare’ § 6 7.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 32 | 12.3% 707 hE 6| 7.9%
2007/8 (Y2904 28 | 10.8% E4yaIe’ # 42 | 12.0%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 28 | 10.8% MR WAV E 40 | 11.4%
Sthenolepis sp 26 | 10.0%| |2016/9 [¥mF3 #4 38 | 10.9%
Sthenolepis sp 18 | 20.0% 9% v#vH B 24 6. 9%
71 0 10 | 11.1% Paralacydonia paradoxa 20 5. 7%
2007/11 Paralacydonia paradoxa 8 8. 9% 4I~’JZ‘$“/%\"/J§ 16 | 19.0%
R B 6| 6.7% AHDEEN 10 | 11.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 6 6. 7% Prionospio sp 6 1.1%
M 4hYtea 6 6. 7% 2017/1 /3Y9naby &l 4 4. 8%
Euchone sp 68 | 11.8% Paralacydonia paradoxa 4 4, 8%
E4yyaIe’ # 62 | 10.7% TYE U0 427 14 4 4. 8%
2008/2 (z34h" 148 50 8.7% 171973 h4F 4 4. 8%
458 38 6. 6% FH FyR 9IE 4 4.8%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 36 6. 2% ol 151
*/Z"J?J {' - 178 | 57.8% R B
efyyaze § 22 1.1%
Sthenolepis sp 1] 4.5 RIATF
073 44 14| 4.5% BABYMrH—HREE
2008/7 |#As B4 6| 1.9% BRREMM
IEE95H 4 6] 1.9% Z DAt R - R BFIE)
9rInth 4 6 1.9%
LV 6 1.9%
piidnak ;] 6 1.9%
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fhisiz kvl 102 | 11.7% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 92 | 12.0% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 192 | 28.0%
Paraprionospio sp CIH&! 70 | 8.0% #RAENIFT 88 | 11.5% Aricidea sp 48 | 7.0%
2005/5 |Ampelisca sp 68 7.8% Linopherus sp 46 6. 0% Nephtys sp 34 5. 0%
N 5FZ2% 66 7.6% 2008/11 Aonides oxycephala 28 3. 6% 2017/8 Prionospio sp 26 3. 8%
Terebel | ides sp 46 5.3% N 5FZA% 26 3.4% Aglaophamus sp 20 2. 9%
& N MT7E 414 | 14.9% JEviid el 26 3. 4% Paralacydonia paradoxa 20 2.9%
#REEN MM 192 6. 9% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 534 | 22.1% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 344 | 23.6%
2005/8 |Photis sp 138 5.0% Rezyipl 376 | 15.6% Prionospio sp 104 7.1%
N FEZAF} 124 4.5%| |12009/7 |whyayIt’ 104 4.3%| [2018/1 |Aricidea sp 76 5.2%
Ampelisca sp 106 3.8% yap 23 hiE 90 3.7% Eunice sp 64 4.4%
1yh3a1t’ § 202 | 11.5% 79038 4 88 3. 6% Glycera sp 62 4.3%
N IFZAEL 142 8.1% Linopherus sp 180 | 14.0% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 82 | 13.9%
2005/11 |Ampe |l isca sp 142 8.1% TYE RN $3T 1 154 | 12.0% Aricidea sp 64 | 10.8%
EMARD # 124 7.1%| {2009/10 |yn" #2° 4%} 100 7.8%| |2018/8 [Nephtys sp 42 7.1%
TOE 90 #2314 118 6. 7% Phy| lochaetopterus sp 90 7.0% Eunice sp 30 5.1%
EMARD A 460 | 12.5% B 86 6. 7% Nard 28 4. 7%
Zyik VAN A 278 7. 6% Paraprionospio sp CI%! 402 | 20.2% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 568 | 19.4%
2006/2 |Gammaropsis sp 212 | 5.8% b 7R 162 | 8.2% Prionospio sp 496 | 17.0%
Paraprionospio sp CI#! 196 5.3%| [2013/8 |#R R4 136 6.8%| |2019/1 |Ampelisca sp 430 | 14.7%
79038 # 164 | 4.5% sz Ukl 92 | 4.6% Prionospio paradisea 222 7.6%
Paraprionospio sp CI&! 138 | 12.6% AHHEEN F 82 4.1% Aglaophamus sp 166 5.7%
gkl 92 8. 4% Lanice sp 326 | 10.7% Paraprionospio sp GI&! 158 | 17.4%
2006/5 |Ampelisca sp 82 7.5% Phy|lochaetopterus sp 272 8.9% Nephtys sp 146 | 16.1%
2y YRR A 56 5. 1%| [2014/2 |34%2h" 4 182 6. 0% 2019/8 Aricidea sp 78 8. 6%
N FEZAE 50 4. 6% Eunice sp 130 4.3% Aglaophamus sp 74 8.2%
sz k| 160 | 19.6% LB 94| 3.1% YTt AL % 38| 4%
Paraprionospio sp CI&! 110 | 13.5% ZyR UAb A 78 6. 0% Prionospio sp 38 4.2%
N IEZRE 50 6.1% 19331t § 12 5. 5% #y3aze’ 196 | 17.6%
2006/8 |kfyyazt” & 46 5.6%| |2014/8 |Eunice sp 60 4. 6% Aglaophamus sp 58 5.2%
Eunice sp 22 2.7% [YERN S 48 3.7% Sthenolepis sp 52 4. 7%
w8 MTE 22 2. 7% Sthenelais sp 42 3.2%| |2020/1 |Gammaropsis sp 50 4. 5%
RN 8 22 2.7% Paraprionospio sp CIH&! 420 | 13.9% Prionospio sp 42 3.8%
Az EN AT 90 | 13.8% vk YaIe # 366 | 12.1% Lanice sp 42 3.8%
Paraprionospio sp Gl 40 | 6.2%| [2015/1 |pqLYE 168 | 5.6% Tyt 42 | 3.8%
DEEN 8 30| 4.6% Aglaophamus _sp 102 | 3.4% Syl VAh A 104 | 14.0%
2006/11 | €073 H4 24 3. 7% 95 fyaze” 88 2.9% Y ME 42 5.7%
N VT EL 18| 2.8% 1yhaait’ 678 | 24.5%| |2020/8 |Sthenolepis sp 40 | 5.4%
Aricidea sp 18 2.8% E4yyaIE’ & 182 6. 6% Jheh yaze # 40 5. 4%
Polygordius sp 18 | 2.8%| [2015/8 |zyk vah’ 4 172 | 6.2% A9y ok 38| 5.1%
Paraprionospio sp CI&! 384 | 22.3% MLy B 154 5. 6% Prionospio sp 644 | 21.7%
LY E 122 7.1% Y3 E 92 3.3% 9k VAR A 348 | 11.7%
2007/2 |N 54zAFL 78 4. 5% Prionospio sp 102 7.6%| |2021/2 [Photis sp 140 4.7%
b3 245 74 4.3% Y9331t § 86 6. 4% Paraprionospio sp CI%! 120 4.0%
B 72 4.2%| 12016/1 |[p{Lhv B 78 5. 8% Aglaophamus sp 118 4. 0%
Paraprionospio sp CIZ! 592 | 16.8% Paraprionospio sp CI& 74| 5.5%
Paraprionospio sp (B&!) 242 6. 9% Sthenelais sp 60 | 4.5%
2007/5 |=34h" 148 196 5. 6% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 186 | 22.5%
Polygordius sp 128 | 3.6% Aricidea sp 78| 9.4%
LYIVhIE 118 3.3%| 12016/9 |Aglaophamus sp 58 7.0%
54 652 | 18.5% B 32 | 3.9%
LY B 202 5. 7% EYyyaIe’ § 30 3. 6%
2007/8 |Paraprionospio sp CI&! 192 [ 5.5% Lanice sp 190 [ 9.1%
N 5tzRE) 172 4. 9% Eunice sp 148 7.1%
Photis sp 128 3. 6% 2017/1 Sthenelais sp 120 5. 7%
b yaysIE 64 6. 0% Paraprionospio sp CI&! 116 5.5%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 58 | 5.4% Armandia sp 88 | 4.2%
2007/11 [n" =35t 52| 4.9% Zyi VAH £ 88 | 4.2
TYE £V 43" 14 50 | 4.7%
sz k| A4 | 4.1%
Paraprionospio sp CI&! 300 | 41.1%
#REBE 46 6. 3%
2008/2 |7YE #yn H2 p4 34 4. 7%
#RA BN 26 3. 6% L 151
Eunice.sp . . 24 3.3% FieELyli
i T LT
2008/7 | b M7EE 72| 4.9% REMYPI—BRRR
Eunice sp 58 | 3.9% BRBYM
R B 56 | 3.8% Z it (#F - MR EBYME)
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NURRERBD LG5 FBOHRS

Y4 Bl Ykeg-2
Y4t Ykg-2 YA Ykg-2 Y4 Ykg-2
B | 4 LELZS =3 EFE | o
FA ER (Bl /n*) & FA (2 (B /n*) & FA E4 (@{z‘km,) =
Terebel lides sp 282 | 21.4% MR RLYE 160 | 23.5% Prionospio ehlersi 144 | 30.0%
MR WAV R 204 | 15.5% Paralacydonia paradoxa 108 | 15.8% Lumbrineris sp 48 | 10.0%
2005/5 Lumbrineris sp 176 | 13.4%||2008/11 |Sigambra tentaculata 84 | 12.3%| |2017/8 |{MR #YLYE 42 8. 8%
Prionospio sp 110 8. 4% Prionospio sp 64 9. 4% Paralacydonia paradoxa 40 8. 3%
Sigambra tentaculata 68 5.2% EfyyaIE # 30 4. 4% Sigambra tentaculata 36 1.5%
b3 h4F 68 5.2% Terebel | ides sp 2,140 | 76.2% Prionospio sp 114 | 11.8%
Terebel lides sp 380 [ 23.2% Paralacydonia paradoxa 112 4. 0% Paralacydonia paradoxa 100 | 10.3%
Lumbrineris sp 322 | 19.7%| [2009/7 |{M& tYLVE 64 2.3%| |2018/1 |Prionospio ehlersi 86 8.9%
2005/8 |{MR AYIE 206 | 12.6% Sigambra tentaculata 62 | 2.2% N FzA%L 68 7.0%
457993 W F} 86 5.3% Lumbrineris sp 52 1.9% Lumbrineris sp 52 5.4%
Sigambra tentaculata 84 5.1% Sigambra tentaculata 158 | 23.4% Sigambra tentaculata 30 | 15.3%
1MR FAVE 128 | 21.8% AMR FLY B 108 | 16.0% Lumbrineris longifolia 20 | 10.2%
Sigambra tentaculata 64 | 10.9%| |2009/10 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 68 | 10.1% 2018/8 1MR #LYE 16 8.2%
2005/11 Magelona sp 58 9.9% Magelona sp 50 1.4% 1% vih 8 12 6.1%
R EN Y 48 | 8.2% Terebellides sp 34| 5.0% foisicx Jkzil) 12 6.1%
Lumbrineris latreilli 28 4. 8% Lumbrineris sp 268 | 21.0% Lumbrineris sp 12 6.1%
Lumbrineris sp 28 4.8% Sigambra tentaculata 134 | 10.5% Paraprionospio sp CI%! 42 | 10.3%
Magelona sp 182 | 12.6%| [2013/8 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 114 8.9% Prionospio sp 34 8.3%
Lumbrineris sp 168 | 11.6% Prionospio ehlersi 96 7. 5% 2019/1 fiisiZ okl 26 6. 4%
2006/2 |{MR WAYE 160 | 11.0% N FEZAEL 96 7.5% #R R4 24 5. 9%
Prionospio sp 102 7.0% Paralacydonia paradoxa 36 | 13.5% Sigambra tentaculata 24 5.9%
b3 pME 80 5. 5% Lumbrineris sp 28 | 10.5% Prionospio pulchra 24 5. 9%
Lumbrineris sp 240 | 17.2%| [2014/2 |Magelona sp 20 7.5% Sigambra tentaculata 32 | 15.5%
b3 W4 E 110 7.9% Notomastus sp 20 7.5% AR VR 20 9.7%
2006/5 Sigambra tentaculata 94 6. 8% 1M FYLYE 20 7.5%| |12019/8 |Prionospio ehlersi 18 8. 7%
Prionospio sp 56 | 4.0% MR by & 32| 13.8% Terebellides sp 18 8. 7%
Terebel lides sp 52| 3.7% Sigambra tentaculata 28 1% Lumbrineris sp 14| 6.8%
Corophium sp 52 3.7%| |2014/8 |Lumbrineris sp 22 9. 5% ATEY R 58 | 15.2%
Prionospio sp 234 | 15.6% Magelona sp 22 9. 5% Sigambra tentaculata 46 | 12.0%
Lumbrineris sp 222 | 14.8% Prionospio sp 14 | 6.0%| [2020/1 |Mediomastus sp 30| 7.9%
2006/8 [{MA F/LVE 146 9.7% MR WLV B 36 | 14.9% A4 ha mE 22 5.8%
Sigambra tentaculata 108 | 7.2% Magelona sp 28 | 11.6% Glycera sp 20| 5.2%
s kil 84 | 5.6% [2015/1 |Sigambra tentaculata 24| 9.9% Prionospio ehlersi 252 | 15.9%
1MR WAV E 236 | 17.4% AHED VEL 18 7. 4% Paralacydonia paradoxa 208 | 13.2%
Lumbrineris sp 178 | 13.1% Paralacydonia paradoxa 16 6. 6% |2020/8 |Lumbrineris sp 164 | 10.4%
2006/11 [Sigambra tentaculata 150 | 11.0% {MR FLYE 34 | 19.8% Sigambra tentaculata 142 9.0%
b3 mME 118 8.7% Lumbrineris sp 22 | 12.8% [MERRY 124 7.8%
Magelona sp 116 | 8.5% 2015/8 Prionospio ehlersi 14| 8.1% 2N 196 | 10.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 146 | 13.3% Magelona sp 14 8.1% Paralacydonia paradoxa 190 | 10.6%
1MR AV B 126 | 11.5% I ER LEa] 10 | 5.8%| [2021/2 |Paraprionospio sp (B&!) 170 | 9.5%
2007/2 | & v400% 108 9.8% e UEL 10 5.8% Prionospio ehlersi 156 8.7%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 104 | 9.5% AFE VR 86 | 19.7% Sigambra tentaculata 146 | 8. 1%
3428 88 | 8.0% Prionospio sp 48 | 11.0%
U AR 356 | 12.6%| [2016/1 |n° 34z=a%d 48 | 11.0%
YR UE 304 | 10.7% Sigambra tentaculata 32| 1.3%
2007/5 |Lumbrineris sp 258 9.1% BB 30 6. 9%
Mediomastus sp 230 | 8.1% Lumbrineris sp 78 | 13.0%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 210 7.4% N FzAF 60 | 10.0%
Lumbrineris sp 308 | 15.5%| |2016/9 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 50 8.3%
Sigambra tentaculata 250 | 12.6% Sigambra tentaculata 44 7.3%
2007/8 |Mediomastus sp 230 | 11.6% Prionospio sp 42 7. 0%
iz B4R 134 | 6.7% Lygdamis sp 222 | 23.T%
YN ARE T 96 4.8% hEEN 48 90 9. 6%
MR LR 130 | 18.6% Lanice sp 60 6. 4%
Siganbra tentaculata 100 | 1a.34 |27 s 56 | 6.0%
2007/11 [Lumbrineris latreilli 90 12.9% Paraprionospio sp CIZE! 50 5.3%
Magelona sp 58 8.3% VB 50 5.3%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 48 6. 9%
1MR #AY B 276 | 17.3%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 196 | 12.3%
2008/2 |Sigambra tentaculata 122 7. 6%
V7" MR 86 5. 4%
b 4 76 | 4.8% A 151
Para‘laf:yfionla paradoxa 276 | 14.1% = 2 EWM
AMR FYLYE 200 | 10. 2%
2008/7 |Sigambra tentaculata 186 9. 5% RETIF
Lunbr ineris latreill] 136 | 6.9% REBYH—HAE
N FFZE 98 | 5.0% BRREMM
T Ot - REBWPIE)
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Y4 i Yke-3
Y4k Yke-3 Y4Bt Ykg-3 Y4ists  Ykg-3
£ e o | we || w5 s o | wa || =8 T B | ma
YR 782 | 29.0% Lumbrineris longifolia 198 | 34.4% 07 5 230 | 18.0%
Prionospio sp 218 8.1% Sigambra tentaculata 102 | 17.7% Lumbrineris longifolia 182 | 14.2%
2005/5 |ynp #3° h4E 216 8.0%| [2008/11 |Magelona sp 28 4.9%| |2017/8 |Y&° 94" 4 160 | 12.5%
Phylo sp 184 6. 8% Mediomastus sp 28 4.9% Sigambra tentaculata 132 | 10.3%
Chaetozone sp 172 6. 4% 073 01 22 3.8% Prionospio ehlersi 92 7.2%
Sigambra tentaculata 122 | 16.0% Lumbrineris longifolia 358 | 21.7% Sigambra tentaculata 116 | 14.4%
<=Lk 106 | 13.9% Sigambra tentaculata 332 | 20.1% Paraprionospio sp (B&!) 80 9.9%
Chaetozone sp 64 | 8.4%| [2009/7 |az®/h 4E 182 | 11.0%| [2018/1 |Lumbrineris sp 56 | 6.9%
2005/8 |Tharyx sp 56 | 7.3% Paralacydonia paradoxa 9| 57% Prionospio ehlersi 56 | 6.9%
Lumbrineris sp 34| 4.5% skl 68 | 4.1% sz k]| 54 | 6.7%
Leitoscoloplos sp 34 | 4.5% Lumbrineris longifolia 134 | 31.3% Lumbrineris longifolia 130 | 19.3%
Mediomastus sp 34 4.5% Sigambra tentaculata 64 | 15.0% 714 108 | 16.1%
Ry<=plt:" 48 | 13.7%| [2009/10 |az€/H" 1% 30 7.0% 2018/8 Prionospio ehlersi 88 | 13.1%
Sigambra tentaculata 38 | 10.9% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 28 | 6.5% Sigambra tentaculata 74 | 11.0%
2005/11 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 38 | 10.9% TYE Y0 43" 74 24 | 5.6% foisi Ukl 28| 4.2%
Chaetozone sp 36 | 10.3% Lumbrineris longifolia 528 | 30.4% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 28| 4.2%
Prionospio sp 22| 6.3% Prionospio ehlersi 214 | 12.3% Paraprionospio sp (BA!) 40 | 14.3%
WK 264 | 12.0%| [2013/8 |Terebellides sp 146 8. 4% 714 38 | 13.6%
Mediomastus sp 198 | 9.0% Sigambra tentaculata 114 | 6.6%| [2019/1 |Sthenolepis sp 32 | 11.4%
2006/2 |Prionospio sp 162 | 7.3% ALE/D AR 82| 4.T% Prionospio ehlersi 32 | 11.4%
Sigambra tentaculata 126 | 5.7% Lumbrineris sp 310 | 39.1% Lumbrineris longifolia 30 | 10.7%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 104 | 4.7% Prionospio sp 102 | 12.9% 73 A 174 | 20. 4%
Chaetozone sp 382 | 20.2% B AD 4 74 9.3% ThEXT H4E 158 | 18.5%
2014/2 — - - -
Tharyx sp 198 | 10.5% Sigambra tentaculata 38 | 4.8% 5019/8 PFIOHQSDIQ ehler§| : 90 | 10.5%
2006/5 |Sigambra tentaculata 130 | 6.9% Nephtys sp 38 | 4.8% Lumbrineris longifolia 78| 9.1%
57793 1% 130 | 6.9% 073" 54 38| 4.8% Sigambra tentaculata 50 | 5.9%
Lumbrineris sp 72| 3.8% Lumbrineris longifolia 110 | 23.1% Lumbrineris sp 50 | 5.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 228 | 15.1% Sigambra tentaculata 82 | 17.2% Mediomastus sp 54 | 26.0%
Chaetozone sp 210 | 13.9%| |2014/8 |%m73 #1 34| 7.1% Sigambra tentaculata 38 | 18.3%
2006/8 |Lumbrineris longifolia 162 [ 10.7% Magelona sp 34 | 7.1%| |2020/1 |EA7a Aq 28 | 13.5%
Tharyx_sp 122 | 8.1% Lumbrineris sp 2| 6.7% Magelona sp 18| 87%
] 94 | 6.2% 073 14 76 | 28.1% s B HF 14 6.7%
Lumbrineris longifolia 116 | 13.2% Lumbrineris sp 52 | 19.3% Lumbrineris longifolia 130 | 20.8%
Mediomastus sp 98 | 11.2%| |2015/1 [Sigambra tentaculata 34 | 12.6% 7 i 64 | 10.2%
2006/11 |Chaetozone sp 84 9. 6% Prionospio sp 16 5.9%| [2020/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 56 8. 9%
Prionospio ehlersi 80 [ 9.1% Magelona sp 16| 594 #He B 42| 6.7%
Sigambra tentaculata 72 8.2% Lumbrineris sp 118 | 37.3% Chaetozone sp 36 5. 8%
Lumbr ineris longifolia 232 | 14.1% 731 46 | 14.6% Mediomastus sp 716 | 19. 5%
143 1R 166 | 10.1%| [2015/8 | m3azt’ 46 | 14. 6% Lumbrineris longifolia 686 | 18.7%
2007/2 |Sigambra tentaculata 128 | 7.8Y Magelona sp 18 | 5.7%| |2021/2 |Paraprionospio sp (BZ) 416 | 11.3%
sz k]! 96 | 5.8% MR RILYE 16| 5.1% FyMb 4 218 | 5.9%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 94| 5.7% 071 M 124 | 21.54 b7 b7 206 | 5.6%
N AR 678 | 16.0% Lumbrineris longifolia 76 | 13.2%
Lumbrineris longifolia 328 7.8%| |2016/1 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 60 | 10.4%
2007/5 |Nephtys sp 306 7.2% Sigambra tentaculata 56 9.7%
Sigambra tentaculata 288 6. 8% b 033zt 40 6. 9%
Tharyx sp 288 6. 8% Lumbrineris longifolia 166 | 31.6%
Sigambra tentaculata 316 | 16. 7% Prionospio ehlersi 44 8. 4%
ALE/BAE 186 9.8%| {2016/9 |En73 #{ 42 8. 0%
2007/8 =344 148 122 | 6.4% Sigambra tentaculata 38| 71.2%
BB 102 5. 4% Lumbrineris sp 34 6. 5%
¥ UE 98 5. 2% 7101 18 | 15.8%
Lumbrineris longifolia 168 | 18.7% Magelona sp 16 | 14.0%
Lumbrineris sp 124 | 13.8%| |2017/1 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 10 8. 8%
2007/11 |Prionospio sp 102 | 11.4% Prionospio ehlersi 10 8. 8%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 62 6. 9% 1MR WLV R 8| 7.0%
07304 54 6. 0%
LAVLK 1,230 | 37.4%
Sigambra tentaculata 202 6. 1%
Lumbrineris longifolia 184 5. 6%
2008/2 |Mediomastus sp 130 4.0%
YA 118 3. 6%
BURE] 118 | 3.64 Bl
Prionospio sp 118 3. 6% FieELyli
Sigmbra emanuizts | 206 | 75 2 AR
2008/7 |94/nth" 4 184 | 13.6% RABYM —HRER
XA 180 | 13.3% ikl
ATE/N AR 68 | 5.0% Z it (#F - MR EBYME)
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NUPREFEHD L

5 FEDHEFE

Y5iEiE  Ykm-6 Y5 Ykm-6 Y5iE  Ykm-6
£5 WA e | we || #8 A | we | | =5 i o | we
N FEZAFL 234 | 19.1% V7" MY 7R 144 | 25.2% Lumbrineris sp 292 | 25.9%
Corophium sp 94 1.7% Paralacydonia paradoxa 120 | 21.0% Sigambra tentaculata 94 8.3%
2005/5 |Lumbrineris sp 52 | 4.2%| |2008/11 |Lumbrineris sp 56 | 9.8%| [2017/8 |Terebellides sp 82 | 7.3%
Glycera sp 50 4.1% Sigambra tentaculata 28 4.9% Paralacydonia paradoxa 68 6. 0%
et 50 4.1% b3 p % 26 4.5% Notomastus sp 54 4.8%
57793 1% 204 | 14.6% Paralacydonia paradoxa 114 | 14.8% N IE2RE 550 | 27.2%
b2 pME 104 7. 4% Lumbrineris sp 90 | 11.7% V7" MYTEE 282 | 13.9%
2005/8 [Notomastus sp 92 6. 6%| [2009/7 |E#yyazt’ & 58 7.5%| [2018/1 |Lumbrineris sp 220 | 10.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 88 | 6.3% WK 54 | 7.0% 1% v B 16 | 5.7%
EyaIE # 84 6. 0% Lumbrineris latreilli 52 6. 8% Paralacydonia paradoxa 112 5. 5%
Lumbrineris sp 264 | 23.1% Aricidea sp 146 | 18.2% Lumbrineris sp 314 | 21.7%
1h3 DME 120 | 10.5% Paralacydonia paradoxa 94 | 11.7% N IAZAE 150 | 13.2%
2005/11 [Sigambra tentaculata 102 8. 9%| |2009/10 |Sigambra tentaculata 64 8.0%| [2018/8 |Notomastus sp 136 | 12.0%
Magelona sp 68 5.9% B yaysIE 52 6. 5% Sigambra tentaculata 84 7. 4%
Terebel lides sp 56 4.9% V7" Mr7E 42 5.2% b2 24F 56 4.9%
Lumbrineris sp 238 | 17.6% Lumbrineris sp 162 | 26.0% Lumbrineris sp 44 | 27.5%
b3 hE 190 | 14.1% A ENIFY 50 | 8.0% Notomastus sp 28 | 17.5%
2006/2 |[Sigambra tentaculata 136 | 10.1% NE VFehEL 46 7.4% 2019/1 Sigambra tentaculata 18 | 11.3%
Prionospio sp 56 4.1%| |2013/8 [{b3" n4%} 38 6.1% Glycera sp 10 6. 3%
Magelona sp 54 4.0% Sigambra tentaculata 34 5. 4% Paralacydonia paradoxa 10 6. 3%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 240 | 9.6% Paralacydonia paradoxa 34| 5.4% Mediomastus sp 10| 6.3%
Lumbrineris sp 174 | 7.0% Prionospio ehlersi 34 | 5.4% Lumbrineris sp 322 | 33.8%
2006/5 Micronephthys sp 154 6. 2% Lumbrineris sp 330 | 27.7% Telzrebel lides sp 286 | 30.0%
e4yaIe” # 138 5.5% N FEA% 100 8. 4%| [2019/8 |Sigambra tentaculata 64 6. 7%
Terebel | ides sp 122 | 4.9%| |2014/2 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 84| 7.1% Paralacydonia paradoxa 32| 3.4%
5428 122 | 4.9% Prionospio sp 78 6. 6% Notomastus sp 24| 2.5%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 188 | 16.3% PR 62 5.2% Sigambra tentaculata 76 | 29.5%
Lumbrineris sp 144 | 12.5% =wre=t 192 | 30.8% Lumbrineris sp 38 | 14.7%
b3 D4R 124 | 10.7% Lumbrineris sp 68 | 10.9%| |2020/1 |Leiochrides sp 16| 6.2%
2006/8 s -
o4 ha mME 60 | 5.2% 2014/8 PIMI=] 38 | 6.1% Mediomastus sp 12| 4T%
iR BN 54 | 4.7% Sigambra tentaculata 28 | 4.5% Magelona sp 10] 3.9
Paralacydonia paradoxa 54 4. 7% Paralacydonia paradoxa 26 4.2% Glycera sp 46 | 12.9%
b 4% 146 | 13.1% 1M TLAE 2 4.2% Sigambra tentaculata 34 9. 6%
B vaysIE 90 8.1% N rA% 50 | 20.7% Paralacydonia paradoxa 28 7.9%
2006/11 [Sigambra tentaculata 86 | 7.7% Sigambra tentaculata 32 | 13.2%| |2020/8 |{MR HYAYE 20| 5.6%
N VR 82 | 7.4%| (2015/1 |#BFsEp1mFd 18| 7.4% Prionospio ehlersi 18] 51%
Mediomastus sp 68 | 6.1% Prionospio sp 18] 7.4% Terebel lides sp 18] 51%
Tharyx sp 178 | 15.2% MR WLV B 18| 7.4% A F 7R 18| 5.1%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 108 9. 2% Lumbrineris sp 178 | 28.0% Sigambra tentaculata 32 | 17.6%
2007/2 |12 #4EL 9 | 7.7% Aricidea sp 56 | 8.8% AR BYLYE 16 8.8k
Sigambra tentaculata 88 7.5%| 12015/8 |#BAsEF 42 6. 6% Leiochrides sp 12 6. 6%
N VPR 86 | 7.4% Sigambra tentaculata 38 | 6.0% |9091/2 Mediomastus sp 12| 6.6%
Mediomastus sp 204 | 11.3% E#yaIE 2 | 4.1% sz okzlel 10 | 5.5%
Lumbrineris sp 128 | 7.1% N tzaE 1,436 | 55.7% Lumbrineris sp 10 | 5.5%
2007/5 |[Paralacydonia paradoxa 126 7. 0% Lumbrineris sp 190 7. 4% Prionospio sp 10 5. 5%
Sigambra tentaculata 124 6. 9% 2016 V7" MYTERE 172 6. 7% Notomastus sp 10 5.5%
N UFE 116 6. 4% 16/1 Sigambra tentaculata 92 3. 6%
Magelona sp 222 | 12.4% Paralacydonia paradoxa 92 3. 6%
Lumbrineris sp 182 | 10.2% Lumbrineris sp 230 | 23.5%
2007/8 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 134 7.5% N R E 198 | 20.2%
NE VR E 108 6. 0% 2016/9 Sigambra tentaculata 68 6. 9%
Sigambra tentaculata 108 6. 0% A BN 46 4.7%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 80 | 14.1% Notomastus sp 46 4. 7%
N UFOE 74 | 13.0% N 51=R%} 366 | 44.2%
2007/11 [{+3° n4%t 44 7.7% Lumbrineris sp 56 6. 8%
Prionospio sp 36 | 6.3% |2017/1 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 54 | 6.5%
1M WA B 36 6. 3% V7" MYTE 54 6. 5%
Paralacydonia paradoxa 146 | 18. 6% Sigambra tentaculata 52 6.3%
1M LY R 90 | 11.5%
Magelona sp 56 1.1%
2008/2 Prionospio sp 48 6.1%
N UFR 40 | 5.1%
gigar:]bradter.]tacu | aza 28 Ig. ;2 i 5
aralacydonia paradoxa .8 —
Lumbrineris latreilli 60 | 12.8% Hi 2 2P
2008/7 ¥ & YAVi%k 30 | 6.4 BAEEYM
MR RLYIR 30 [ 6.4% BAPYM—KEE
Phoronis sp 26 5. 5% B EYM
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Y5iEtE  Ykm-7 Y5t Ykm-7 Y5iEiE  Ykm-7
5 s o | we || =58 2 o | ma || =5 w4 | we
Caprella sp 626 | 12.1% Eunice sp 88 8.3% Urothoe sp 100 7.8%
EIVAE] 492 9. 5% Pseudopolydora sp 68 6. 4% Pseudopolydora sp 58 4.5%
2005/5 |Corophium sp 370 7.2% 2008/11 Sigambra.tentaculata 62 5. 8% 2017/8 Agl‘aophamus sp 54 4.2%
4H42E 254 | 4.9% Prionospio sp 54 | 5.1% LB 54 | 4.2%
foisicd k7Ll 192 | 3.7% Notomastus sp 44 | 4.1% 117494% 52 | 4.0%
Caprella sp 1,980 | 34.6% Armandia sp 44 4.1% Corophium sp 52 4.0%
Corophium sp 434 7.6% Eurydice sp 442 | 19.8% Armandia sp 220 | 10.8%
2005/8 |zyi" vAp' 4 296 5. 2% Urothoe sp 398 | 17.8% Eunice sp 196 | 9.6%
Photis sp 244 | 4.3%| [2009/7 |yAh’ 43" H4EL 160 | 7.2%| |2018/1 |p4LvH 160 | 7.9%
hLVB 130 2.3% Corophium sp 128 5. 7% Micronephthys sp 94 4.6%
Corophium sp 70 6. 0% MLy B 114 5.1% Pseudopolydora sp 80 3.9%
Armandia sp 56 4. 8% ATEY R 418 | 28.4% Polydora sp 68 | 10.3%
2005/11 |Pseudopolydora sp 52 4.5% Urothoe sp 232 | 15.8% Myriochele sp 50 7. 6%
Prionospio sp 48 | 4.1%| |2009/10 |h{LY B 116 7.9%| [2018/8 |Pseudopolydora sp 38 | 5.8%
[SUPMY N 48 4.1% Micronephthys sp 78 5.3% Aglaophamus sp 30 4.6%
1 1% 252 8.5% JhER" YazE # 60 | 4.1% Urothoe sp 28 | 4.3%
Armandia sp 216 7.2% Urothoe sp 206 | 19.9% Limaria sp 1,066 | 18.1%
2006/2 |h4LvE 212 7.1% 93NE} 78 7.5% Gnor imosphaeroma sp 1,052 | 17.9%
7K 9h 4% 190 | 6.4% MLy B 72 | 6.9%| |2019/1 |531p’ (/B 370 | 6.3%
2013/8 -
I (B 178 6.0% Aglaophamus sp 38 3. 7% Armandia sp 344 5.9%
I AR 1,046 | 22. 6% Armandia sp 36 | 3.5% 7 LR 306 | 5.2%
M 4R 222 | 4.8% T 9Vh7 36 | 3.5% Nephtys sp 226 | 11.3%
2006/5 |4EEhs 48 216 4. 7% LY E 448 | 20.4% Eurydice sp 166 8.3%
WMLy B 202 4. 4% Armandia sp 146 6. 6%| |2019/8 [LhyILh3E 160 8.0%
Photis sp 156 | 3.4%| |2014/2 [7%ch7 4@ 146 | 6.6% Photis sp 144 | 7.2%
Corophium sp 140 | 11.3% AW =] 132 6. 0% Corophi inae 122 6.1%
Urothoe sp 122 | 9.9% Eurydice sp 130 | 5.9% RIN 4B 544 | 10.2%
2006/8 [Prionospio sp 118 | 9.5% Caprella sp 2,944 | 63.5% Pseudopolydora sp 452 | 8.4%
JRER YAz & 58 4.7% $u979" YK 878 | 18.9%| [2020/1 |Armandia sp 392 1.3%
WML B 50 4.0%| [2014/8 |Zyk vah" # 60 1.3% Eunice sp 246 4. 6%
Pseudopolydora sp 356 | 14.2% LY E 52 1.1% MLV E 238 4. 4%
i & 230 | 9.2% UK Izt & 50 | 1.1% 1LyB 1,224 | 41.5%
2006/11 [Sigambra tentaculata 170 | 6.8% Corophium sp 968 | 15.9% Corophium sp 218 | 7.4k
Prionospio sp 160 6. 4% Photis sp 462 7. 6% 2020/8 Caprel la sp 102 3.5%
AFIIFFIVE 138 5. 5% 2015/1 |n4LyB 388 6. 4% 2y VAR A 94 3. 2%
Armandia sp 328 | 18.2% LA Izt B 250 | 4.1% Urothoe sp 92| 3.1%
HEENT 4 214 | 11.8% 1¥h3ae” § 192 | 3.2% Limaria sp 166 | 10. 8%
2007/2 |Pseudopolydora sp 122 6.8% $uhh75" 9K 244 | 11.9% Armandia sp 164 | 10. 7%
ME 101 6.1% Urothoe sp 126 | 6.2%| [2021/2 |phyB 106 | 6.9%
2 R 88 | 4. 9% |2015/8 |Aglaophamus sp 100 | 4.9% JhER vazk & 86 | 5.6%
Urothoe sp 546 | 22.9% Caprel la_sp 90| 4.4 LA H 56| 3.7%
by B 356 | 14.9% Eunice sp 88 | 4.3%
2007/5 |Prionospio sp 192 8. 0% MLYE 300 | 17.0%
Nephtys sp 128 5. 4% Micronephthys sp 168 9.5%
Eurydice sp 38 3. 7% 2016/1 |Armandia sp 126 7. 2%
Caprella sp 496 | 19.0% Corophium sp 18| 4 4%
Urothoe sp 368 | 14.1% Anrliies & 5 | 3.2
2007/8 [MLYA 196 | 7.5% Photis sp 2,976 | 42. 8%
Aglaophamus sp 90 | 3.4% [YERR 4 856 | 12.3%
Armandia sp 88 344 2016/9 |Corophium sp 384 5. 5%
Pseudopolydora sp 250 | 15.1% 100" # 288 4.1%
AFED UFRL 166 | 10. 0% 77 297 A% 240 3. 5%
2007/11|Sigambra tentaculata 162 9. 8% SIh 4R 304 8. Th
Aglaophamus sp 9 5. 8% Pseudopolydora sp 280 8.0%
IR F 82 4. 9% 2017/1 |Limaria sp 246 7. 0%
hEENT 4B 334 | 13.7% HEEN R 246 7. 0%
Pseudopolydora sp 266 | 10.9% Corophium sp 238 6. 8%
2008/2 |4b3° m4Ft 194 8. 0%
Sigambra tentaculata 190 7. 8%
Prionospio sp 132 5. 4%
$uhh2v Ik 1,838 | 39.8%
Caprella sp 816 | 17.7%
2008/7 |Sigambra tentaculata 194 4.2% i #l
i yaIE & 142 3.1% B 2 B
Corophium sp 96 | 2.1% LidLN Ikl
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T3 292-4(1) ARUIRBEED LA 5FEDHRE
A1 Afk-1
Al Afk-1 Al Afk-1 Al Afk-1
%8 A% ('%%; na || %8 % Ao% | ms || =8 w4 (’%%; fa
I8 4 118. 64| 84.9% I8 4 61.02] 47.8% Rt 47.72| 82.2%
b 403 13.16] 9.4% 3hym 30.72] 24.0% Y 3R 4.82] 8.3%
2005/5 [4hYF33%t 2.82] 2.0%| [2008/11 b5 141433 18.54] 14.5%| |2016/9 [#5hum 15 2 6%
EEv RN 0.9] 0.6% Heteromastus sp 9.1 7.1% 73137 1.48] 2.5%
FUAVE 3 0.82] 0.6% LR 4.26] 3.3% Crassostrea sp 0.6] 1.0%
M ARY$73 171.94| 49.9% U 95 4 5.56] 32.9% U 9 4 10.74] 57.5%
$b b 4 137.9| 40.1% YR 3.64| 21.5% h)$eakt 2.64| 14.1%
2005/8 |Heteromastus sp 8.12| 2. 4%| |2009/7 |5 h33 B4 2.86| 16.9%| |2017/1 |Heteromastus sp 2.24] 12.0%
y/yan 4 7.1] 2.1% (hYHa% 1.82 10.8% 7197 1.18] 6.3%
] 4.38] 1.3% h3hym 1.62] 9.6% 5 433 M 0.76] 4.1%
P34y0 3.08] 34.5% Z L 71. 64| 46.6% M 48Y$33 12.48] 86.0%
Lyoh' 4%} 2.18] 24.4% 1hY$va% 35.7) 23.2% 73hynh° 4 0.82] 5.6%
2005/11 |y It B 1.5] 16.8%| |2009/10 |A34%A 11.66] 7.6% Heteromastus sp 0.2] 1.4%
£ = 1 |2017/8 o
H4VE 3 1.36] 15.2% I 98" 4 8.14| 5.3% Y 55 0.2 1.4%
5 137 1 0.32] 3.6% 5033 1 6.72] 4.4% YA A 0.12] 0.8%
I 9 4 12.02| 36.3% YUk 98" 4 41.1] 52.7% Lumbr ineris sp 0.12] 0.8%
VRUIIRE 6.82] 20.6% vakplhsel 20.8| 26.T% h3kyn 0.64] 41.0%
2006/2 [Heteromastus sp 5.72| 17.3%| [2011/7 |3%h" 524" 4 6.36] 8. 2% Phy| lodoce sp 0.28] 17.9%
h3hva 2.98] 9.0% 5033 14 2.16] 2.8%| |2018/1 |72° %7 0.18| 11.5%
FUAVE 3 2.5 7.6% h349A 1.9] 2.4% Prionospio depauperata 0.12] 7.7%
$IE 90" 4 136.34] 72.6% $IR 94" 4 81.54| 45.4% Pseudopolydora sp 0.12] 7.7%
M 41333 41.5[ 22.1% YN Ik 29.4) 16.4% YR b4 0.3] 42.9%
2006/5 [H54ym 2.6 1.4% 2012/2 |akh’ 528" 4 25.4( 14.1% Glycinde sp 0.1] 14.3y
SRAIYIRN A 2.56] 1.4% #kvm 12.91) 7.2h Parapr ionospio sp (B 0.1] 14.3%
ALK 5 1.74] 0.9% 93751 10.33] 5. |01/ 150 g 0.06] 8. 6%
b B33 50.44] 49.3% Heteromastus sp 2.81| 36.9% 5N 4 0.04 5.7%
#0904 40.98] 40. 1% 75hym 4 1.53| 20. 1% YIATE 0.04 5.7%
2006/8 [5k0m 2.86] 2.8yl |2012/7 |13 £/ 1.04] 13.6% HE 4 1.52] 67.3%
] 172] 1.7% #ykva 0.4 52 Paraprionospio sp (BE) 0.52| 23.0%
#1397 NIRRT £9y/ 41t 0.4] 5.2kl 12019/1 |Glycinde sp 0.04] 1.8%
Ik 90 4 27892 80. 2% {4 43478 15. 44| 45.3% Polydora sp 0.04] 1.8%
FRTIaE 57.88] 16.6% il 12.08) 35 4% w077 1 0.04] 1.8
2006/11 [Heteromastus sp 7.04] 2.3y [2013/2 :;f}""“ 322 ‘}g;z oy R 4.66] 34.9%
EXLYTYD = 0.98] 0.3% - . ymRy 7 K 3.38] 25.3%
T9F It B 0.38] 0 1% Heteromastus sp 0.56| 1.6% 2019/8 |+734@ 26| 19 5%
A 99 4 244.72] 86.1% b {hY1va 79.3] 52 3% Wt 1.54] 11.5%
I 5Ah 4 27.2] 5.3% 94 54.18] 35.8% 75 4 0.92] 6%
2007/2 |Heteromastus sp 14.18] 2.7% 2013/8 ::E;omastus P i ig 2 33: 7";7{: 7;t; :\'233 ;f gz'n
b 48U 13.1]  2.5% R - -9 NFLAR . 0%
Y 5 55 114 L R 131 0.9% |2090/1 [Zeuxis sp 1.1] 18.0%
0k 91 4 151.5] 64.7% A 0.42| 228 AN 1R, 0.42] 6.9
b AR 38,78 16. 6% KA 0.26| 14.1% Synidotea sp 0.34] 5 6%
2007/5 [{473R 32.94] 12.1% 2014/2 |Prionospio depauperata 0.26| 14.1% LN £ VTR 0.06] 30.0%
Heteromastus sp 352 1.5% ged“""".m”s - 0623 }g 83“ T MR 0.04] 20.0%
o e — — | T s
Zi;zzfjfi: 30,68 9-502 AT 1.74| 10.3% £553735 £ 4 0.02] 10.0%
- 28 12014/8 |$RAsBIMAFT 1.34] 7.9% .
2007/8 |Heteromastus sp 6.7 2.1% 9T 038 22 Pseudopolydora sp 0.02| 10.0%
h3hym 2.34] 0.7% presry 63 1'80, h3kya 1.58] 69.9%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.68] 0.2% .T' - Sl FIFAK 0.3 13.3%
K 9 4 106.1] 81. 8% L 1.89 25 % NJRT" Y 0.221 9.7%
s " FI0° YO8 4 1.2 16.7% : .
A0 1.3 8 7 \ooi5/1 [romymp 4 0.78] T0.9y| |02/2 [Gorophiun sp 0.1} 4.4
2007/11 [Lymh 4%+ 288 2 2% T 076 706 R B 0.02] 0.9%
% : - S F ATATAURRL 0.02] 0.9%
1o 284 2.2 7347 I 0.76] 10. 6% ; o 0 00
£y 41t 2.3 1.8% SO 1026l 52 38 ) ] 9%
TR 44.36] 75.9% o I Ry
5 I3 b 5.04) 8.6kl |5n15/8 [454ym 1.64] 8.7%
2008/2 |3kom. 274 4T 5 IRT M 1.56] 8.3%
7398 4 1.12 1.9 5T 0.8] 4.2
74 0.86| 1.5% Hediste sp 0.36] 16.2%
#0894 148.78] 59.9% prore=y 0 36| 16 2%
vkplise 60.98| 24.6% 977 M 0.28] 12 6% A Bl
2008/7 |4 W33’ 04 22.22 8.9% 2016/1 [#34vA 0.16 7.2% EﬁEEJMFﬁ
ko8 5.58] 2.2 EAh/ITH) 0.14] 6.3% PRy
Heteromastus sp 2.12] 0.9% Glycera sp 0.14] 6.3% e
Heteromastus sp 0.14] 6.3% RATMF— KRB
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& 29.2-4(2) ARULRBEED L5 EOHB
A1 Asg-2
Al Asg-2 Aligts  Asg-2 Alists,  Asg-2
£ A% 205 | ms || =5 i ar% | ma || =8 A JRs | me
E343v25" $h° 4 18.42| 31.0% EXh/a74Y 17.92] 24.0% E753338 #4°4 6.8 33.1%
Corophium sp 8.02] 13.5% k98 4 14.92{ 20.0% T 331h 4 4.84| 23.5%
2005/5 |p3hyA 6.28| 10.6%| [2008/11 |7h=Y 12.9| 17.3%| |2016/9 [F5432° 3 WUk 3.38| 16.4%
Lyn 7Y7hh = 5.8 9.8% 3874 6.92] 9.3% 73hyAn" 4 2.1] 10.2%
K 5.76] 9.7% YR Ih A 6.56] 8.8% h3hyn 20 9.7%
1% v B 2.98| 43.6% W oh 4 23.4| 48.2% F432° 2 WK 3.94| 30.0%
K 2.9| 42 4% YA 20. 36| 41.9% T 331h 4 3.68| 28.0%
2005/8 |#FzENIPY 0.56| 8.2%| |2009/7 |Corophium sp 3.48| 7.2%| |2017/1 |9k w1t )@ 1.28 9.7%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.2 2.9% Sigambra tentaculata 0.5 1.0% Prionospio depauperata 1.2 9.1%
AR 0.08] 1.2% Prionospio depauperata 0.28| 0.6% Tinthyah” 4 1.06| 8.1%
h3hyn 8.12| 73.0% 199 FIR 1.74] 28.2% (SEESEVIE K 73.08| 89.1%
TR I B 0.86] 7.7% FA3R T W 1.34] 21.8% P332 WE 3.24] 3.9%
2005/11 |34 934" 4 0.6| 5.4%| |2009/10 [¥z" 44" 1 1.26] 20.5%| |2017/8 |¥&/nth 18 2.88] 3.5%
MA 4 0.32| 2.9% h3hyn 1.06] 17.2% 73hvEh 4 1.72] 2.1%
®H AR 0.32] 2.9% Lyn 7y7hh = 0.54] 8.8% 991" 24 0.46] 0.6%
ik} 3.3 41.6% E353325 #4074 7.96] 39.5% M4 34.16| 73.7%
E343v25" $h° 4 2.86| 36.0% YA 3.62| 18.0% E353338 #4° 4 4.78] 10.3%
2006/2 |¥E/nth 4B 0.6 7.6%| [2011/7 |h95" Ik 2.86] 14.2%| |2018/1 |nfhymp’ 4 2.98| 6.4%
P32 T WK 0.52| 6.5% LN 7YTHN = 2.66| 13.2% F43R° T WE 2.64] 5.7%
K 0.3 3.8% #9° 0593945h° 4 0.86] 4.3% VoavEt 1.08] 2.3%
h3hym 7.96| 47.4% 199 FIE 8.85| 71.2% E753925 $4° 4 80.78) 61.7%
T4 4.9 29.2% F432° 2 WK 2.86| 23.0% TR 16.16] 12.4%
2006/5 Y2 484 0.96| 5.7%| [2012/2 |Prionospio depauperata 0.23] 1.9%| (2018/8 |p3LyA 13.08| 10.0%
H3{$3° LY 0.76| 4.5% Heteromastus sp 0.11] 0.9% 73Ly0h" 4 7.24] 5.5%
74N’ 4 0.66| 3.9% Mediomastus sp 0.11] 0.9% Loimia sp 4.96] 3.8%
K 6.16| 38.9% E39333%" #h° 4 5.62| 24.8% F5432° 2 WK 0.62| 51.7%
h3hyn 5.9 37.2% h3kyn 4.91| 21.6% Prionospio depauperata 0.24[ 20.0%
2006/8 |nh" 4 3.06| 19.3y%| [2012/7 |Lingula sp 3.7] 16.3%| [2019/1 |49 #9i 0.08] 6.7%
F43R° T W 0.3 1.9% Ly 7Y7hh = 2.9] 12.8% Mediomastus sp 0.08] 6.7%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.14] 0.9% 793" 14 2.47] 10.9% VyavRl 0.08) 6.7%
h3hym 12.78] 90. 6% 3533345 4" ( 78] 90.7% h3hvn 4.74| 24.8%
R 0.66] 4.7% 199" #i 3.48| 4.0% 1hY$3a%t 4.4] 23.1%
2006/11 [y 7Y744° = 0.2] 1.4%| |2013/2 |[F543R° 3" UK 2.2| 2.6%| [2019/8 |Lyn' 7Y7HH° = 4.06] 21.3%
R B 0.16] 1.1% W 9n° 4 1.38] 1.6% N yI9E55h° 4 2.84] 14.9%
Prionospio depauperata 0.12] 0.9% YA hh 4 0.32| 0.4% 7473 1.88] 9.9%
/NN AR 1.3| 31.7% E393338 #h° 4 637. 26| 99.5% Mediomastus sp 1.24| 27.6%
K 0.84| 20.5% 2013/8 9¥73° 04 2.56) 0.4% Corophium sp 0.9] 20.0%
2007/2 }543R° 2" Wk 0.56 13.7% Mfrph}/s? sp' 0.32| 0.0%| {2020/1 |Prionospio depauperata 0.58] 12.9%
Lyn" 7Y7h° = 0.34] 8.3% PF43A° 37Xk 0.12| 0.0% 9$93° 14 0.48] 10.7%
199" FIK 0.22] 5.4% £553328" #4° 4 27.94| 96.9% Vvt 0.38] 8.4%
Mediomastus sp 0.22| 5.4% Mediomastus sp 0.38] 1.3h Y = 6.84] 46.9%
Y3 984 26. 18| 50.1%| |2014/2 |A99" A" 0.18] 0.6% Lyn" 7Y7Hh° = 6.54| 44.9%
#3540 10. 14| 19.4% bR T IR 0.16] 0.6%| {2020/8 |E&/nth 18 1.08] 7.4%
2007/5 |Corophium sp 5.72] 11.0% Prionospio depauperata 0.08] 0.3% YA I A 0.06] 0.4%
Fyi 9IE 2.58| 4.9% YA 9h 4 0.76| 86.4% Sigambra tentaculata 0.04] 0.3%
IR 98 4 1.84] 3.5% Sigambra tentaculata 0.06| 6.8% p34%a 2.08| 26.9%
YR hh A 14.08| 60.9%| [2014/8 |F5432° 2" K" 0.02] 2.3% Corophium sp 1.72] 22.2%
F5432° 2 WU 2.46] 10.6% Glycinde sp 0.02] 2.3%| 2021/2 |31 F9& H1t" 1.34] 17.3%
2007/8 [h75" Ui 1.98] 8.6% Prionospio ehlersi 0.02| 2.3% TN AR 0.88] 11,4y
4$73° 14 1.9] 8.2% DRV 0.36] 25.4% 9373 14 0.8] 10.3%
Glycinde sp 0.82] 3.5% Mediomastus sp 0.32| 22.5%
I 99 4 15.52| 37.4%| [2015/1 [Prionospio depauperata 0.16] 11.3%
195° F% 11.32| 27.3% b3R8 WE 0.14] 9.9%
2007/11 |73479" v 6.32] 15.2% Sigambra tentaculata 0.1] 7.0%
15433 7 R 3.74] 9.0% Lyn 7Y7hh’ = 9.28| 37.4%
YA HH A 2.28] 5.5% i 33Th 4 4.94| 19.9%
099 T8 6.32| 44_5y| [2015/8 |93 4h' 4 4.8] 19.3%
P33T UK 4.22] 29.7% Zeuxis sp 1.62| 6.5%
2008/2 [h3h9m 1.48] 10 4% Fo452° 2" 2 1.38 5.6%
Prionospio depauperata 0.88| 6.2% M4 35.92| 80. 9%
Mediomastus sp 0.4] 2.8% i 33Th° 4 3.22| 1.2k
YA A 10.24] 22.0%| |5016/1 tﬁ?i?:@’fﬂ'{ 0.72] 1.6% n B
1Y% vFrh B 9.58] 20.6% Prionospio depauperata 0.66] 1.5% —
2008/7 (IR 6.14] 13.2% b5432 3" i 0.62| 1.4% B 2 RIS
}543° 3" WY 4.7 10.1% [EVZES 0.62] 1.4% BREMM
9%93° M 3.66] 7.9% s —&%EE
R EM
Z D GRS - REBWPE)
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TR 292-4(3) ARUIREBEED LA 5 EDHEFE
A1Big: Asg-3
Al Asg-3 Al Asg-3 AR, Asg-3
3 w4 A0S | me || =5 A% A0S |ma || =5 A 208 | ms
U5 9h 4 2060. 54| 99. 1% I 91" 4 1444.38] 90.3% YA o4 19.2] 53.5%
) 7.26] 0.3% E 115.24] 7.2% b 41173 10.88] 30.3%
2005/5 |92 4" 4 5.6 0.3%| [2008/11 [agh 52h 4 11.56] 0.7%| |2016/9 |73hymf" 4 1.56] 4.3%
75hmh° 4 21| 0.1% YA b 4 7.7] 0.5% thvHLyh 4 1.44] 4.0%
h34v0 1.54]  0.1% p5hy0 6.9 0.4% Exh/374Y 0.84] 2.3%
UK 9h 4 1458.52| 98.0% Uk 9 4 1289. 88| 97.7% Exh/a74Y 9.7] 51.2%
B ] 9.76] 0.7% PRt 6.9 0.5% Ve, 4.46] 23.5%
2005/8 (4L 5 5.76] 0.4%| |2009/7 [yx 984 6.7] 0.5% [2017/1 [Aypyazy 2.74] 14.5%
M 43 5.6] 0.4% UK 3 5.58| 0.4% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.36] 1.9%
YR b A4 2.34] 0.2% 531 M 3 0.2% 5433 M 0.26] 1.4%
I 9 4 591.78] 77.8% I 9h 4 1445. 44| 89. 0% Y290 4 19.6| 83.8%
YR 04 85.6] 11.2% YR 084 100.76] 6.2% YA HYIE 1.6/ 6.8%
2005/11 [EN" 4" & 28.06] 3.7%| |2009/10 {274 534" 4 25.3] 1.6y [2017/8 |h3kum 0.68] 2.9%
Ih 530 4 24.36] 3.2% Exb/a74Y) 2244 1.4% 73kvan" 4 0.64] 2.7%
h3hyn 12.1] 1.6% WFVRTYLYH” 4 12.22]  0.8% Erh/arYY 0.18] 0.8%
UK 9h 4 1354. 84| 88.3% Ik o 4 1615.54] 98. 6% LELY 7 16.52| 82.5%
I7h A0 4 101.68] 6.6% hkyn 10.7] 0.7% Hnthynh” 4 1] 5.0%
2006/2 |RWFVATIAYD 4 20.7| 1.9% [2011/7 {93 984 5.4] 0.3y| [2018/1 |4hUtvaRt 0.58] 2.9%
e b 4B 14.96] 1.0% 5033 0 3.22] 0.2% Exh/a74Y 0.38| 1.9%
YR b A4 7.7] 0.5% HI4VE 5 1.64] 0.1% ikl 0.34] 1.7%
UK 9h 4 1059. 32| 94. 6% U 9 4 211.54 79.6% Exh/ar4Y 0.68| 49.3%
YA 94 13 1.2% 7N IYBE 54 42.2] 15.9% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 0.36] 26. 1%
2006/5 |afh" 334" 4 12.38] 1.1%| [2012/2 [h3hym 8.96] 3.4% Prionospio sp 0.2| 14.5%
P54y0 308 0 7% IFIRTILYE { 1.54] 0.6% 2018/8 |(Sigambra tentaculata 0.08| 5.8%
WTIARIIIN A 7.92] 0.7% I 5304 0.7] o.3% MIN A% 0.02| 1.4%
904 432.72| 96.4% 90" 4 225.59] 90.3% Glycinde sp 0.02] 1.4%
Exh/374) 5.34] 1.2% YA o4 9.45] 3.8% Mediomastus sp 0.02| 1.4k
2006/8 [p7kvm 3.72| 0.8%| |2012/7 |3k 3 4 5.94] 2.4% hkva 0.94] 23.7%
TR 5 1720 0.4% 25hy0 503 2 0% Prionospio depauperata 0.8| 20.2%
T30 { T 18l 0.3% SR A 118 0.5% 2019/1 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.76] 19.2%
ey 1303 4] 99 3% ik O 4 89 54| 8924 Lymh’ 4%+ 0.54 13.6%
s 26| 0.2% Py 6.5 6 5% 4/ 3741 0.24] 6.1%
200611 P8 2.08] 0.2%] |2013/2 [348E A4 192] 1.9 bR 9.8| 81. 44
VAI97RH A 1.5 0.1% Mediomastus sp 0.58]_0.6% LUAEL:S 12.9) 11. 0%
HUHVE 5 1.4 0.1 VXA 0.5] o.5y| [2019/8 MRS LA 436 374
EAh/a7YY 14| 01% A 9 4 26.28] 61.2% 7L/ 1.48) 1.3
A 90 4 569.1] 99.3% HFTE 7.62] 17.8% Ecalpiialsn 1.32| 1.1%
HHUE 5 0.96] 024 |2013/8 [329h 4 3.34] 7.8% AT 0.961 44. 9%
2007/2 [Wmh A 0.76] 0. 1% 5k 3.32] 774 |2020/1 [PA0HHA 0.3] 14. 0%
73hy0h° 4 0.74| 0.1% URINZE 0.44] 1.0% Mediomastus sp 0.14| 6.5%
0 5% 0.36] 0. 1% PRFCEYY 6.74] 30.1% Pfefldopolydora sp 0.08| 3. 72{:
o 4 2146.62] 7.1 EEED) 5.48] 24.5% _— e
X I 4 21.92] 1.4 [2014/2 [f5kem 3.06] 13.7% A 0.961 25. %%
2007/5 |#RAzENHIEY 19.84| 0.9% Prionospio depauperata 1.4 6.3% 2020/8 :ﬂ?;jjj};ﬁ g}i 3 ;:
/374 12.78] 0.6% IVFYATYLYE 4 1.32] 5.9% —= : —
TS 1220 o Ik o 4 70.88| 54.4% Silgfimbl’fi t?ntaculata 0.02| 0.9%
—— . TYE $In 43 4 0.02| 0.9%
UK 9h 4 2623.76] 98.9% b 4hY39a 45.76] 35.1% .
A 824 0.3 2014/8 9524 81 6. 2% I:Iej:erf)mastus sp 0.02[ 0.9%
= YR N4 1.14( 47.9%
2007/8 [U4L& 5 7.14] 0.3% Exh/374) 2.54] 1.9% ,
- ST 208 1.6% Phy! lodoce sp 0.56| 23.5%
Hf 41372 3.98] 0.1% z ’] = 2021/2 |Mediomastus sp 0.22| 9.2%
I EER 3.32] 0.1% $IE 9h 4 67.8| 95.5% - -
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.12| 5.0%
I8 98" 4 3416.94| 97.8% Erh/ar4Yy 2.22] 3.1% e 6 008l 34
Scapharca sp 18.24] 0.5%| |2015/1 [Prionospio depauperata 0.46| 0.6% -
2007/11 |3k 538" 4 17.64| 0.5% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.16] 0.2%
YR b 4 14.52] 0.4% 758" 4 0.14] 0.2%
IFVARILUD 4 7.52] 0.2% $0 98" 4 102.4] 78.1%
U5 h 4 2090. 58] 97. 4% FoE74I 1 16.76| 12.8%
YR 4 15.68| 0.7%| [2015/8 [¥x" 484 6.78] 5.2%
2008/2 |38 58" 4 13.94]  0.6% 75hvan 4 1.94] 1.5%
#5490 9.18] 0.4y T I3Th { 1.34]  1.0%
ALK 5 522 0.2% Far 2.24] 51.1%
I 90 4 4571. 32| 98.5% Heteromastus sp 0.4 9.1%
ES, 51 28] 1 1%l |2016/1 [eap/ary 0.38] 8.7% A #
2008/7 |5 71 14 414] 0.1% Linopherus sp 0.36) 8.2% HE B
YIRIYIRN 4 3.64] 0.1% Prionospio depauperata 0.28] 6.4% IREN YT
WFVRILYD 4 1.8] 0.0% LNkl bt 4=
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ftk 29.2-4(4) ARUIRBEED LLLI5EOHR
A2 15 Afk—2
A2, Afk-2 A2 Afk-2 A2iEig  Afk-2
£ % B8% | me || =5 A% E0E | ma || =5 % a0L | me
N b AR 30.5| 35.8% [N K 22.62) T1.4% Y54 20.56| 56.0%
NI 18.46] 21.6% ha x4 4.5 14.2% B 12.4] 33.8%
2005/5 [32° k42 94 14.06| 16.5%| |2008/11 |73° v7 1.24] 3.9% 2016/9 Nephtys sp 1.2 3.3%
JAN UM Z 2.68 3.1% 1905 Y R 1,22 3.9% eI AE 0.56| 1.5%
pEziidnal 2.04] 2.4% EYSNR 0.78] 2.5% IR A0 0.34] 0.9%
(SRR 50.22| 65.8% BwhA 92.42| 89.7% Aglaophamus_sp 0.34] 0.9%
Corophium sp 5.66| 7.4% 2009/7 905 3R 3.5 3.4% Glycera sp 0.62| 28.2%
2005/8 |937Ly 3.74] 4.9% Aibh 2D 4 0.6 0.6% hyINgEEN 0.46] 20.9%
LYPRIV] 3.02) 4.0% 250 Y30 A% 0.6 0.6% |2017/1 |n3" 937 0.38] 17.3%
o0 4% 1.96| 2.6% A RD 4 1360. 04| 85.8% AR 0.36| 16.4%
ATEM 36.56| 48.7% #uyanyz 202.6| 12.8% A 0k 0.24| 10.9%
BN 23.54| 31.4%| (2009/10 |akh” 348" 4 3.7 0.2% LN 299.76| 93.0%
2005/11 32" k43" H4 7.46] 9.9% Nectoneanthes latipoda 2.34] 0.1% 2017/8 92474 11.2| 3.5%
Aglaophamus sp 1.94] 2.6% 74 2.16] 0.1% AR 2| 0.6%
Y 9384 1.22] 1.6% By 51.52| 71.3% TIhb A RN A 1.92| 0.6%
I 10.4] 42.6% Siphonal ia sp 16. 44| 22 8% £V A 100.1] 62.2%
1905 W YR 2.88] 11.8%| |2011/7 |evh =% 1.28] 1.8% NIV 31.96] 19.9%
2006/2 [Corophium sp 1.42| 5.8% )3 mE 0.45] 0.6%| [2018/1 |bbE 20" 4 10.96| 6.8%
vk yare' §# 1.24] 5.1% EAh/a74Y 0.36] 0.5% arh A0 A4 6.84] 4.3%
V7" MrY7EE 0.98] 4.0% IR K 114.5| 96. 6% 93rhy 2.06] 1.3%
NIK 38.24| 40.6% DEEN M 1.62] 1.4% b 2DT 4 182.5| 76.0%
Corophium sp 26.46] 28.1%| |2012/2 [9% #yaze 0.41] 0.3% YJTh=Y 41.04] 17.1%
2006/5 |934LY 11.04] 11.7% DEIEENT 0.38] 0.3%| [2018/8 |Erh/a74Y 578 2.4%
LR 3.6] 3.8% DY INEEN 0.37] 0.3% SRAIIAN A 4.84] 2.0%
Photis sp 1.76] 1.9% FHE RD 4 25.58| 67.9% MLYE 0.88] 0.4%
EAh/a74) 2.18| 26.2% Muscul ista sp 5.38] 14.3% B4 25.76| 88.6%
KR AR 4 0.84] 10.1%| |2012/7 3% & v/ 1.88] 5.0% 71 %7 1.24] 4.3%
2006/8 [zyi" vAD" ¥ 0.78] 9.4% hEEN 0.99] 2. 6% [2019/1 |Leitoscoloplos sp 0.46] 1.6%
AR 0.48] 5.8% ha xh' 4 0.54] 1.4% Jayiie’ 0.4 1.4%
FA/nth 4 0.48| 5.8% NI 31.02| 83.0% <= 0.24| 0.8%
yay5IE 0.4] 14.9% VRN 4 1.58] 4.2% b A0 4 178.42] 77.4%
4 58 4 0.32] 11.9%| |2013/2 [73° %7 112 3.08] [yg(q/g [TRRHF 24 10.76] 4 7%
2006/11 [R23b9F%L 0.26] 9.7% AR 0.8 2.1% Erh/ary) 8.14| 3.5%
LY E 0.26] 9.7% EAh/arHY 0.78] 2.1% eI AE 6.92] 3.0%
Nephtys sp 0.24] 9.0% B[ 46.18| 63.8% BN 28.4| 93.7%
By 27.42| 87.9% EXh/ 374y 21.36| 29.5% Spiophanes sp 0.82] 2.7%
A 1.44] 4.6%| [2013/8 (42 3K+ 1.36] 1.9%| [2020/1 [329y" o 0.36] 1.2%
2007/2 [#an' 4 0.8] 2.6% Aglaophamus sp 0.82] 1.1% LYEN $F PR 0.34] 1.1%
Aglaophamus sp 0.44| 1.4% BN RD 4 0.7 1.0% 2y VAR ¥ 0.1] 0.3%
IR 0.42] 1.3% HAAE AR 4 246. 22| 59. 6% NIV 16.46] 91.1%
63.54| 33.5% By 163.36] 39.5% Aglaophanmus_sp 0.64| 3.5%
Wy 43.08] 22.7%| (2014/2 [Nectoneanthes latipoda T16] 0.3u| [2020/8 [15tvac 1 0.64] 3.5%
2007/5 |1f° ¥ 15.4) 8.1% 2] 0.58) 0.1% VAN M4 0.16] 0.9%
8.68) 4.6% IR A 0.44] 0.1% Glycera sp 0.04] 0.2%
6.38) 3.4% 4 53.84| 86.5% Exh/aryy 78.62| 98.8%
17.62| 93.8% AT A 4.28] 6.9% Nephtys sp 0.24] 0.3%
foinieg k] 0.14] 0.7%| |2014/8 |t%+h° 4 114 1. 8w| [2021/2 |33&¥30 04 0.18) 0.2%
2007/8 |Semelangulus sp 0.14] 0.7% Nephtys sp 0.52] 0.8% Aglaophamus sp 0.18] 0.2%
1LY E 0.12| 0.6% Aglaophamus sp 0.5] 0.8% 530" 4% 0.16] 0.2%
41428 0.12| 0.6k Nephtys sp 0.58 29.9%
7hIt’ 2.36] 46.1h LYER $4 vFr)R) 0.32] 16.5%
200711 [THAREE 2874 0.44] 8.6% |2015/1 [Amphicteis sp 0.32| 16.5%
51128 0.4 7.8% 2508 4 0.26] 13.4%
LY E 0.24) 4.T% Leitoscoloplos sp 0.14] 7.2%
YN 27.8| 32.7% ey 6.56| 26.1%
2008/2 L 15.08) 17.7% Glycera sp 3.14] 12.5%
R R AH 4 7.16] 8.4kl 12015/8 [zyk vah 4 2.38] 9.5%
i 6.64] 7.8% Mesochaetopterus sp 2.26| 9.0%
{E‘"/’?]'{\ 29.12) 73.7% 4 1.42] 5.69%
20087 [PHPEEHT 32 8.1% B4 44.5] 90.4%
APhEEN R 1.34] 3.4% V7" MY TR 1.5 3.0%
Thb b AR 4 0.76) 1.9%| |2016/1 |154vat £ 0.32] 0. 6%
2R VA A 0.3] 0.6% L fl
iz B 0.28] 0.6% FieELyli
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A3 B Asg-4

TR 2.9.2-4(5)

ANUMRBEED LA S5 FBOHS

A3ifgig  Asg-4 A3l Asg-4 A3l Asg-4
%A % 2rs | me || =5 % A0S | ms || =5 % At | ma
F/nHh° 4 11.12) 27.4% AP UIEE] 9.22| 68.3% §h793 pE 5.86| 33.3%
2005/5 RIYULY 3.72] 9.2% EAH/374Y) 1.64] 12.1% [ 4.88| 27.8%
[N 2.64| 6.5% |2008/11 |Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 1.2| 8.9%| [2016/9 |73°v7 1.52| 8.6%
Sthenelais sp 2.06] 5.1% FUE N 3 14 0.42] 3.1% 073 0.98] 5.6%
N 1.7[ 50.6% 1328 bh' 4 0.26] 1.9% Sigambra tentaculata 0.76] 4.3%
YR 4 0.52| 15.5% EAh/374Y) 31.64| 49.4% F/0nHh° A4 0.5 13.5%
2005/8 SJ gambr:a tentaculata 0.16] 4.8% 2000/7 53 ?M 19.72| 30. 8%? 2017/1 B:JWZI~~ 71;{ 0.42| 11.4%
b B33z 0.14] 4.2% FA/nth 4 2.96] 4.6% b A33IE 0.34] 9.2%
MoE Y/ 0.14] 4.2% YR 94 2.32] 3.6% K 0.32] 8.6%
Loimia sp 4.1] 36.6% EAh/a74Y 12.72] 67.0% 5r7393 1 E 4.08] 30.5%
EOFE 390 4 1.9 17.0% 2009/10 FA/nth 4 1.02] 5.4% 1h)vas 3.04 22.7%
2005/11 [Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 1.6 14.3% Veremolpa sp 0.4] 2.1%| |2017/8 |Glycera sp 0.76] 5.7%
Sthenolepis sp 0.98| 8.8% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 0.38] 2.0% 073 H 0.72] 5.4%
Thh v/ 4 0.54[ 4.8% T 120.02| 52. 5% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.64] 4.8%
FA/0nHh 4 10.24| 25.7% By 62.7| 27.4% M 4hY3R3 13.88] 61.1%
2006/2 YA 4 4.1] 10.3%| [2011/7 |yyisq5% 13.18] 5.8% Glycera sp 1.48) 6.5%
Thot 2.94] 7.4% I 98 4 7.32] 3.2% R 1.3 5.7%
wHT M 21| 5.3% YR I A 5.22] 2.3 |2 [ es 0.82] 3.6%
e 6.66| 30.2% [N EE 27.64| 54.8% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.76] 3.3%
Corophium sp 2.2] 10.0% 2012/2 Erh/ar4y 7.12] 14.1% Notomastus sp 0.76] 3.3%
2006/5 [F3/nth° 4 1.48] 6.7% FA/0th 4 2.8] 5.6% Glycera sp 1. 48| 30. 6%
YR 94 1.08] 4.9% Glycera sp 2.13] 4.2% 1338 U 4 1.06| 21.9%
Sthenelais sp 1.08[ 4.9% (xR 11.22| 24.4%| 2018/8 |Lumbrineris sp 0.72| 14.9%
5 431 M 0.42] 45.9%] |0, 0 [K 904 10.27] 22.3% 071 M 0.34] 7.0%
20068 A4 6.12] 29.8% EAh/37H) 5.99] 13.0% XA o 0.2 4 1%
FI/00° 4 1.16[ 5.6% FI/ 4 3.57] 1.8% e 4.84] 40.7%
entE 390 4 0.6] 2.9% EEVY e 8.68| 24.7% FN 4 0.86] 7.2%
5 433 1.08] 4195 |00, [T 0 11178 |19 o rapr ionospio sp B 0.82] 6.9
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0. 54| 20.9% EXh/374Y 3.64] 10.4% 073" 14 0.72] 6.1%
2006/11 Medlomasf:us sp 0.14] 5. 43{? ’ﬁ'?ll‘ “}{7] 1 2.64| 7.5% EAh/a7HY) 28.5| 87.7%
Sthenelais sp 0.1 3.9% 3337 H4 30.22| 64.2% IV A 0.9 2.8%
m :fw‘ 534 0.08) 3.1% |0/ ﬂ ki 2.06] 4 4%? 2019/8 438" b1 4 078 2.4%
YA A 0.08] 3.1% 974k 1.92) 4.1% YA hh 4 0.36 1.1%
LN EEN 4.86 51.2% FA/nth 4 1.18] 2.5% 071 14 0.22] 0.7%
K NITR 0.98] 10.3 i IE 14.22] 35.1% pprym=— 1295 28] 99. 4%
2007/2 |Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 0.44] 4.6% tEER 7.86| 19.4% INTVEP D) 11 0.1%
WYY A 0.42] 4.4%| [2014/2 [{EREUAA 45 1115 |5000/1 [175% # o475 ol o
A/t { 0.4] 4.2 E4h/a7H) 2.7 6.7% T oo 0. 1%
H3rhy 11.86| 33.7% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 2.7 6.7% Sthenelais sp 0.66] 01%
937909 3.98] 11.3% [N 11.4] 84.7% /374 0.26] 92.9%
2007/5  [iy99hy 27 1.7% 1514 0.5] 3.7 |2020/8 pEEsay 002l 7.1%
N TR 2.34] 6.6%| [2014/8 [b m3azt’ 0.26] 1.9% ST, 21 52| 55.3%
533" h 1.84] 5.2% Terebel lides sp 0.24] 1.8% o A 5. 12| 13.2%
[N:ERE 0.66( 14.8% Glycera sp 0.16] 1.2% 2021/2 |Paraprionospio sp (BE) 3.08] 10.2%
R 0.56] 12.6% Erh/arHy 4.74| 31.3% LA/ 374 2.84] 7.3%
2007/8 311’7“"7?7]'{ 0.52] 11.7% t{\' 'J?J'~ 18 1.62] 12.8% S 9k AIE 1.86] 4.8%
WEIEENT 0.48| 10.8%| [2015/1 |5 W33 14 1 7.9%
YA 0.46] 10.3% hEpEEM 0.96] 7.6%
YR 11.26| 24.5% Glycera sp 0.8/ 6.3%
2007/11 Fulvia sp 6.84] 14.9% N 40.36| 75.8%
F/nHh° 4 5.02] 10.9% Glycera sp 2.62] 4.9%
EXh/a7Hy 2.86| 6.2%| |2015/8 |Terebellides sp 2| 3.8%
FA/nHh 4 53.28[ 36.8% N<=1 1.62| 3.0%
LERS K 9.48| 6.6% [NERES 0.98] 1.8%
2008/2 Efh/374Y) 7.36] 5.1% Fa 7 2.08| 48.4%
YR 4 6.54] 4.5% Y 0.9] 20.9%
YR A 70.26( 36.7%| [2016/1 |Poecilochaetus sp 0.56| 13.0%
2008/7 FA/nHh 4 36.8] 19.2% NP 0.26| 6.0%
EAh/37HY) 27.58| 14.4% Glycera sp 0.16] 3.7%
3 ¥7 5.76] 3.0%
I, 45
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A4 iEiE : Akm—1

T3k 2.9.2-4(6)

ANUMRBEED LA S5 FBOHS

MiEE Akm-1 Al Akm-1 AL Akm-1
3 w4 ZIS | wa || =a w4 AR | ma || =5 % At | ma
YA HH 4 1.66] 21.7% IREL 12.48] 63.4% 073 1 0.78] 21.2%
Sthenolepis sp 1.64] 21.5% N 437 D4R 2.6] 13.2% U EREE) 0.52] 14.1%
2005/5 [9A/nth" 4 1.38| 18.1%| |2008/11 [Sthenolepis sp 1.44] 7.3 [2016/9 |95 2% 1%+ 0.42] 11.4%
Sthenelais sp 0.86| 11.3% 93N 4 1.42) 7.2% /0 448 0.4) 10.9%
2099 4 0.64| 8.4% AHhEEN FE 0.28] 1.4% Sthenolepis sp 0.32] 87%
§7° hIvavh’ = 4.1] 52.7% Phy| lochaetopterus sp 2.52| 31.1% Magelona sp 0.1] 19.2%
Sthenolepis sp 0.96| 12.3% YRR A 2.02| 24.9% 1hYFva%t 0.1] 19.2%
2005/8 |Mesochaetopterus sp 0.76] 9.8%| [2009/7 |Sthenolepis sp 1.04| 12.8% 7301 0.08| 15.4%
YR 984 0.74] 9.5% Scalptia sp 0.62] 7.79 |2017/1 |<EZUIFEIMP 0.06] 11.5%
1hU+3a%t 0.46] 5.9% 2 0.26] 3.2% L8 k) el 0.04] 7.7%
9AIFh 4 1.1] 56.1% 940t 4 9.38] 49.1% Notomastus sp 0.04] 7.7%
TUE N $3° 14 0.3] 15.3% Yy #2° 14 E 2.54 13.3% LH¥IE B 0.04] 7.7%
2005/11 [Sthenolepis sp 0.16] 8.2%| |2009/10 |p{LyE 1.86] 9.7% (. UPKELC] 6.82| 46.9%
478”45 0.12] 6.1% Sthenolepis sp 1.28] 6.7% Terebel lides sp 1.28] 88k
J5Y90akyk 0.08] 4.1% 4325 L' 4 0.94] 4.9y| [2017/8 |2 nt’ 1] 6.9
93rky 3.22| 31.6% YYr845% 40.04] 66.8% 7 e 0.72| 5.0%
Y/t 4 1.82] 17.9% b 419173 9.18[ 15.3% Clymenelllalsp) 0.54| 3.7%
2006/2 [79E"$n 43714 1.28] 12.6%| |2011/7 [Phyllochactopterus sp 3.3 5.5% pUIKEL s 1.68] 15. 1%
137 1.02[ 10.0% YR I 4 2.38] 4.0% To8 91t /R 1.48] 13.3%
VA 4 0.78] 7.7% R LA B 1.87] 3.1 |[2018/1 [ bR 1.34] 12. 1%
A4 4.58] 37.1% TH TR 9IE 4.67] 25.9% Stherolepis sp 1.26] 11, 4%
94InFh 4 4.46] 36. 1% A 7R 3.4] 18.9% i 1.2] 10.8%
2006/5 [Sthenolepis sp 118 9. 6%| [2012/2 [1hU#eaE 2.87| 15.9% ¥ & sy B 11.72| 2.8
b7 hTah = 0.54 4.4 94/t 4 1.61] 8.9 AMy 3R 10. 74} 30. 1
TR R prEgve 136l 7.5l |2018/8 [bn UH (R 4.08] 11.4%
94/t A 4.36] 56.5% Tt /b 1.48] 17.8% W 2.6 7.5
ok 91 R 0.98] 12.7% 517 1.43] 17.2% a2 .14 3.2
2006/8 [y3 9h°4 0.92| 11.94| |2012/7 [#4by B 1.29] 15.5% B8 b} o2.3%
Phy| lochaetopterus sp 0.32| 4.1% 1334 1.18] 14.2% 2019/1 ;2!:_{;? ;g; 2;9’2
143kt 0.2] 2.6% It 4 1.04] 12.5% St;enole, ool a0
9hInth 4 512 37.7% AFEN 49.36] 86.0% ST Cpls S : i
I 39K 9IE 312 23.0% 575 9I9UEL 19| 3.3 ;fb';:‘ 1‘7’32 7222‘;
200611 [Sthenolepis sp 0.96 7.1} |2018/2 PR 9HA 0.86 1.5% Terebel | ides sp 7] 7 5
AHhEEN R 0.86| 6.3% 194338 0.86| 1.5k T 052 26
F/0H 4 0.52] 3.8% 91N A 0.7 1.2% |2019/8 Sthanolepis o 12 1'89’2
Glycera sp 0.52 3.8% i 1.2, 7. B DRI A 0.34] 14
93IrLY 42.4] 83.0% ThE 90 4 0.8 83% — - —
9Nt 4 3.3] 6.5%||2013/8 |Notomastus sp 0.66| 6.8% SA t#] 7_”4 0.34] 1.4%
: - P 93158 42.44] 71.1%
2007/2 |Sthenolepis sp 1.34] 2.6% VAP Ve 0.3 3.1% Yo 5 42] 9.9
MUET V) 0.78| 1.5% AL ENIFT 0.24] 2.5% 2020/1 [RUTRRUURS 1'82 3-3w
5033 0 0.52| 1.0% EAh/a74Y 5.6] 30.9% Sthenolai ™D 2‘79’2
YA 4 5.28] 33.9% 1h)vagt 2.58] 14.2% — RISESP) - -
St Y4 0.96] 1.7%
94D 4 3.3 21.2%| [2014/2 |93 94" 4 1.44] 7.9% FrrEreY 164 25 3%
2007/5 [Sthenolepis sp 1.68] 10.8% Inquisitor sp 1.12| 6.2% I 122l 21 9%
IR A 1.02] 6.5% F/0H 4 0-981 5. 4% 19190/ [Sthenolepis sp 0.72] 11.1%
FAND A 0.58 3.7% 1hYvag 2.4| 44.6% IR 0.4 6.
VRV 27.64| 62.7% Terebel lides sp 1.56] 29.0% RN A 0.36] 5. 6%
o4/nth 4 6.26] 14.25) |2014/8 0.38 7.14 AR 9Ib A 1.54] 19.3%
2007/8 |324eE675H 4 3.42] 7.8% 71" 14 0.28] 5.2 Sthera enTeYeD 138 17.3%
Sthenolepis sp 1.72] 3.9% LIS S i) 0.24] 4.5% |91 /9 2 eb7 i 074 9.3
YA hh A4 0.74] 1.7% @U'ﬂ:ﬂ’ 3.2| 40.7% ryyES—S 0.6l 7.5%
En VA" 4R 0.9] 34.9% EAL52917 2.66| 33.8% 071 M 0.52] 6.5%
Phy| lochaetopterus sp 0.66] 25.6%| [2015/1 |EATa" 44 0.46] 5.9
2007/11 [Sthenolepis sp 0.14] 5.4% Notomastus sp 0.28] 3.6h
Notomastus sp 0.12] 4.7% Sthenolepis sp 0.2| 2.5%
L) 0.12] 4.7% 1hY1v3fd 7.02| 37.3%
930N 4 3.78] 23.6% YR /0 4 2.72] 14.4%
e AR 2.28| 14.2y| |2015/8 1.94] 10.3%
2008/2 |f3° %7 2.14] 13.3% 1FEY) 1.94) 10.3%
Sthenolepis sp 1.24] 1.7% L2 11 0.92| 4.9%
TYE RN 431 1.02] 6.4% L:i5i2.3c7/1 ] 1.66] 30.9%
94N 4 2.12] 33.1% 1hYFvasd 1.5 27.9%
P T.92| 30.0%| |2016/1 |73h° 79" 1t 0.86| 16.0% R #l
2008/7 [Sthenolepis sp 0.9 14.1% 7 0.42| 7.8% iR 3P
1hY$Ra%} 0.46] 7.2% 0.34] 6.3% A
JrvEEDSH" 4 0.4 6.3% G I 4 =E ]
BB
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TR 2.9.2-4(7)

ANUMRBEED LA S5 FBOHS

Aifgig  Akm-2 Migisi Akm-2 Al Akm-2
3 A% g% | ma || =8 s AL | ma || =8 % A0S | ma
By 26.22| 48.0% 10yt 11.12| 33.5% M 4Byt 28.46| 75.5%
MYE Y/ 4.4 8.1% IRVEEY 8.84| 26.6% 4334 v 4 1.88] 5.0%
2005/5 |Chaetopterus sp 3.72| 6.8%| |2008/11 |Glycera sp 2.8 8.4% (2016/9 |4 w33’ H4 1.72| 4.6%
yRIN 2.18] 4.0% F1' 37 1.7] 5.1% F1° 37 1.06] 2.8%
M 4n)iva 1.62[ 3.0% EALYTYE = 1.1 3.3% 073" H 0.94| 2.5%
9Ly 9.36| 43.0% IREEEY] 6.2 63.7% M 4Byt 66.94| 91.6%
N B 4.72] 21.7% [NERES 0.38] 3.9% Heteromastus sp 1.66] 2.3%
2005/8 |Glycera sp 1.34] 6.2% 9INH 4 0.34] 3.5% [2017/1 |3ath &b % 1.24] 1.7%
Ve Y/ 0.9 4. 1%| |2009/7 (3" 984 0.3 3.1% F1° 37 0.84] 1.1%
93443° Ay 0.74] 3.4% 50 4R 0.26] 2.7% /3)9nabyFt 0.52] 0.7%
3Ly 5.62| 22.6% FA/nHh A4 0.26] 2.7% 1325V 4 1.42| 23.1%
934%3° kY 2.56| 10.3% 45793 nE 0.26] 2.7% it @ 0.66| 10.7%
2005/11 |73° v7 2.28] 9.2% 1h)vagt 8.58| 50.6%| [2017/8 |47hvLvEl 0.38] 6.2%
MYE V) 1.86] 7.5% 4T AY R 1.92] 11.3% Sthenolepis sp 0.36] 5.9%
Nephtys sp 1.82| 7.3%| |2009/10 [ M 44Y$v3 1] 5.9% F/03h° 4 0.32| 5.2%
A7 13.42| 38.1% 0720 0.94] 5.5% URIN 14.72| 52.4%
LisiZ k] 4.8 13.6% YA /b4 0.74] 4.4% I $3° h4E 2.28] 8.1%
2006/2 |F3° %7 3.02] 8.6% M 4hYtea 62.5| 75.8%| [2018/1 |Y4a 1.7] 6.1%
700" # 1,92 5.4% YA I 4 7.82] 9.5% 720 1.36] 4.8%
A 1.4 4.0%| |2011/7 |73hymh° 4 3.58] 4.3% 1 ¥7 1.18] 4.2%
93rbhy 8.82| 22.3% MYE Y 1.23] 1.5% 1h)vagt 25.52| 75.4%
2006/5 ﬁ/:\ﬂf{ 8.24| 20.8% Glycera sp 1.01] 1.2% F2°vF 2.22| 6.6%
0730 1.4] 3.5% Glycera sp 1.14] 23.6%| |2018/8 |7vt"%yn" #3°#4 0.76] 2.2%
R YR 0.98] 2.5% YavsIt’ 0.38] 7.9% F0Y 0.7 2.1%
F1' 37 2.58| 28.4%| |2012/2 |Terebellides sp 0.3] 6.2% Acoetes jogasimae 0.68| 2.0%
YR hh 4 1.5 16.5% 29038 # 0.3 6.2% 93y 5.36| 21.6%
2006/8 |15 H3th 5% 1.02] 11.2% g okyll 0.27| 5.6% LI 4.92| 19.8%
FA/nHh 4 0.68] 7.5% M 4hYtea 4.21] 31.5%[ [2019/1 |{hy$vafkt 4.34| 17.5%
hEHEEN 0.68] 7.5% Inquisitor sp 2.44| 18.2% 449D = 1.12] 4.5%
T 6.34] 26.5%| |2012/7 [%0sn 4 1.13] 8.5% £077 14 1.04] 4.2%
b 489133 5.64| 23.6% LRIV 1.11]  8.3% 4 2.44] 27. 29
2006/11 |F3°v7 3.92| 16.4% Glycera sp 0.69] 5.2% IREEEY 1.24] 13.8%
R 1.64] 6.9% F3/0Hh 4 0.6] 10.6%| |2019/8 [{ny72% 0.96] 10.7%
MUE V) 1.18] 4.9% 2013/2 JE T AR R 0.6] 10.6% %3750 0.6] 6.7%
YREEEY 3.42| 33.3% HIIE B 0.44] 7.8% Glycera sp 0.56| 6.2%
¥4 1R 1.94] 18.9% Paraprionospio sp (BZY) 0.4 7.1% Prionospio paradisea 0.78| 15.4%
2007/2 %Ak 9744 0.68[ 6.6% M 4hY3v3 17.46| 66.6% #hIk 0.76| 15.0%
HE AN X 0.68 6.6% e V) 3.02 11.5%| (2020/1 |¥hk 9/4° 4 0.58| 11.5%
Aglaophamus sp 0.38] 3.7%| (2013/8 [hbh4 2B 4 1.5 5.7% Nectoneanthes |atipoda 0.56| 11.1%
F1' 37 14.64| 34.1% Notomastus sp 0.92] 3.5% 0720 0.4 7.9%
4335 v 4 6.4 14.9% Fay 0.6 2.3% (A+eaFd 6.96| 66.0%
2007/5 |M 49473 5.58] 13.0% Y3hhy 2.86| 22.2% 07T M 0.78] 7.4%
077 71 3.68] 8.6% FA/0HH A 1.54] 12.0%( |2020/8 [vx 98 4 0.38] 3.6%
- 2014/2
Muscul ista sp 1.38] 3.2% Glycera sp 1.54| 12.0% ER G UL 0.28] 2.7%
AR 2.1] 33.3% 13/V508 1.26] 9.8% XAFVIB A 0.2 1.9%
kot 3904 1.36] 21.6% M AhYFa 18.56| 67.6% URUIM] 5.26| 24.0%
2007/8 |37hvhyE 0.5 7.9% 1hY$vagd 5.02) 18.3% Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 2.5] 11.4%
MYE Y/ 0.42] 6.7%| (2014/8 |i+vE" v/ 1.12]  4.1%| |2021/2 |Prionospio paradisea 2 9.1%
Mage lona sp 0.4 6.3% EALYTYN = 0.92| 3.4% 720 1.56] 7.1%
VUil 5.52| 45.0% ER RN 0.42| 1.5 Sthenolepis sp 1.4] 6.4%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.98| 8.0% M 4B 27.88] 42.7%
2007/11 |55dyhy 0.64] 5.2% VRN 16.8| 25.8%
EALYTYN = 0.54| 4.4%| |2015/1 |#2° %7 3.38] 5.2%
e Y/ 0.48] 3.9% #ay 2.44] 3.7%
yog ¥ 24.88| 59.5% MY ) 2.4 3.7%
10 vaFt 3.02] 7.2% FUFA7HT H4 8.38] 35.1%
2008/2 |Fa' %7 1.92] 4.6% 1h) et 6.4| 26.8%
Glycera sp 1.6] 3.8%| |2015/8 [Nephtys sp 1.82] 7.6%
Paraprionospio sp (BH!) 1.6] 3.8% 073" H 1.22] 5.1%
Glycera sp 1.18] 16.8% Glycera sp 1.18] 4.9%
M 4hYva 1] 14.2% =W 9.68| 48.1%
2008/7 YA 404 0.74] 10.5% 103t 1.86] 9.2%
Chaetozone sp 0.48] 6.8%| |2016/1 [enir 1 1.72] 8.5% R B
Terebellides sp 0.44] 6.3% HE AN A 0.76] 3.8% HE B
FI/tH A4 0.52] 2.6% EAEI Y
BAEYM—KEE
R EM
T Ot - REBWPIE)

5 —2£-101




A5 81 : Ang—1

{+&® 2.9.2-4(8)

ANUMRBEED LA S5 FBOHS

ASiBiE  Ang-1 A5iEis  Ang-1 A58, Ang-1
BER | o0 EEE | oa EEE | ..
#£A B4 Ca/m) 2& %A e (a/m) 2& £A £ (&/m) 14
e R 150. 52| 67.9% 93rby 21.26| 56.0% £ a-p 34 87.34| 51.5%
93443 by 19.26) 8.7% H9Y4vh = 2.52| 6.6% TiEEaE 15.9] 9.4%
2005/5 |4& 4Fa9h = 17.06] 7.7%| [2008/11 |#%+h" 4 1.82| 4.8%| [2016/9 &3V #°4 10.48| 6.2%
B o-p w9384 15.24| 6.9% Paramphicteis sp 1.44] 3.8% igiz okl 9.94| 5.9%
Iz 3.2 1.4% M3n = 1.36] 3.6% b 2D 4 528 3.1%
Y aqFMT ATy 5.96| 24.6% )bk 4 6.24| 22.7% £ -4 59.46| 52.7%
YRIM 3.72] 15.3% 3 h4E 3.66] 13.3% 2017/1 93rhy 13.4] 11.9%
2005/8 (#9358 = 1.78]  7.3% [2009/7 |934%3° Ly 2.6] 9.4% YR AR 4 8.6 7.6%
Terebellides sp 1.28] 5.3% 73N R 2.5] 9.1% By 574 5.1%
THEN AR 1.22] 5.0% Eunice sp 1.28] 4.6% N U AB 12.54| 22.4%
93rLy 7.52| 25.2% 93hhy 9.4 17.2% AHhEEN B 11.3] 20.2%
2005/11 Terebel lides sp 3.36] 11.3% N 4.54| 8.3%| |2017/8 |434Ly 7.36] 13.2%
YR AB 4 3.2] 10.7%| |2009/10 Eunice sp 4.28] 7.8% Chlamys sp 3.48] 6.2%
)3 a4 FL 1.34] 4.5% $va%l 3.84] 7.0% 7hax3/n 4 2.78] 5.0%
BN 17.48| 37.0% MIEULE YAV 3.06] 5.6% AHHEEN F 11.02| 20.5%
b 284 9.06] 19.2% [P K 69.12| 40.5% Peronella sp 9.2 17.1%
2006/2 [0 2 17
N U R 2.36] 5.0% IRVENY 14.26) 8.4%| (2018/1 |4 LEvth 4 3.56| 6.6%
ThEN AR 1.88] 4.0% [2011/7 |&&msai 9.82] 5.8% [ 3.4 6.3%
93rbLy 4.58] 17.3% Chlamys sp 8.5 5.0% Wy 5% 3.38] 6.3%
7/ 4.58| 17.3% POk b A4 8.24] 4.8% ARG’ Y 10.18] 22.1%
2006/5 |#97h" = 3.04] 11.5% Chlamys sp 16.56] 21.0% Mimachlamys sp 6.46] 14.0%
Terebellides sp 2.34] 8.9% Lagis sp 11.49| 14.6%| [2018/8 |+va%l 5.08| 11.0%
U LE:] 1.3] 4.9% [2012/2 |#sv° 44 9.66] 12.3% N AR 4.2 9.1%
H3fky 6.06| 27.2% hEEN 48 8.66 11.0% 7ItY 958" 4 3.82] 8.3%
Terebellides sp 5.26| 23.6% 1A 3.84| 4.9% 15 21.1] 23.6%
2006/8 [Glycera sp 2.22] 9.9% MEN 13.1] 28.3% h 4 13.08] 14.6%
ERpr M) = 1.44| 6.5% Paramphicteis sp 4.88| 10.5%| 2019/1 [#anvs’ Y 12.7] 14.2%
Eunice sp 0.92] 4.1%| (2012/7 |h% Y2 p4% 3.75| 8.1% 93447 LR 6.6] 7.4%
9Ly 14.12| 18.0% H3447° LRl 3.12] 6.7% 3TN R 5 36| 6.0%
2006/11 t??’ :v 12.8| 16.3%h 45793 14 E 2.96 6. 4% 9ANYY" Y 9.3| 24.5%
B/ 12.48] 15.9% IR K 13.74] 26.4% BN 7.06| 18.6%
FRhkbE 2H° 4 7.78] 9.9 Y 58 5.82) 11.2%| |2019/8 [hUh'4 4.94] 13.0%
3Ly 11.82| 19.7%| |2013/2 [t o-F 39384 4.38] 8.4% AHIEERT B 4.92| 13.0%
2007/2 |4 LY 5.6, 9.4 y SE 3.9 7.5% RERNE AB 4 2.74] 7.2%
FRhbEE 24 4 5.4 9.0% #3582 3.66] 7.0% Eunice sp 2.1] 19.2%
A VEEh 4 52| 8.7% BYH4 8.42| 23.5% Acoetes jogasimae 1.22] 11.2%
WA Z 4.68) 10.2% H3kLYy 4.46| 12.4% ictei
e 1 A 231 95y 7 2 19020/ Amph|cf?|§ sp 1.1] 10.1%
Ih 4 2013/8 |25 VEYHH 4 4.14] 11.6% FIEEN B 11 10.1%
2007/5 MarptWSa sp 3.74| 8. 2"/? Paramphicteis sp 2.64| 7.4% Waldane sp 0.46| 4.2%
151h" 4% 3.38] 7.4% 57793 1% 2.34] 6.5% Lanice sp 0.46| 4.2%
Glycera sp 2.48] 5.4% 9ANTY" Y 7.18] 22.8% SR 9.2 19.4%
'75“‘:/“ 11.74] 24. 6% b 9h 4 3.94| 12.5% ] 8.7| 18. 3%
9.64] 20.2h| 12014/2 |Amphicteis sp 3.14] 10.0%| |2020/8 |1° =@ 5.14| 10.8%
2007/8 § 3.1 6.5% 370" 2 2.44] 7.8% .
STorD = : : AL E] 3.46| 7.3%
e Uy 4 2.04| 4.3% HEENT 48 1.94) 6.2% b4y 2.88] 6.1%
i“”' ;f"{sl’ 20‘;“75 3;- g::z 35 VEth 4.38] 19.8% T 16.36] 23. 6%
#};;L‘, 026 19 2% % s 8 3.42] 15.4% Peronella sp 12.4] 17.9%
Sty : ~£h12014/8 |5 SR £R 2.28| 10.3%| 12021/2 [x3y 14 10.96] 15.8%
2007/11 [¥k954° 4 2.12| 4.0% A g 1 44| 6.5% — "
— - P : - 9n Paramphicteis sp 4.88] 7.0%
AYVEVAD A 1.96] 3.7% 31" = 1.28] 5.8% - ,
— - : il Eunice sp 3.06) 4.4%
YR AR 4 1.82] 3.4% ER 23.08] 29.2%
B4 14.22) 24.3% vkt 17.72| 22.4%
Marphysa sp 13.52| 28. 1% 19015/1 [xph%ths &t 4.14] 5.2%
2008/2 |93hhYy 7.18| 12.3% HANRY ) 3.68] 4.7%
1950 = 3.3] 564 EFSM 3.06] 3.9
Es 4 S.16] 5.4 e U8 AR 1268 15.1%
BN A 184 285 | isjs [PI7ECN R 11.4] 13.6%
a}f”? Ly 6] 14.4% =S 10.62| 12.6%
2008/1 1Sy 3.58] 8.6k ATRREE 2D 4 9.22[ 11.0%
k= 294 1.1 R BYF 12.7] 21.9%
Eunice sp 2.8 6.7% =04 56| 9 7%
2016/1 [x$9%EHT B 5.26] 9.1%
waE 45 7.8 A
£ -k 3954 4.26] 7.4% HE B
LidLN Ikl
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ft&k 29.2-4(9) ANUIRBEED LLL5EOHTR
A6 fBig : Ang-2
A6iEE  Ang-2 A6l Ang-2 A6 Ang-2
%8 % Z82 |me || =a A% 308 | s || =5 % A0S | ma
EAh/a74Y) 32.12] 31.2% b 9h 4 103. 26| 60. 7% YA 48.62| 86.7%
2005/5 YA A 24.84| 24.1% PEVY R 37.26] 21.9% 5 b33 0 2.3 4.1%
FANFH 4 16.14] 15.7%| |2008/11 |34 10.76] 6.3%| |2016/9 [4324 LA 4 1.74] 3.1%
Corophium sp 5.14] 5.0% eAh/a74Y 8.3 4.9% Glycera sp 1.26] 2.2%
FUFR7HT" B4 7.4| 85.6% YR 4 3.22] 1.9% e 0.34] 0.6%
Erh/arH) 0.4 4.6% PEVY R 12.62] 29.4% Ho8” 478 17.8] 30.5%
2005/8 Glycera sp 0.32] 3.7% YR Hh 4 12.54] 29.3% YA O A 13.84| 23.7%
Cabira pilargiformis japonica 0.22| 2.5%| [2009/7 |ern/a74y) 9.56| 22.3%| [2017/1 |trn/a74Y 7.76| 13.3%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.08] 0.9% Nectoneanthes |atipoda 1.5 3.5% LV E 3.94] 6.8%
3th TN £ 0.08] 0.9% FA/0n4h 4 1.16] 2.7% L i 2.62| 4.5%
EAh/a74Y) 87.98| 40.5% T UA IVAE 51 34.96] 91.9% YR Oh 4 8.08] 77.2%
PEVY N 69.48| 32.0% 2000/10 VIR 0.46] 1.2% L el 0.52| 5.0%
2005/11 4" 94" 4 46.2 21.2% F/nth" A4 0.4] 1.1%||2017/8 [43&%" v 4 0.4 3.8%
YA 4.92] 2.3% YR 0.36] 0.9% EAH/374Y 0.3] 2.9%
WIVEP 2.2 1.0% tAh/a74Y 47.22| 43.7% Nephtys sp 0.26] 2.5%
EAh/a74) 11.58| 27.4% 2011/7 YA A 40.42| 37.4% FAINHD 4 174.84] 27.9%
2006/2 YA I 4 10.64) 25.2% FA/0nHh 4 6.72] 6.2% 2018/1 YR A 128| 20.4%
4325 v 4 5.3] 12.5% VATV B 1.82] 1.7% EAH/374Y 63] 10.1%
FA/nth' 4 4.92] 11.6% FA/0nh° 4 13] 24.2% 135" vh 4 35 5.6%
YA A 60.62) 53.1% YA 4 8.58| 16.0% @R B 0.7| 53.0%
Corophium sp 15.5] 13.6% HE Fh A 4 3.89] 7.2% Prionospio pulchra 0.38] 28.8%
2006/5 |Exh/a7HY 13.14] 11.5% LIV 1.56] 2.9%| [2018/8 |Glycera sp 0.14] 10.6%
44 5.84] 5.1% Lumbrineris longifolia 2.28] 21.2% Sigambra tentaculata 0.08] 6.1%
4325V 4 5.36] 4.7% 5433 1 2.14] 25.6% Lumbrineris longifolia 0.02| 1.5%
W VRO 10.14] 93.4%| 2012/7 [#hs 284 1.15] 13.7% R4 4.1] 30.9%
Notomastus sp 0.32] 2.9% Yy 0.81] 9.7% EXh/aTHY 1.66] 12.5%
2006/8 1) 0.28] 2.6% Ex1/374) 0.57 6.8y |21/ fﬂ/nfﬂ’: 1.38) 10.4%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.12| 1.1% R 98 4 71.78| 53.5% Glycinde sp 0.96] 7.2%
YA A 94.32) 37.0% EAh/arHY) 25.18| 18.8% EAh/a74Y 25 18| 40. 4%
2006/11 {2298 4 56.78] 22.34| 2013/2 [Corophium sp 10 7.5% 0 4 14.2] 22.8%
FA/nih 4 25.76] 10. 1% YA 94 6.22| 4.6%| |2019/8 [z 98 4 11.56] 18.5%
7444 21.9] 8.6% KM A4 3.14] 2.3% 080 { 3.38] 5.49%
ERS N 15. 46| 31.5% 8 4 142. 84| 81.0% FUN 20| 4%
b 94" 4 8.38 17.1% Exh/a7HY 16.74| 9.5% TYECY 32.68| 54.3%
2007/2 Y3 944 6.16] 12.6%| [2013/8 |khhs 2h 4 10.02| 5.7% YA A 15.46] 25.7%
Exh/374Y 4.68] 9.5% YA A 1.12]_ 068 |02 g I
FAnNHh 4 3.22| 6.6% I EER 0.76] 0.4% 5E T Ah A 0.7l 1%
Exh/a74Y 17.54] 31.5% UK 98" 4 21.58| 36. 4% Exh/a74Y 122.46| 92.5%
2007/5 28 Im'f 13.62| 24.5% EXh/a74Y 24.34| 32.1% YA 4 5.76] 4.3%
73040 4 3.54] 6.4%| 12014/2 (73479 9% 7.9] 10.4%| |2020/8 [aypyasy 1.04 0.8%
e TE AR A 3.42| 6.1% P5Ly0 5 26| 6.9% T 0.64] 0.5%
1325 Vi 4 2.64 48. 4% Z LR 4.56| 6.0% Nectoneanthes latipoda 0.6/ 0.5%
YA 9h 4 0.64| 11.7% Loimia sp 8.82| 70.8% YA I A 29.94] 56.3%
2007/8 |EAh/a7HY 0.56) 10.3% Uhh { 2.02] 16.2% Exh/a7H) 14.88] 28.0%
Glyceré P 0.4 7.3k |2014/8 [Nectoneanthes latipoda 1.12] 9.0 |2021/2 Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 2.44] 4.6%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.2 3.7% 5T M 0.3] 2 4% PRy 138 264
YA I 68.82| 43.5% BYINGEENT 0.12] 1.0%
2007/11 Fa MA 4 31.96| 20.2% 1335 U 4 18.4] 60.8%
EAh/a74Y) 18.06[ 11.4% TN A 2.68] 8.9%
Fa/nth 4 13.62] 8.6k 2015/1 [ 433 1 2.02] 6.7%
FA/nth 4 21.98| 28.2% 997" 14 1.84] 6.1%
0/ N N
2008/2 E: f; ;::zm " ;062 12 i;: I 4 7 R
- : (e 9.6| 61.7%
2N/} 1.4 9.5% TS 3.4] 21.9%
AL 121.32] 72.9%| |2015/8 |32 b33 1 1 6.4%
YR I A4 35.26( 21.2% FaY 0.76] 4.9%
2008/7 |¥t758° 4 2.12] 1.3% Tharyx sp 0.28] 1.8%
TAFY TR 1.64] 1.0% WREM 0.86] 72.9%
Glycera sp 1.26| 0.8% PRIV 0.1] 8.5%
YR 4 0.08] 6.8%
2016/1 |[Glycera sp 0.08| 6.8%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.02| 1.7%
Prionospio pulchra 0.02| 1.7% R Bl
JE T AN 0.02] 1.7% ikl
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A7 B Ang-3

& 2.9.2-4(10)

RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

ATiB18  Ang-3 ATi18  Ang-3 ATl Ang-3
£q w4 208 | ma || =8 7 A0S | ma || =5 7 A0S | me
NhA 29. 48| 50.2% HEERT AR 5.5] 21.7% 1% v#1) B 3.58| 29.9%
A 4Fa9h’ = 6.98] 11.9% FI N4 5.2 20.5% Fanan' 4 2.12| 17.7%
2005/5 |Mactra sp 4.34] 7.4%| |2008/11 | h$hEEbF 5.2| 20.5%| [2016/9 |4 =¥ 1.9] 15.9%
XY 9t 2.46] 4.2% ATDEEN E 3.68] 14.5% AHEENE 0.76] 6.4%
2900 ) B 1.98] 3.4% yayie 1.24] 4.9% MY IR 0.62| 5.2%
K 4398 = 8.08| 61.4% 93hy 8.16| 27.9% IANs Y 3.34| 42.3%
Ay 9% 1.8 13.7% b 33074 5.92| 20.2% 045 Y 0.84| 10.6%
2005/8 |Mactra sp 0.58| 4.4%| [2009/7 |4% 4Fayh = 3.28| 11.2%| |2017/1 |25 VEVAH 4 0.5 6.3%
HEENT R 0.56] 4.3% 934%3° LAY 2.18] 7.5% AR 0.48] 6.1%
Aglaophamus sp 0.42| 3.2% FIN BN A 2.1 7.2% AHHEEN F 0.38] 4.8%
15 AynakyEl 1.46] 14.0% 93rLY 133 71.6% A9V 9% 0.84| 24.4%
NHh A 1.18] 11.3% EiEEiRE 11.34] 6.1% AhRENEE 0.36| 10.5%
2005/11 |95° 3%4" 45+ 1.08] 10.4%) |, 10 [NITEAVE 5 5.02| 2.7%||2017/8 |75 y3h" 4% 0.26] 7.6%
Scalptia sp 0.96] 9.2% YR 3.7 2.0% AWboh = 0.24] 7.0%
THY 9% 0.62| 6.0% 93443 LY 2.1 1.1% 1h)vagt 0.24| 7.0%
JEEN 4R 15.82| 28.9% Pista sp 2.1 1.1% THY 9t 2.78| 27.7%
93rhy 14.68| 26.8% Mactra sp 4.5 16.8% 2018/1 Fa N hh 4 2.26| 22.6%
2006/2 |5 3% 3.46| 6.3% JEeh A 3.94| 14.8% 240 Y30 4% 0.98] 9.8%
kv 537y 2.94| 5.4%| [2011/7 |Inquisitor sp 2.64] 9.9% LLLIRELE ] 0.74] 7.4%
Shvap” #9naky 2.46] 4.5% FH048%° ( 1.62] 6.1% BT LEYM 3.08] 30.7%
A3 A 26.08] 35. 6% e ] 135 5.1% R 1.9] 19.0%
73000 4 16.82] 22.9% AHIEENT R 2.3 11.2%| [2018/8 (B4 4 50 4B 1.04] 10. 4%
2006/5 |93rLy 16.34] 22.3% 455 0F 174 8.5% 1495 9% 0.78] 7.8%
7904 4.34| 5.9%| |2012/2 ¥ vFehEd 1.65] 8.0% 1hY3a% 0.76] 7.6%
i 4F394" 2 1.76] 2.4% 37793 MR 1.41] 6.9% 93hy 7.94] 49.1%
FIN 04 2.1] 15.5% MY 1.34] 6.5% 1hYFva% 1.14) 7.1%
V7 1.92| 14.2% H3IrLY 5.3 15.3% 2019/1 (xHhEEM & 1.06] 6.6%
2006/8 |43kt 48 1.22] 9.0% (K 4700 = 5.03| 12 6% 145y 0% 0.74] 4.6%
Aglaophamus sp 0.66] 4.9%| [2012/7 |9an3%" Y 4.06] 11.7% A5 VRV 4 0.7 4.3%
Eunice sp 0.66) 4.9% 937509 298] 8. 6% FIN A4 1.88] 34.1%
93 4¥T LY 10.84] 28.8% DEENT 4 203 8.5% 1455 9% 1.54] 27.9%
1915 0 R 3.58] 9.5% Y] 6.32] 19.1%| |2019/8 |xp9EEbs # 0.74| 13.4%
2006/11 |37° v° =)@ 2.18| 5.8% PSR | 3.84] 11.6% 47HvhY R 0.18] 3.3%
1hYvag 2.06] 5.5% 2013/2 |93khy 2.72] 8. 2% 93443° by 0.16] 2.9%
Maldane sp 2.04] 5 4% 5 ViR 222 6.7% 73vh 4 6.54] 39. 7%
H3fky 16.02| 29.9% AFPEENT R 1.78] 5 4% G2 1.94] 1.8
13148 10.08] 18. 8% P 9 22| 35.64| [2020/1 [##55 9% 1.74] 10 6%
2007/2 7504 3.3] 6.2% YN 8 36| 32 34 HEIEERT 1.68] 10.2%
NITHAVE 3.14] 5.9%/ |2013/8 |Inuisitor sp 2.02[ 7.8% Scolelepis sp 1.4 8 5
HEEN 4R 1.72) 3.2% Aglaophamus sp 0.9] 3.5% B4 26.44| 61. 7%
PEIEENT 31.7] 41.1% ST 07l 2% YR 4.5] 10.5%
JEENT 4R 11.58| 15.0% N A 23.88| 61.5% 2020/8 |+#9¥" 9t 2.5 5.8%
2007/5 |93k 6.7 87 AL R 3.52] 9.1 il 1.88) 4.4%
Scolelepis sp 4.3 564 |2014/2 [pecty @ 1.68] 4.3% L 1.7] 405
33004 3.88] 5.0% Ao & 13 3.4 i I 2.82) 21.8%
HIrLY 11.46] 29.3% PRy 106] 27% Scolelepis sp 2.16] 16.7%
85793 14 E 5.6| 14.3% 93k 26.88] 52 1% 2021/2 (A% VEVER 4 1.16]  9.0%
2007/8 |4 3%b 4%} 2.98| 7.6% BN 15.92] 30. 8% N 57#7"{ 0.88] 6.8%
Pista sp 192 4.9% |2014/8 |3 veoin 4 2.82] 5.5% LA 0.78] 6.0%
FHVEY) 1.38| 3.5% 455 o 0.98] 1.9%
FI N AN 4 11.74| 36.1% RN 4R 0.92 1.8%
hEEEN 3.78| 11.6% N 6.44] 29. 6%
2007/11 |93442° LY 2.8 8. 6% JANTS" Y 2.9 13.3%
9947h° 2 1.94] 6.0%| |2015/1 [nyzstiLik 5 1.92] 8.8%
IhIb AR 1.92] 5.9% oty el 7.
B JE B 92| 20.1% AFDREN B 1.06] 4 9%
Scolelepis sp 1.6 16.7% AFHEEN R 3.04] 34.7%
2008/2 |HEEM 8 1.18| 12.3% Glycera sp 1.74] 19. 9%
1495 9t 0.62| 6.5%| |2015/8 |Nephtys sp 0.54] 6.2%
10)$vaF} 0.58| 6.1% 073 1 0.52 5. 9%
R BT 29.02] 54.4% EypEE 048] 5.5%
b o 4.44) 8 3% AITHAVE 5 116 22 1% R
2008/7 |43 44 2.96] 5.6% R AR 086 16.4% pee
APIEEN B 2.1 3.9% |2016/1 |n'5737h 4 0.56] 10.7% LIl
I AR 1.98) 3.7% HIEENT 0.5/ 9.5% BIRENM
495" 91 0.46] 8.8% BAPYM—KEE
R EM
Z D GRS - REBWPE)
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RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

AT Akm-3 _ ATiEig Akm-3 AT Akm-3
£h A% A% | me || =5 s A% |me || =8 % A0S | ma
H3rbLy 9.04| 21.8% Atrina sp 78.7| 66.8% b 3N AR 6.22| 32.3%
e [ CEET |y
el . 1 i ‘ . . 0% /9 |en B 4B 2.34] 12.2%
MIn ZEN £ 3.18] 1.7% PINREN 1.98] 1.7% Evh 537"y 1.96| 10.2%
75074 2.4 5.8% 93rhy 42.96| 52.1% LK 1] 5.2%
050" 4 4.08| 28.5% 97418 18.7) 22.7% Acoetes jogasimae 7.02| 74.4%
) 3EN 8 1.78| 12.4%| [2009/7 (f+b5 27"y 5.7 6.9% 1% V¥ B 0.66] 7.0%
2005/8 |¥-Mah = 1.36] 9.5% DyIVEEN 2.7] 3.3%[|2017/1 |®m73 #4 0.32] 3.4%
Y RE:] 1.16] 8.1% Ih' 4 2.46] 3.0% YN 3" i F 0.28] 3.0%
4h793° 148 0.96| 6.7% YR RDT 4 28.68| 26.2% Terebel lides sp 0.16] 1.7%
st ] [ b | ey Ao
B . 1Y 3 - - I Maldane sp 7.24] 10.3%
2005/11 |9y/npEEbT 0.88] 1.6% e b AR 6.66) 6. 1% 2017/8 e IR 6.18] 8 8‘;/0
AF yIIIE 0.78] 1.5% yaFIE 41.03] 52.7% pryp— 286 415
WY/ AIE 0.6] 1.1% Acoetes jogasimae 18.14] 23.3% M 43473 6.48| 25.2%
Y3rky 34.02| 42.6%| (2011/7 |4hY3va%} 8.78| 11.3% Maldane sp 4.46] 17.4%
JEN R 23.54| 29.5% 3058 4 4.2]  5.4%||2018/1 [En Uh 4B 2.18] 8.5%
2006/2 |£34vE 2.8/ 3.5% Thb /84 1.44] 1.8% B 1.48] 5.8%
7HIE B 2.56] 3.2% 17348 7.96| 49.3% #3h ZER % 1.38] 5.4%
Inquisitor sp 2.36] 3.0% AT 14 2.51] 15.6% H3LY 11.2] 24.7%
pIEN AR 28.34| 40.4%| |2012/2 |Acoetes jogasimae 2.28| 14.1% 508 4 8.56| 18.9%
R 9305 11.26] 16.0% Marphysa sp 1.28] 7.9%| 12018/8 [{#YF7a%t 3.82| 8.4%
2006/5 &3V 44 10.32] 14.7% Tk 98 4 0.65 4.0% Maldane sp 3.6] 7.9%
Y3fhy 6.5| 9.3% Typhlocarcinops sp 6.2 40.2%% N b AR 3.24] 7.1%
Acoetes jogasimae 4.76| 6.8% Acoetes jogasimae 2.16] 14.0% 9304y 25.84| 42.8%
7304 0.8] 9.1%| [2012/7 |4 3&h 48 2.02] 13.1% 5 3EN $R 20.52| 34.0%
2006/8 [Acoetes jogasimae 0.78) 8.8% Cycladicama sp 0.88] 5.7kl |2019/1 |3y 44 9.26| 15.4%
70 v 4R 0.66] 7.5% Thb /84 0.7] 4.5% N U 4R 1.5] 2.5%
33k 20.96] 54. 7% 93LY 34.32| 43.6% Maldane sp 0.78] 1.3
Acoetes jogasimae 6.7 17.5% T 4H 19.18] 24.4% e U AR 11.48 25- 6‘;/0
2006/11 [93rky 6.56] 17.1%| [2013/2 |5 3&b #3 13.48) 17. 1% Sthenolepis sp 6.38] 14.2%
R Y4 1.62| 4.2% Acoetes jogasimae 7.44] 9. 4y| |2019/8 151" EN & 4' 78 10- 7u/D
Marphysa sp 0.46] 1.2% M3 ZER % 1.26] 1.6% YR D 4 4: 48 ]0‘ 00/:
Thut 22.8| 41.4% Acoetes jogasimae 5.02| 52.5% N U A 3 27A 9%
YLy 18.6 33.8% 991v8% 1.6] 16. 7% IO 2R 2.74] 25.5%
2007/2 [Fy# 91t /& 3.1] 5.6%| |2013/8 [¥AK /A4 0.86 9.0%| |9020/1 kst # 3 .86 17.3%
e 26 a1 073 1 0.52 5.4 Cyoladicana sp 0.5 508
Acoetes jogasimae 1.54] 2.8% VARUVPRE! 0.32| 3.3% (IR 048] 455
N A3 29.06] 64. 6% M 4hYFRa 22.08| 60.6% B3ky 34' 58 25- 6%
B3y 8.86] 19.7% EAh" 4 S 2.86] 7.8% e Un AR 22.4] 16,6
2007/5 (€073 4 0.8] 1.8%| |2014/2 |20279%"5 2.36] 6.5%| [2020/8 Py 21 48| 15, gu/f
Marphysa sp 0.7| 1.6% 1893318 1.9] 5.2% b IEN $E ]7' 34 13- 2;:
790 b 4% 0.62] 1.4% 071 0.9 2.5 YRR R 42.58] 26.4%
h3hhy 14.74] 55.3% Acoetes jogasimae 1.58] 44.9% U AT 36,72 22. 8%
y SEN R 3.16] 11.9% hY32% 0.64] 18.24] |2021/2 o 556l 9T
2007/8 |Acoetes jogasimae 2.32] 8.7%| |2014/8 |435uh"4 0.3 85h 4;'}1‘7:#4 654 2 1n/n
Marphysa sp 131 5.0% Maldane sp 0.18] 5. 1% ' —
Notomastus sp 0.56] 2.1% WFh A4 0.1] 2.8%
VRLORAE 10.2[ 30.0% 93ky 15.8| 61.9%
HIrLY 6.7 19.7% Acoetes jogasimae 5| 19.6%
2007/11 [7508° 4 6.26] 18.4% 2015/1 (073" H4 1.22| 4.8%
N Uh 4R 5.02] 14.8% YhE Y/h 4 0.76] 3.0%
HTRREF Ah 4 1.02] 3.0% Maldane sp 0.48] 1.9%
Acoetes jogasimae 4.8| 56.6% b 3N AR 28.94] 42.8%
YIh° 448 0.84] 9.9y M 4RY$ea 18.58| 27.5%
N AR 0.7 8.3% 2015/8 [¥3¥°4°4 586 8.7%
2008/2 o
Marphysa sp 0.48] 5.7% N Vh 4R 3.66] 5.4k
/3T 0.36] 4.2% Glycera sp 1.54] 2.3%
058" = 0.36] 4.2% Phy | lophorus sp 20.8] 61.3%
93IhLYy 12.48[ 49.5%| |o016/1 IR AR A 4.24| 12.5%
5 3EN 4R 3.88| 15.4% [ 1.62 4.8%
2008/7 |¥t754° 4 3.08| 12.2% YN Y4 0.6] 1.8%
" 538" 4 0.98] 3.9% L fl
Glycera sp 0.8 3.2% i B
LidLN Ikl
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A7 B Akm-4

& 29.2-4(12)

RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

ATt Akm-4 AT Akm-4 ATt Akm—4
r3: A% 2% lwme || =8 A% BSR lwe || =5 A% a8 | ms
73IrhYE} 109. 78] 58.2% TRVEY MR 30.36| 25.5% E o-b vh58° 4 7.2] 26.1%
YIh =z 22.3] 11.8% 2 VRV 4 13.82| 11.6% 2.26] 8.2%
2005/5 |934Ly 16.66 8.8%| [2008/11 [Chlamys sp 8.18] 6.9%| [2016/9 1.74] 6.3%
A VRS 4 10.84] 5.7% HEEN 4R 7.7] 6.5% 1.74] 6.3%
2 7HIrhvEH 3.74]  2.0% Lanice sp 7.38] 6.2% 2§ VRV 4 1.44] 5.2%
29 VRS 4 3.18] 13.1% AR 12.9] 16.2% LB A 11.12] 21.3%
hFNZFH A 2.16] 8.9% Chlamys sp 10.04| 12.6% 5.6 10.7%
2005/8 |H3kLy 1.88] 7.7%| [2009/7 |4FA =7 44 7.68| 9.6%| |2017/1 |Psammolyce sp 4.48| 8.6%
37489 1.86] 7.6% 29 VRV 4 6.1 7.6% 3.62] 6.9%
AN A9F B2 1.86] 7.6% Phy| lochaetopterus sp 4.98| 6.2% PN TN 3.48| 6.7%
A VRS 4 16.48| 33.6% 26.46] 25.3% 7.78] 13.0%
RIS 12.34] 25.2% 29 VRS 4 25.98] 24.9% YN $3° D4 EE 7.54] 12.6%
2005/11 |9FA° 254" 4 2.78 5.7%| |2009/10 [Chlamys sp 8.2| 7.8%| [2017/8 |Chlamys sp 6.58| 11.0%
7hEYT Y 2.56] 5.2% Lanice sp 5.42] 5.2% 2§ VRV 4 6.52] 10.9%
Y131t 2.1 4.3% hEN T H A 3.04] 2.9% 5.26| 8.8%
7337hYEL 11.98] 24.0% t Y% 6.15| 16.4% Chlamys sp 8.72| 32.5%
A VRS 4 5.16] 10.3% VY 3R 5.62| 14.9% 2§ VRV 4 4.54] 16.9%
2006/2 [En U 418 4.76] 9.5%| |2011/7 |4& 4Fah’ = 3.44] 9.1%| [2018/1 [43A°=F 474 3.1] 11.6%
Lanice sp 2.9 5.8% 29 VRV 4 3.42] 9.1% 0.98] 3.7%
N 2.66] 5.3% AN A9E B2 1.62] 4.3% T B 0.92| 3.4%
EN B AR 12.44] 19.5% 7RV MR 210.34] 69.7% /TR VEY D 152.32| 61.5%
A VRS 4 8.14] 12.8% A9 VRV 4 28.74] 9.5% En Up AR 52.12] 21.1%
2006/5 |934LY 6.22] 9.8%|(2012/2 |®My 5% 8.5 2.8%| [2018/8 [z4" LEVHH 4 6.98| 2.8%
Lanice sp 3.02| 4.7% = K 4.2] 1.4% FINH A 6.5 2.6%
T A S = 2.8 4.4% woh 4 4.1 1.4% HFNZF NS 3.74| 1.5%
Y 5 32.74] 40.5% HFHTSTIN $0' 4 25.07| 26.6% YN §1° D4 EE 11.86] 26. 6%
N b 4R 14.1] 17.4% Chlamys sp 19.56] 20.7% 6.82| 15.3%
2006/8 [934LY 10.04| 12.4%| [2012/7 | & @440 8.84] 9.4%| [2019/1 |24 LEVHD 4 6.78| 15.2%
A VRS 4 4.86 6.0% A9 VRV 4 6.88] 7.3% 3.96| 8.9%
Clymenura sp 1.56] 1.9% 5.1 5.4% Lanice sp 1.56] 3.5%
+h'zy 34.3| 27.0% 29 VRV 4 17.12] 27.1% HANTY" Y 7.44] 17.2%
H3hLy 17.88| 14.1% 8.86| 14.0% 6.04| 14.0%
2006/11 " n-F 334" 4 11.7] 9.2%| [2013/2 #7944 = 7.2| 11.4%| |2019/8 |4Fa’ =7 44 2.26| 5.2%
A VRS 4 9.48] 7.5% §FN T h A 4.56| 7.2% 2§ VEVED 4 2.24| 5.2%
IR 6.96| 5.5% Murex sp 2.5 4.0% 045 3 2.02] 4.7%
H3hLYy 35.6| 28.8% A9 VRS 4 10.78| 29. 4% Lanice sp 26.2| 33.6Y%
wy IR 15.96| 12.9% Phy | lochaetopterus sp 1.78] 4.9% A5 VEVED 4 7.74] 9.9%
2007/2 £ n-F v3h 4 9.86] 8.0%| |2013/8 |n 5737h° 4 1.46] 4.0%| [2020/1 [h994v%" = 5 98] 7.7%
A4 VEVED 4 6.58| 5.3% Lanice sp 1.44] 3.9% N ZFH A 4.04] 5.2%
Chlamys sp 5.26] 4.3% 154y ot 1.44| 3.9% HAN A9 A2 2.94] 3.8%
Lanice sp 5.26| 4.3% 2y U9 66.16) 55.0% YANRY" Y 8.26| 20.0%
Ty 3R 28.98| 33.9% 29 VRV 4 9.72| 8.1% DEN T4 7.38] 17.9%
H3hky 11.08| 13.0%| |2014/2 |f9mA" 4 6.38] 5 3% [2020/8 |4 LEVHH 4 3.92| 9.5%
2007/5 (24 VEVAD 4 7.32| 8.6% L B 4.26] 3.5% VY 5 3.64| 8.8%
HFN ZF B A 3.88] 4.5% Lanice sp 2,74 2.3% 2.64] 6.4%
b 3EN 4F 3.8 4.5% 28" VEVED 4 13.1] 28.1% 9.24) 14.7%
/53 MY b 350. 1] 86.3% PN ZTh A 3.7 1.9% 6.72] 10.7%
A8 VR 4 9.16] 2 3% |2014/8 [9379m9 2.96) 6.4% [2021/2 |24 VEVEH 4 4.66] 7.4%
2007/8 |®nh’ 5% 6.96] 1.7% 2.76] 5.9% BV 5 4.42] 7.0%
RN 51 1.2% 040" 4 2.58] 5.5% Lanice sp 3.24| 5.1%
I 4 3.38] 0.8% Nivicd 44.3| 28.9%
RN 22.86| 26.6% 36.9] 24. 1%
A5 VRS 4 14.64] 17.0%| [2015/1 |[93A°25" 44 7.58] 4.9%
2007/11 [Lanice sp 9.5 11.1% Lanice sp 5.78] 3.8%
N 573784 3.72] 4.3 ¥ 4% 522 3.4%
HFA TN A 2.84] 3.3% #RAzEN M 8.56| 18.0%
y3Irhy 12.78] 20.0% Limaria sp 5.7 12.0%
W15 Y B 5.66) 8. 8y [2015/8 |9FN ST A4 4.36] 9.2%
2008/2 |7YE 4y #2° 14 4.8] 7.5% B IH 4] 8.4%
FTN A 3.2 5.0% A VRV 4 3.96| 8.3%
AYTHALE 5 3.1 4.8% woh 4 31.96| 32.1%
tr - 12. 64| 27.6Y% N FIIFh 4 20.24] 20.4% I %
995 13 B 4.34] 9 5% |2016/1 L/ 9.2 9.3% & R BT
2008/7 |74735%} 3.6] 7.9% PN ZTh A 471 4.Th P
0 5% 2.4] 5.2% Naticarius sp 4.04] 4.1% — —
prICE O 2 06l 2 5% LNkl bt 4=
R EM
Z D GRS - REBWPE)
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Y1, Ykn-1 it Ykm-1 Vi Yk
%R A% 2% | me || =5 % A0% |me || =8 a4 aet |l ma
74 3.22[ 21.1% EeREC] 7.4] 62.1% ¥ RT M 27.6] 53.1%
LR 2.02] 13.2% 71 0.96] 8.1% M 4BYF93 15.94] 30.7%
2005/5 [Nephtys sp 1.98| 13.0%| |2008/11 |Brada sp 0.82| 6.9%| |2017/8 |yi4h" 4 3.14] 6.0%
530 4R 0.86] 5.6% 7B 0.44] 3.7% 719 1.58] 3.0%
IRHIA 4 0.86] 5.6% IN A 03K T R 0.36] 3.0% 3aH EN 0.6] 1.2%
HEE AR 4 114.92] 62.9% 5 IR M 6.06] 37.1% e 47.82| 86.5%
7H9t 25.12] 13.7% P REG) 2.98] 18.3% VeV, 0.82] 1.5%
2005/8 [¥3bt¥h = 23.72] 13.0%| [2009/7 [Mr 8472 254 15.6%| [2018/1 [ b M7Rl 0.72] 1.3%
M 48R3 10.36] 5.7% Acoetes jogasimae 1.22| 7.5% Sthenolepis sp 0.62] 1.1%
70y 2.54] 1.4% W 9% 1.04] 6.4% A 2R 0.58] 1.0%
F5A3R T WK 0.36] 17.3% M (B33 14.62] 78.2% e 82.36] 90.3%
b B AR 0.2] 9.6% o U AR 0.74] 4.0% YAh 4 3.52] 3.9%
2005/11 |£39y/41t" 0.2] 9.6% 2009/10 #1797 0.68] 3.6%| [2018/8 |71 1.84] 2.0%
Prionospio depauperata 0.16| 7.7% VI 4 0.58] 3.1% YR 4 0.8 0.9%
IIRIE 0.14] 6.7% B 0.26] 1.4% e 0.52] 0.6%
{hY#33% 10.62] 38.8% 530" 4% 0.26] 1.4% ¥ 31 M 6.92| 44.8%
N VR 3.66] 13.4% 71 %7 12.84] 54.0% #RH B 3.38 21.9%
2006/2 (37" 4% 2.46] 9.0% 4334 V' 4 4,18 17.6%| |2019/1 [72°%7 2.46| 15.9%
3197 1.56| 5.7%| [2013/8 [A3LYA 1.82] 7.7% IVERI 0.56] 3.6%
AR 0.9] 3.3% M (B33 1.66] 7.0% Jan t4h = 0.5 3.2%
1335 Ut 4 14.1] 47.3% Loimia sp 1| 429 ER 34.58] 49.0%
Corophium sp 7.98] 26.8% 11Y3va% 31.34] 60.8% 1hY$va% 30. 68| 43.5%
2006/5 |b4° 41473 a4l o8] |0, [ 7.84] 15.2%] |2019/8 |72°%7 0.8 1.1%
N 9% 1R 0.96] 3.2% 4335 Up' 4 7.42] 14.4% 3Fh &4 0.72| 1.0%
R 0.28] 0.9% FINE A 4 0.96] 1.9% AJRJIT Y 0.62] 0.9%
HEE A4 262.7] 49. 6% M (B33 13.28] 75.5% ¥R M 24| 56. 7%
74 207.58] 39.2% 73137 3.68] 20.9% Corophium sp 9.44| 22.3%
2006/8 |77hyah 4 16.8] 3.2%| |2014/8 [eshyron’ = 0.16] 0.9y| [2020/1 |AURYaT"Y 2.36] 5.6%
Y1750 4 16.44] 3.1% Devonia sp 0.1] 0.6% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 0.7) 1.7%
Crassostrea sp 8.62| 1.6% Goniada sp 0.1 0.6% Sthenelais sp 0.68] 1.6%
7137 14.3] 36.9% {hYeagt 4.2] 30.4% FGEW 10.12] 57.4%
{h)akt 8.3] 21.4% 71 1 3.06] 22.1% 1Yt 2.94] 16. T
2006/11 | M 44$23 5.48] 14.1%| |2015/1 [Ampelisca sp 0.6| 4 3y||2020/8 [h3hYA 2.86] 16.2%
IF B3R T VR 2.86] 7.4% ALY = 0.36] 2.6% £399/418° 0.26] 1.5%
£399/41E° 1.54] 4.0% 5498 0.34] 2.5% YR 94 0.24] 1.4%
b 3D 4 29.98| 41.5% 137 7.52] 24.4% Corophium sp 4.82| 38.1%
378" 530 4 14.8] 20.5% EReE) 7.16] 23.2% A IR M 3.02] 23.9%
2007/2 |74 6.86] 9.5%| [2015/8 [4 a3 nf 6.46 20.9%| |2021/2 |4hUtva 0.96| 7.6%
75Lyah 4 6.58 9.1% M A3 4.9] 15.9% £9y/41t° 0.64] 5 1%
M 4843 48] 6.6% 1335 U 4 3.1] 10.0% ARYT"Y 0.54] 4.3h
b (B33 27.86] 68.5% I AREG] 26. 68| 65. 9%
F31° 37 2.7 6.6% Corophium sp 6.9 17.0%
2007/5 |Glycera sp 2.2 5 4% [2016/1 [53°%7 1.64] 4.1%
75hmH° 4 1.12] 2.8% 330 & % 1.36] 3.4%
9% B4R 1.06] 2.6% R 0.56] 1.4%
74 10873] 92. 6% e 26.7| 55.3%
HEME AT 4 283.08] 2.4% M hFa 16. 18| 33.5%
2007/8 |b 41173 224.62] 1.9%| [2016/9 [53°%7 1.58] 3.3%
754 4 98.38| 0.8% 330 &N % 1.28] 2.7%
Crassostrea sp 73.96| 0.6% R Uh B 0.48| 1.0%
b Y393 5.06] 26.3% I AREC) 6.04] 41.2%
200711 [{RHR 4.66] 24.2% R 1.94] 13.2%
F1 37 3.44| 17.9%| |2017/1 |Corophium sp 1.1 7.5%
FINE B 4R 0.74] 3.9% b AR 0.78] 5.3%
Mip = 21.08| 49.9% Sthenolepis sp 0.62| 4.2%
b B33 7.8] 18.5%
2008/2 |4hUFeams 5,24 12.4%
7137 1.6] 3.8%
FInE B 4R 0.66] 1.6%
7137 19.78] 44.9%
b B33 8.64 19.6%
2008/7 | 9% p4FE 3.9] 8.8%
5T 2.3] 5.2% o 151
YA N4 2.22( 5.0% RS
HiAEHM




Y1iEig : Ykm-2

TR 2.9.2-4(14)

RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

Y1 Ykm-2 Y1 Ykm-2 Y1 Ykm-2
2R % A0% | ms || =5 A% Ze | me || =8 % Gl | ma
N UFOE 73. 64| 60.8% JaN A 2 7.4] 39.4% M 4By 37.6| 80.6%
YR 30. 84| 25.5% 1h)teag 5| 26.7% EXLYTYE 2 3.36] 1.2%
2005/5 |b {hY$3 5.94] 4.9%| [2008/11 |4 vFrhFt 1.62] 8.6%|(2017/8 |33fh" Eh % 1.6 3.4%
Phoronis sp 2.66) 2.2% Sthenolepis sp 0.96] 5.1% YA hh 4 1.32] 2.8%
5033 14 1.38] 1.1% @B 0.94] 5.0% Sthenolepis sp 0.5 1.1%
N UFR 33.42) 50. 6% AP VKE] 6.34| 41.0% [k v % ) 271.2| 64.4%
b 48U 23.52| 35. 6% 530 AR 1,98 12.8% M AB4R3 80.98] 19. 2%
2005/8 |74t 3.16] 4.8%| 2009/7 s myimrd 118 7.6%| |2018/1 [Phoronis sp 43.36] 10.3%
57" h1a9h’ = 1.98] 3.0% KUEERT Fi 0.66] 4.3% 1335 L 4 5.32] 1.3%
EALYTON = 1.4 2.1% EXLYTO = 0.64] 4.1% I EN F 3.72] 0.9%
1hYva%d 2.96] 41.2% M 433 16.12| 47.1% 10)Fva%} 16.06| 77.8%
LEVY YK 1.48] 20.6% N VR 4.76] 13.9% Loimia sp 1.14] 5.5%
EANYTYE 2 0.86] 12.0%| (2009/10 [Loimia sp 4.48] 13.1%||2018/8 |EXhy7yh’ = 0.68 3.3%
2005/11 4" W33" 04 0.26] 3.6% IR T I 1.08] 3.2% 3th TN £ 0.66] 3.2%
Y AR 0.24] 3.3% Hh -® 0.94 2.7% T iR 0.5 2.4%
It 0.24] 3.3% M (BYRa 2.74| 45.2% Phoronis sp 184.28| 81.6%
Hb yavIIe 0.24] 3.3% IR 0.92| 15.2% 1= 17.48] 7.7%
N VTR 19.88| 67.0%| (2013/8 [x+h%tt7 % 0.64] 10.6%| |2019/1 [M {hY$33 8.74] 3.9%
WA UbE! 2.46| 8.3% Sthenolepis sp 0.44] 7.3% Vi 4 6.44| 2.9%
2006/2 |4 Wea n4 1.62] 5.5% h AR 0.3 5.0% PN ER 2.9 1.3%
1h)+vagt 1.16] 3.9% (AFeaFt 20. 96| 55.6% /AN Fh = 9.3| 52.0%
DK 0.94] 3.2% Ve 6.42] 17.0% M AnYFRa 4.46] 24.9%
h7" hTvagh = 5.82| 65.0% |2014/2 [/an 147 = 4.2] 11.1%| |2019/8 |Phyllochaetopterus sp 1.5 8.4%
YA 4 0.94] 10.5% NE YRR 1.72] 4.6% 33Hh 4 0.6] 3.4%
2006/5 |5 w33 h4 0.4 4.5% EALTO = 0.78] 2 1% Sthenolepis sp 0.56] 3.1%
Nephtys sp 0.34] 3.8% L3HENTE VFeh 80.7| 87.4% YR 90 4 5.72] 41.3%
Paraprionospio sp (BH!) 0.3] 3.3% M {hUFRa 9.66| 10.5% B 3.24| 23.4%
WAz 16.34] 39.7%| |201 4/8 [)an 41 = 0.96] 1.0% 2020/1 (33th EM £ 1 7.2%
YYD Z 8.06| 19.6% PIRENT 0.34] 0. 2% Sthenolepis sp 0.74| 5.3%
2006/8 |V&"4h° 4 7.72| 18.7% Ih ER 0.3 0. 3% E39Y/418° 0.5 3.6%
M Ah)4a 3.56| 8.6% M B33 36.74] 72.0% 1% 15. 24| 58.9%
EXLYTYN = 2.06] 5.0% 6.1 11.9% V39K 7 7.38] 28.5%
by 44Y1v 3.26] 2185 |5015/1 [eammon = 1761 3 44| |2020/8 33087 & % 0.9] 3.5%
ok 9IE R 1.56] 10.4% Phoronis sp 128l 24w 5 473 1 0.48] 1.9
2006/11 [4Y$3% 1.24] 8.3% P 086l 17 Glossaulax _sp 0.36] 1.4%
Sthenolepis sp 1.12] 7.5% LN V) 154.02| 83. 6% Corophium sp 4.18| 36.1%
bz 3y 0.9] 6.0% VT 22 44] 12 2% /3N A9 1.72 14.9%
Corophium sp 4 44| 27.6% 2015/8 [Exby7om = 202 1.1% 2021/2 (3310 E4 % 1.68| 14.5%
HYFRaEL 3.56] 22. 1% 128l 0.8% YA b A 0.8] 6.9
2007/2 [/2n 491" = 2.06] 12.8% Phoronis & ol o EXLYToh = 0.5 4.3%
M 4143 1.62| 10.1% STy 1.58] 25.8%
AT 2 0.96 6.0 AR i[ 6.3
2 13 36| 49.6% |9016/1 [qapeh 0.78 12.7%
EEER T 5.8] 21.5% Jan T = 0.42] 6.9%
200775 K 1.48| 5.5% Sthenelais sp 0.36] 5.9%
JanN ih = 0.78] 2.9% YT 25.3| 79.3%
L 0.68) 2.5 R 1.64] 5 1%
OO v . .
/Jf\ = 14.56] 40.5% 2016/9 |43%8° Uh 1 T4 4.4%
iR 8.38) 23. 3% I ER F 1.38] 4.3
2007/8 |14 2@ 3.48] 9.7% EALYTON 1.36] 4.3%
uklas 348 9.7 TRTaE 47.86]_68.3%
33 EF ¥ 1.52] 425 s . XTI
Phoronis sp 15.46| 78.0% LR 9.961 14. 2%
— . . 2017/1 |h&hEEPT 2.46| 3.5%
Fof It B 1.22] 6.2% e
- EALYTYR 2 2.26] 3.2%
2007/11|Sthenolepis sp 0.84] 4.2% T s & T4l 2
' & 0.62| 3.1% - -
JaN Hh Z 0.34] 1.7%
YR 2.76| 33.5%
JanN ih = 2.66] 32.3%
2008/2 |79k wit' B 1.08] 13.1%
PRI 0.36] 4.4%
Sthenolepis sp 0.2 2.4%
JanN th = 77.64] 83.3%
M ARY1ea 6.3] 6.8% A )
2008/7 [Phoronis sp 2.34] 2.5% i 22
YA 94 2.3 2.5% iR
1hyvagt 1.12] 1.2% ;AEF — B 3E
REBYM
T Ot - REBWPIE)
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Y2 #B15 : Ykm-3

& 2.9.2-4(15)

RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

Y2355 Ykm-3 Y235, Ykm-3 Y2515 Ykm-3
£5 A% 2% | s || =a % E0S | me || =5 m% A0S | me
YA 04 38.26] 41.5% 575 939R 6.04] 55.7% M 41473 66.2] 67.2%
2005/5 IR 29.68] 32.2% Sthenolepis sp 0.96] 8.9% 4335° U 4 26.78] 27. 2%
9484 7.38| 8.0%| |2008/11 |$4944° 4 0.92 8.5%| |2017/8 |Glycera sp 1.16) 1.2%
FI/0HH° 4 4.48] 4.9% 533 1 0.64] 5.9% £073 1 0.86] 0.9%
VT IIRE 70.72| 78.4% Ty 0.42] 3.9% EALYTUR = 0.52] 0.5%
i 4 5.9 6.5% 1724 0.6] 15.5% b hY$33 48.28] 79.5%
2005/8 (47" hTyagh’ = 4.54] 5.0% 054" 4 0.4] 10.4% 5" 340 4R 5.06] 8.3%
EALYTUD = 2.42] 2.7%| [2009/7 [en7a 4 0.36] 9.38] |50, 1= 208 0.88] 1.4%
ang/yan 4 1.36] 1.5% I EER T 0.36] 9.3% Acoetes jogasimae 0.68] 1.1%
VR IIRE 3.4 56.2% 9yInEEN 0.34] 8.8% Sthenolepis sp 0.64 1.1%
EALYTYR = 1.4| 22.9% 073 0.58] 7.4% Heteromastus sp 0.64] 1.1%
2005/11 {44728 0.66] 10.8% 53 4% 0.56] 7.1% M 4473 16.72] 60.3%
HRIE E 0.3| 4.9%| |2009/10 |Sthenolepis sp 0.56| 7.1% e IR 2.8] 10.1%
Brada sp 0.12| 2.0% Glossaulax sp 0.54| 6.9%| |2018/8 |33 &b % 0.98] 3.5%
M 48433 1.68] 15.6% 513 1 0.48] 6.1% M) 0.6] 2.2%
YR Hh 4 1.46| 13.5% [hisiZukvilel 13.82| 67.2% Acoetes jogasimae 0.56] 2.0%
2006/2 [Sthenolepis sp 1.24] 11.5% 7hit B 1.48] 7.2% VARUUPRE! 33.62| 87.3%
Glycera sp 0.74] 6.9% 2013/8 8 VB 0.98| 4.8% Acoetes jogasimae 2.16/ 5.6%
5 4e3 14 0.54] 5.0% 1335 Vb 4 0.56] 2.7%||2019/1 [71°%7 1.54| 4.0%
Y34 0.84| 22.1% Terebel |l ides sp 0.4 1.9% Heteromastus sp 0.32] 0.8%
Sthenelais sp 0.68| 17.9% T TR 91k 0.4 1.9% 073" 44 0.22| 0.6%
2006/5 |3 94" 4 0.46] 12.1% b 4hY$3 67.12] 81.8% [S20F EVR 5.88| 30.5%
Chaetozone sp 0.42| 11.1% Heteromastus sp 3.54| 4.3% Terebellides sp 3.7] 19.2%
533 1 0.36] 9.5%||2014/2 [4t3E" v/ 1.42] 1.7%||2019/8 |en" b 41 2.7) 14.0%
501 M 2.6| 38.9% YA 04 1.26] 1.5% 113738 2.7] 14.0%
1hY+va%} 0.66] 9.9% Sthenolepis sp 1.14] 1.4% Glycera sp 1.28] 6.6%
2006/8 |53 91" 4 0.6 9.0% M 4AY$33 73.62| 72.6% LY 11.98] 52.4%
579 1939YEE 0.44| 6.6% FI5R% 9.96] 9.8% Y 2.02] 8.8%
EALYTYR 2 0.36] 5.4%| [2014/8 |47 pzvash’ = 6.56] 6.5%| |9020,1 Sthenelais sp 0.8 3.5%
P 3R 50.1| 89.0% EALYTYN = 4 3.9% Ak yayIIE 0.76] 3.3%
5433 M 0.94] 1.7% Heteromastus sp 1.26] 1.2% Z L 0.68] 3.0%
2006/11 b yaygIe’ 0.78] 1.4% M AY$33 59.52| 86.6% Lumbr ineris sp 0.68] 3.0%
1hYFa%t 0.62] 1.1% Inquisitor sp 3.26] 4.7% 1091318 3| 60.7%
13348 0.56] 1.0%||2015/1 [e0Fa #4 0.9 1.3% eI 1.16] 23.5%
BTkt 9.58| 34.0% Heteromastus sp 0.68] 1.0%| |2020/8 [Heteromastus sp 0.48| 9.7%
45 VR 5.8] 20.6% EALYTUR = 0.52] 0.8% T 9IE R 0.12] 2.4%
2007/2 (4033 14 3.34] 11.8% M Y373 40.46| 52.5% Sigambra tentaculata 0.1 2.0%
Sthenelais sp 1.88] 6.7% 93fky 16.72 21.7% Euchone sp 6.46| 51.0%
M AR 4 1.34] 4.8%| |2015/8 {325 LA 4 3.2 4.1% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 1.42| 11.2%
M B33 48.86] 36. 7% Glycera sp 2 64| 3.4y [2021/2 |hRIt’ # 0.56] 4.4%
5433 M 42.92| 32.2% N B AR 2.02] 2.6% Heteromastus sp 0.52| 4.1%
2007/5 |3 98" 4 19.86] 14.9% M4BT 60. 96| 88. 6% 77" hTvah" 2 0.52] 4.1%
1 %7 3.38] 2.5% 71 %7 1.86] 2.7%
R B 2.02] 1.5%| [2016/1 |zy39h" 4%} 1.06] 1.5%
530 8.84] 54.7% #3h = 0.76] 1.1%
Y3rky 3.06] 18.9% 073" 1 0.56] 0.8%
2007/8 |[Terebellides sp 1.2] 7.4% MY 51.16] 59.2%
N VRO 0.66] 4.1% 93Irky 22.8] 26.4%
B 0.52] 3.2%|(2016/9 [#3E v/ 3.14] 3.6%
53 M 2.16] 29.4% 0731 1 1.58] 1.8%
FREL 1.3 17.7% YA Yo 1 1%
2007/11 (#4758 4 0.64] 8.7% M 4433 26.92| 65.0%
Sthenolepis sp 0.4| b5.4% Th9t 4.02 9.7%
ThYt 0.4| 5.4%||2017/1 |®073" 4 1.48] 3.6%
5 IR0 3.5] 24.9% 5 433 1 1.14] 2.8%
F31' 37 1.56| 11.1% Sthenolepis sp 1 2.4%
2008/2 [yx 984 1.5 10.7%
Wy 0.82| 5.8%
A yavsIE 0.62] 4.4%
530 10.92] 41.7%
VR IIRE 7.66] 29.2%
, 0
2008/7 mﬁ:ﬁﬁ :gg ggoﬁ _ Lo
750" 4% 0.88] 3.4% i 2 B9
HiAEHM
HAEMPI— KR EE
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Y3 #B1 : Ykm-4

& 2.9.2-4(16)

RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

Y38 Ykm-4 Y3iEE  Ykm-4 Y3i@iE  Ykm-4
%A A% B2 | me || %8 A% 2% | ms || =5 % 208 | ms
1hYFvaf} 19.26) 64.5% Sthenolepis sp 2.44] 69.7% 11.52) 56.4%
h7 h1vagh = 4.46] 14.9% It 0.74] 21.1% 5.5] 26.9%
2005/5 |anEh 4%} 2.64| 8.8%| |2008/11 (42" 41" 4 0.18| 5.1%| [2017/8 (¥ 1.34] 6.6%
Sthenolepis sp 1.6] 5.4% Bb yaysIE 0.12] 3.4% I8 3Ty 9IE B 0.64] 3.1%
Terebel lides sp 1.26] 4.2% TYE U0 427 1 0.02] 0.6% hh vaysIe 0.44] 2.2%
1477 97°) 3.64 72.2% 93rhy 32.82| 90.9% Th9t 2.32| 31.2%
2005/8 Sthenolepis sp 1.3] 25.8% Sthenolepis sp 2.04] 5. 7% §7" hrvagh = 1.7] 22.8%
A2Yv4E0490° 4 0.06] 1.2% 2000/7 Sthenelais sp 0.54| 1.5%| [2018/1 |Sthenolepis sp 1.66| 22.3%
Poeci lochaetus sp 0.04] 0.8% Iva9h" i 0.44] 1.2% Iya9h ZF 1.1] 14.8%
Sthenolepis sp 2.24| 65.1% ME V) 0.08| 0.2% a4h €N 0.3 4.0%
Terebel lides sp 0.5 14.5% h-EE 0.08] 0.2% ¥ UhvE 3.72| 34.6%
2005/11 |A" yavhen 4% 0.42| 12.2% h7° hrvanh = 2.86| 35.6% h7" hrvagp’ = 2.6| 24.2%
B yaysIe 0.18] 5.2% Sthenolepis sp 2.72| 33.8%| [2018/8 |n%4EEbT 1.68] 15.6%
Heteromastus sp 0.08] 2.3%| [2009/10 |Fy& "It' & 1.44] 17.9% Sthenolepis sp 1.42| 13.2%
93rbhy 21.82( 87.1% HEIEEN 0.38) 4.7% WIIE T 0.56] 5.2%
Sthenolepis sp 1.68] 6.7% W= 0.14] 1.7% THE 4 19.58] 71.1%
2006/2 |79k 91t @ 0.42] 1.7% FH Tk 9IE 2.34| 43.7% §7° hvagh’ = 4.88) 17.7%
YA B4 0.3] 1.2% Sthenolepis sp 0.84] 15.7%| [2019/1 |[Sthenolepis sp 1.06| 3.9%
It 0.24] 1.0%| |2013/8 |Terebellides sp 0.7] 13.1% TUE RN a7 i 0.54] 2.0%
W= 9.9] 42.6% LYEN 4% vFehE 0.38] 7.1% ERP IR 0.5| 1.8%
PHE 93I5E 6. 24| 26.8% IV A 0.26] 4.9% IYRIITH A 7.24] 49.1%
2006/5 |47°hrvagh’ = 2.94] 12.6% It 3 62.94| 84.9% h3hyn 3.84| 26.0%
Thot 2.64] 11.3% JIWVIITH A 520 7.0% Sthenolepis sp 0.74| 5.0%
Sthenolepis sp 0.86] 3.7% 201472 h7" hIvanh’ = 1.68] 2.3% 2019/8 YR 4 0.66) 4.5%
Sthenolepis sp 0.88| 62.0% F3/040° 4 0.92| 1.2% Phyllochaetopterus sp 0.62) 4.2%
2006/8 §7° hIvagh = 0.44] 31.0% M 41373 37.82| 97.0% TUE N *}I.l' I 0.62] 4.2%
Heteromastus sp 0.08] 5.6% Y E 0.86] 2.2% Sthenolepis sp 1.94] 47.1%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.02[ 1.4%|(2014/8 |h%yEtbs 0.24] 0.6% #hIe 0.66| 16.0%
#9338 10.92[ 70.6% Heteromastus sp 0.04] 0.1%| [2020/1 |92 94" 4 0.42] 10.2%
Sthenolepis sp 2.4] 15.5% AFEYUE 0.04] 0.1% w9y 418 0.24] 5.8%
h7 pIvagh’ = 1.92| 12.4% £7° Iy = 9.9] 45.6% ah =R 0.18] 4.4%
2006/11 -
kad))= 0.14] 0.9% Thut 9.68] 44.6% Sthenolepis sp 1.76] 32.8%
9% v#rhE 0.04] 0.3%| |2015/1 [¥ & yhvB 1.74] 8.0% 2984 0.72| 13. 4%
B vaysIe 0.04] 0.3% Heteromastus sp 0.16/ 0.7% 2020/8 Ty 9IE B 0.64] 11.9%
Sthenolepis sp 3.84| 75 0% Phy | lochaetopterus sp 0.14] 0.6% BRI ) 0.46| 8 6%
] 0.26] 5.1% Bk yaysIE 0.28] 56.0% R0 0.34] 6.3%
2007/2 12931 4 0.2] 3.9% Glycera sp 0.06| 12.0% 47"JT?]*4 0.34] 6.3%
YN $1° h4 0.16) 3.1% 0750 4R} 0.04] 8.0% it B 6.48| 38.8%
VK 0.14) 2.7% Heteromastus sp 0.04] 8.0% 4 vhvE 2.82| 16.9%
EnchoneXen 014 2.7 |28 s rma 002 4 0u| |2021/2 [EARS 2.74] 16.4%
Sthenolepis sp 4.36] 47.7% Sthenolepis sp 0.02] 4.0% Sthenolepis sp 2.42| 14.5h
b7 h1vagh = 2.62) 28.7% Sigambra tentaculata 0.02| 4.0% Zeuxis sp 1.1] 6.6%
2007/5 | %4958 4 0.74] 8.1% Mediomastus sp 0.02| 4.0%
7 V7 hE 0.66) 7.2% Sthenelais sp 1.34] 75.3%
TR 9t B 0.4] 4.4% Ji 3Ty 9IE 0.2] 11.2%
17" hLa9h" = 5.96| 87.4% TYE $IN #3114 0.08] 4.5%
Scolelepis sp 0.56) 8.2k Heteromastus sp 0.04] 2.2%
2007/8 |Sthenolepis sp 0.14] 2.1% YA 0 4 0.02] 1.1%
33TEEI9A 4 0.04] 0.6%] |2"%" [5iganbra tentaculata 0.02] 1.1%
Wntva’ 4 0.04[ 0.6% Glycinde sp 0.02] 1.1%
§7" h1ya9h" 2 4.24) 75. 4% Mediomastus sp 0.02| 1.1%
Sthenolepis sp 1.02] 18.1% LiYFIE B 0.02| 1.1%
2007/11 |Fy& 91t % 0.2| 3.6% AHED R 0.02] 1.1%
M 4% 0.14] 2.5% £ yhvA 6.86] 67.9%
Heteromastus sp 0.02[ 0.4% JEUL eI L] 0.84| 8 3%
7h9% 8.32| 72.3%| |2016/9 |3ty 48 0.64] 6.3%
Sthenolepis sp 2.46| 21.4% VN o] 0.54| 5.3%
2008/2 Euchone sp 0.16 1. 4% FHI Tk 9IE 0.28 2.8%
Harmothoe sp 0.1/ 0.9 ¥ v E 2.02] 29.4%
Corophium sp 0.08) 0.7% /59naLYE} 1.14] 16.6%
DEENT 48 0.08] 0.7%| |2017/1 [T 0% 3 0.94] 13.7%
2008/7 |Sthenolepis sp 0. 12] 100. 0% EEb IR NS 0.68] 9.9%%
W= 0.38] 5.5% FL ]
B 2 g
BREMM
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Y3 15 : Ykm-5

& 29.2-4(17)

RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

Y3t Ykm-5 Y38 Ykm-5 Y388 Ykm-5
%8 A% A0S | ma || =5 A% A% | ma || =8 A% 282 | me
LUEN 45 vFohRl 0.68| 16.2% {hY$eakt 1.42] 37.0% 77 hFeh R 15.2] 54.4%
YR 0.62| 14.8% Sthenolepis sp 1.28| 33.3% Terebel lides sp 7.5| 26.9%
2005/5 |Terebel | ides sp 0.62 14.8%|[2008/11 [zp' 4" = 0.44] 11.5%| [2017/8 [# & vy B 1.92] 6.9%
Sthenolepis sp 0.56| 13.3% it B 0.2] 5.2% fiigicg k7] 0.68] 2.4%
BHIEEN 0.54| 12.9% PR 0.12] 3.1% A yayIIE 0.44] 1.6%
A7 VT 44.62| 93.5% Terebellides sp 2.78] 42.5% 147707 91.14] 70.6%
Terebel lides sp 2.14] 4.5% hreh M 1.02| 15.6% H3rky 21. 74 16.8%
2005/8 |p¥hEEbs 0.58| 1.2%|[2009/7 |44zt 0.9] 13.8%| [2018/1 |47"pzvagh’ = 10.18) 7.9%
Glycera sp 0.16] 0.3% Sthenolepis sp 0.72| 11.0% AHhEEN F 1.72) 1.3%
Lumbrineris latreilli 0.06] 0.1% Ty 91t & 0.48] 7.3% Zeuxis sp 1.08] 0.8%
H3IrLY 17. 28] 60.5% Terebel lides sp 9.88| 66.3% ¥R YAV 5.26| 37.8%
PR YYE 9.64| 33.7% Glycera sp 1.6] 10.7% h7" hIvann = 4.26) 30.6%
2005/11 [Sthenolepis sp 0.86] 3.0%|[2009/10 |7y 91t" & 1.48| 9.9%| |2018/8 |3y 9k 5 1.12| 8.1%
Terebellides sp 0.44] 1.5% M 4Ry $ea g_g: gg:h ;::{tr* g,ig ggzz
0.22] 0.8 ) 6% T . .
:1:2§|epis sp 0.66| 44. 5: 1.3] 49.2% b 419373 63.08) 86. 7%
PEIEEN 0.34] 23.0% Sthenolepis sp 0.88] 33.3% ER SRS IR 4.48] 6.2%
- = %| [2019/1 |57 prvagy = ] 2. 2%
s [ o1 oo [ s |0 £o] o s s
Y24 0.68 5:4% Terebellides sp 0.06) 2.3% HItE 0.86) 1.2%
Nectoneanthes |atipoda 0.08[ 5.4% 1093 LR 0.06] 2.3% 7;"’7‘*7?;7’: 12- :g ?2 ;26
D 7 V7 hFh 3 34.28] 68.0% YR U 95 ] 2%
zhgi/ 1?;; 22;2 AR 9.02| 17.9%| [2019/8 [Terebellides sp 2.38] 10.9%
2006/5 [#7° pzvanh = 2.76] 9.5% 2014/2 (2Y" 943 2.26| 4.5% Glycera sp 0.8 3.6%
Sthenolepis sp 1.54] 5.3% Tk 91t R 1.32| 2 6% AR 0.72 3.3
HhEE N E 0.48 1.7% HEIEEN 0.98( 1.9% hEDEENT 0.62| 44.9%
P 78] 54 6% BEIEEN 1.82] 29.3% R B 1P 0.44 31.9:@
Terebel lides sp 3.28] 23.0% Tk 91t R 1.54| 24. 84| |y (Sthenolepis sp 0.12, 8.7
Sthenolepis sp 0.82] 57 2014/8 |Notomastus sp 1.14] 18.3% 1Mz ifv/l\‘/E,l 0.08[ 5.8%
2006/8 I A 058 415 Terebel lides sp 0.54| 8.7% Paralacydonia paradoxa 0.04[ 2.9%
Vi AT 0.3 2'10’6 Y 43 R 0.48] 7.7% TYE N 37 4 0.04f 2.9%
ShI9T I o3l 2 1% 77 4 60.92| 95.2% 7 v7 Pieh 2 44.44] 76.3%
79 4 14. 42| 68.75% Livjid v 1.62| 2.4% e 4.38| 7.5
Sy ol 9.0 Sthenolepis sp 0.62| 1.0%||2020/8 |A Zik‘/?‘f:/ 9h°Z 4.24] 7.3%
2006/11 [Sthenolepis sp 1.26] 6 0% 20151 REEBHAR o s S o
wh* . . 0 . .
;:r:be”ides = ; gi 2 ;2 Notomastus sp 0.1 0.2% i plike 49.36| 87. 4%
: A YR 0.1 0.2% hy TR 2.32] 4.1%
Sthenolepis sp 0.72| 80.0% JEEhT 48 0.1] 0.2%| [2021/2 |pth%es 1.58] 2.8%
2007/2 V& ] 0.16] 17.8% T TRTRGET 797 18 o sl sy
Sl rsh 0.021 2.2 R 11.34] 18.9% Sthenolepis sp 0.78] 1.4
1% 7118 47. 081 14441 15/8 [parecrs 2.7 7.8%
Y3IrLY 12.12] 19.2% e TR
2007/5 |Sthenolepis sp 1.76] 2.8% = - :
= Glycera sp 0.62| 1.0%
IRPEL}T 0.9 1.4 77 hFh Y 129.56] 93. 1%
R 0.52 0.8% WL 432 3%
FAULYE 151 49 4%l ly316/1 [5 4 i B 2.56] 1.8%
77 WL = 3.861 25. 4 T 3ok 9IE 192 1.4%
2007/8 [79% 91t & 1.18] 7.8% I,ﬁ T
- ZRIVY a9h 0.36] 0.3%
Sthenol?pls sp 1] 6.6% 7 N R 7 2] 39, 1%
o A S O L 3. 46] 18,81
ST - —112016/9 |4EEh 48 1.82] 9.9%
i * yAyE, 6.42| 20 4% Glycera sp 1.7 9.2%
2007/11 77" pzvanh’ = 3.92] 12.4% T E 46| 7. 0%
itid il 2.54| 8 14 7 V7 hF T 64.68] 86.9%
Sthenolepls sp 0.82] 2.6% PR 2 56| 3.4%
Sth?nel?|s sp 0.64 28.1% 20171 [xP9EehT B 2 44| 3.3%
e curssl™" s
200872 Ty 34 vrurm 0.28] 12.3% LR RS L7 2.3
YA 0 4 0.1] 4.4%
I3 EN § 0.1] 4.4%
1477 ) 12.5] 47.7%
YR 4 6.6 25.2% — A__#
2008/7 |Glycera sp 1.64] 6.3 i 2 By
Sthenolepis sp 1.54] 5.9% BREMM
1248 1.4 53% HAEMPI— KR EE
B MM
Z Dfth (JF2 - MEBPIE)
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RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

Y4t Yke-1 Y4 Yke-1 Y4 Yke-1
#R s AN | ma || =5 % AL | me || =5 w4 s | ms
hyINEEN 3.32| 27.8% 93Ly 15.14| 64.9% Paraprionospio sp  CI% 2.66] 22.9%
7 90 4% 1.9] 15.9% Paraprionospio sp  CIZ! 1.56] 6.7% S E 2.2 18.9%
2005/5 [Atrina sp 0.94| 7.9%| |2008/11 |Thelepus sp 1.4 6.0%| [2017/8 |Loimia sp 1.14] 9.8%
15%h" 1% 0.9 7.5% #RE MM 0.74] 3.2% it B 0.92] 7.9%
R EIE 0.42| 3.5% Phy | lochaetopterus sp 0.62] 2.7% Man = 0.48] 4.1%
THE 4E 1.92] 14.9% Paraprionospio sp  CIZ! 8.84( 44.3% VAU 3.66] 19.5%
93rLy 1.46 11.3% WyavIIe’ 1.56] 7.8% % 2.78| 14.8%
2005/8 [Paraprionospio sp  CIE! 1.18 . 2h| |2009/7 |#93h° ZEN % 1| 5.0%| [2018/1 |7+h° 27 V@ 1.78] 9.5%
Terebellides sp 0.94] 7.3% Aglaophamus sp 0.9] 4.5% b/ 790 4 1.58| 8.4%
Aglaophamus sp 0.92 7.1% REYS P 0.64] 3.2% Paraprionospio sp  CI&! 0.88) 4.7%
93rLy 12.5] 44.1% Niotha sp 1.16) 14.6% Fan oA 2.22| 32.0%
HhvIe’ # 3.38] 11.9% Aglaophamus sp 0.64] 8.1% Paraprionospio sp  CI&! 1.1 15.9%
2005/11 (37" yb" =&} 2.28| 8.1%| {2009/10 |Linopherus sp 0.62| 7.8%| |2018/8 |3f" #9maky® 0.82| 11.8%
MIh ZEN ¥ 1.3] 4.6% EXTHUE 2B 0.48] 6.1% 93rhy 0.68] 9.8%
Terebel lides sp 1.02[ 3.6% Glycera sp 0.46[ 5.8% Mz 0.32] 4.6%
93hhy 27.36[ 55.2% Paraprionospio sp  CI&! 5.58] 40.1% Paraprionospio sp  CIE! 7.4] 28.5%
WyayIIE’ 3.28] 6.6% (M VA 2.34| 16.8% 93rky 5.96] 22.9%
2006/2 |7yE yn #3 4 2.74] 5.5%| [2013/8 |Aphrodita sp 1.28] 9.2%| |2019/1 |Aglaophamus sp 1.32] 5.1%
Zyf VRb X 1.1 2.2% b7 TN A 0.58] 4.2% b/ T 4 1.04] 4.0%
2 1.04 2.1% HIEENT R 0.38] 2.7% N A 11 3.8%
Paraprionospio sp  CI& 2.7] 26.3% Phy | lochaetopterus sp 6.94| 22.1% 75u8° 4 3.06] 18.3%
N I 4R 1.06] 10.3% P 3 84| 12.2% 934y 2.48] 14.9%
2006/5 WYIYIIE 0.58| 5.7%| |2014/2 |Lanice sp 3.36| 10.7%| [2019/8 |Evh" 437"y 2| 12.0%
1hednt’ 0.52| 5.1% Dy INIEEN 1.34] 4.3% Paraprionospio sp  CI&! 1.98| 11.9%
Leini Uil 0.44| 4.3% N AR 1.02] 3.2% Aglaophamus sp 1.66] 9.9%
THAR 0.44] 4.3% A VEAD A 6| 22. 0% W74 1.64] 11.4%
AV dYhYEN 6.42| 36.7% £y 2.74] 10.1% N A 1.46] 10.2%
19% v #98 3.24] 18.5%| (2014/8 [#zhLy 1.94]  7.1%] |9090/1 Ay 9t 1.32| 9.2%
2006/8 |[Paraprionospio sp  CIZ! 2.7| 15.4% 00 = 1.46] 5. 4% Wy 3% 1.04] 7.2%
e LEs 0.8 4.6% i 1.44] 5.3% Sthenolepis sp 0.68) 4.7%
EN N 4B 0.58] 3.3% Eon 517"y 2.44] 8.7% Aglaophamus sp 0.68] 4.7%
h3hLy 10.54] 48.3% proveS 23 8.2 Eoh 4 10.56] 35.8%
Paraprionospio sp  CI%! 1.58] 7.2%| 2015/1 (4" 3%b 4% 1.94 6.9% A8 VEVED A4 3.2| 10.8%
2006/11 [AY7EE04VE 5 1.1 5.0% “hyan #9makY 1.48] 5.3% 2020/8 |Pontogenia sp 2.66] 9.0%
5 SEN 4 1.06] 4.9% ey Tal 504 937ky 2.08] 7.0%
THEN AR 0.86] 3.9% BaNey" ) 2.82] 30. 2% A9y 9t 1.9] 6.4%
=33k 5 19.96] 35. 5% PROpOO, 0.96] 6. 1% RGN 51 4 44,18 79.7%
URIN 14.86( 26.4h| |2015/8 Aglaophamus sp 0.96] 6. 1% Zyk AKX 1.44] 2.6%
2007/2 1-;”-7]' .f' : 9.2 16.3% Sthenelais sp 0.84] 5.3% 2021/2 lfgl'aoptl‘amus sp 1.34] 2.4%
ThEYA7" Y 1.8] 3.2% Zyf VAR # 0.72| 4.5% T a7y 0.96] 1.7%
DEENT 8 1.44] 2.6% {5 vFh B 5.32] 31.2% YR 0.68 1.2%
Paraprionospio sp  CI&! 6.74| 25.0% 7500 4 1.84] 10. 8% Photis sp 0.68] 1.2%
TH 7Y 3. 441 12.Th) 12016/1 |12 3k ¢ 1.3 7.6%
2007/5 [3pyayIe 2.5 9.3% ATHAUE 5 0.7 4.1%
DyINEEN 1.64] 6.1% Sthenelais sp 0.68| 4.0%
LRI 1.56] 5.8% Paraprionospio sp  CIZ! 1.36] 22.8%
A7 07 h 22.88[ 28.5% b3 §F 0.9 15.1%
19% v¥vh B 13.26| 16.5% TS 0.84] 14.1%
2007/8 PR 12.32] 16.35) \2016/9 1o s 0.68] 11.4%
Paraprionospiolsp G121 7.14] 8.9 Cycladicama sp 0.3 5.0%
it Jizlae 5.1 6.3 APIEEN B 03] 50%
St 5.1 6.3 937k 15.66] 31 2%
Bhk 13.74] 58.1% Lanics 59 38l 7 6
TUL #9043 4 112 478 \ao17/1 [ s 53 3.46| 6.9%
2007/11 (#3448 Y42 11 4.2% Sthenelais sp 2.36] 4.7%
Streblosoma sp 0.88] 3.7% P 206 4.1%
U= 0.86] 3.6%
YRIM 3.76] 39.2%
Fvagl 0.92] 9.6%
2008/2 |###zENHIFY 0.8 8.4%
HY4vh = 0.78] 8.1%
Y B 0.66] 6.9%
VRIN 13.92] 34.6%
03 A5 5.94] 14.8% A _#
2008/7 |Paraprionospio sp  CIZ! 5.1 12.7% B R MIFT
b4 2.08] 5.2% iR
HEERT 4 1.48] 3.7% Yt 4=
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RNUMRBESED LI 5 FBOHHS

Y4iEiE  Yke-2 Y4 Ykg-2 Y4 Ykg-2
£7 % 2L | me || =a A% A0S | ms || =5 % aet | ma
Terebellides sp 3.8 44.7% PRIV 2.9] 65.3% N ZRIVY a9h 2 5.76| 69. 4%
1MR LB 0.84] 9.9% Terebel lides sp 0.44] 9.9% HREAE Y93 1.26] 15.2%
2005/5 |yva®t 0.84] 9.9% 2008/11 1M RA R 0.32] 7.2% Prionospio ehlersi 0.18] 2.2%
Lumbrineris sp 0.44] 5.2% % 1 pqEt 0.14] 3.2%| [2017/8 |{1MR #LVE 0.14] 1.7%
e IR 0.38] 4.5% Paralacydonia paradoxa 0.14] 3.2% Lumbrineris sp 0.12] 1.4%
93rhy 16.5[ 33.0% Mg 0.14] 3.2% Leiochrides sp 0.12] 1.4%
Terebel lides sp 16. 12| 32.2% Terebel lides sp 37.26[ 89.7% AV tvra 0.12] 1.4%
2005/8 |#=Fy# HIt’ 5.66] 11.3% Scapharca sp 1.42] 3.4% h7" hTyagh’ = 8.58| 48.3%
7504 3.42| 6.8%| [2009/7 |Lumbrineris sp 0.34] 0.8% Phy| lochaetopterus sp 2.28] 12.8%
NE UFehE 1.74] 3.5% EELEER K] 0.32| 0.8%| |2018/1 |Cancellaria sp 1.16] 6.5%
93rhy 7.16 63.4% Glycera sp 0.32] 0.8% HItiE 1.12] 6.3%
Terebel lides sp 1.1 9.7% 7 F A 11. 44| 83.0% ATy IE 1.02] 57%
2005/11 [{ MR #YLYR 0.54| 4.8% Terebellides sp 0.84] 6.1% A ZHYRYY agh 31.2| 92.8%
#R BN 0.52| 4. 6%| [2009/10 |4 MR FVLYE 0.32] 2.3% Ve V) 1.84] 5.5%
ATEDTUFEL 0.42| 3.7% LYEN 3 VF00%L 0.18] 1.3% 2018/8 AFEYVE 0.1 0.3%
93rhy 1.82| 27.4% N U E 0.18] 1.3% hh yaysIe 0.08] 0.2%
Tyih 9IE B 0.8 12.0% H3rhy 23.46( 71.4% Wb 4 0.06] 0.2%
2006/2 |Lumbrineris sp 0.46] 6.9% Terebel lides sp 3.18] 9.7% Lumbrineris longifolia 0.06] 0.2%
N YRR 0.42] 6.3%| |2013/8 |Lumbrineris sp 1.82] 5.5% 93fhy 2.12| 28.3%
Terebellides sp 0.42| 6.3% AUh P w4 1.3 4.0% HREHE Y43 1.7 22.7%
LES R 3.84| 24.5% FaYy 0.76] 2.3%| [2019/1 |47" hTvavh = 1.5] 20.1%
FHh a7y 3.82| 24.4% 93rhy 11.18[ 72.5% Paraprionospio sp  CI%! 0.42| 5.6%
2006/5 |93rLy 2.4] 15.3% sz kil 1.68] 10.9% AR ENIFY 0.38] 5.1%
Gari sp 1.28]8.23 |14/ |EAHS 1.44] 9.3% 7 V7 R R 10.94] 74.4%
Lumbrineris sp 1| 6. 4% M arhyEL 0.18] 1.2% Terebel lides sp 1.68] 11.4%
93rLY 3.38] 40.5% Lumbrineris sp 0.12| 0.8%| |2019/8 |#95h" =%h % 0.9] 6.1%
Lumbr ineris sp 1.06] 12.7% Terebel | ides sp 0.12| 0.8% ATEY VR 0.4 2.7%
2006/8 [{hyFva%t 0.56] 6.7% MInzEr 3.98| 60.7% bR 1R 0.28] 1.9%
MR WLYE 0.42] 5.0% Phy | lochaetopterus sp 0.76] 11.6% pEviida 0.52[ 20.6%
A 6t 0.4 4yl [2014/8 [pErEENT 0.42] 6.4% AES VR 0.32] 12.7%
93hLy 2.82| 31.3% Lepidasthenia sp 0.28| 4.3%| |2020/1 |Lumbrineris sp 0.24[ 9.5%
B7 HIah = 2.02| 22.4% AE) IR 0.24] 3.7% fioisiZE kvl 0.22[ 8.7%
2006/11 |{ MR FVLY B 0.68] 7.5% TR IE B 0.64] 34.8% Terebel lides sp 0.22] 8.7%
e & 0.54] 6.0% BEIEEN 0.18] 9.8% TYE BN 4T M 2,52 29.0%
Fremer 052 5.8y [2015/1 [4hyizams 0.18] 9.8% Lunbriner is sp 1.34] 15.4%
FLYah 4 32| 2054 N VTR 0.16] 8.7%| |2020/8 |35 43 1.24] 14.3%
@B 0.84] 10.6% AR R 0.16] 8.7% Prionospio ehlersi 0.82] 9.4%
2007/2 |Glycera sp 058 7.3% AE) UE 0.3[ 28.8% Paralacydonia paradoxa 0.4 4.6%
(MR FLE 0.56] 7.1% Lumbrineris sp 0.1] 9.6% Tk I B 0.96] 33.6%
h B 0.5 6.3% Terebel lides sp 0.1 9.6% ivaidnal 0.62) 21.7%
P 7.34] 45.1% 2015/8 [{MR #VLYIE 0.08| 7.7%| [2021/2 |Paralacydonia paradoxa 0.26] 9.1%
Lumbr ineris sp 1.88] 11.5% Glycera sp 0.06[ 5.8% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 0.26[ 9.1%
2007/5 [{#yF<akt 0.88 5.4% Paraprionospio sp  CIE! 0.06] 5.8% Prionospio ehlersi 0.2 7.0%
ThYt 0.76] 4.7% 45793 1E 0.06] 5.8%
Tok 91t 0.5] 3.1% ¥4 YL 3. 14| 43. 74
Lumbr ineris sp 1.38] 23.8% AT VAT 1.6 22.3%
Frosom= T3l 22 ay| |2016/1 [03n ek R 1.04] 14.5%
2007/8 |74t /B 0.46] 7.9% ATEY IR 0.72| 10.0%
by 431473 0.34] 5.0% AR EIP 0.18] 2.5%
PE—— 032l 554 7 HLagh = 2.8] 26.8%
239 5 0.78] 29.5% 1917 279 2.61 24. 9%
1R FUTE 0.36] 13.6% |2016/9 vmf PYAE] 2.56| 24.5%
2007/11 [49% v#19 B 0.3] 11.4% viidul. | 0.54 5. 2
pryeres o2l 9 8% Ny { 0.34] 3.3%
Sthenolepis sp 0.2 7.6% ctnbilnerisEsp 0.34] 3.3%
3Ly 5 12| 47.9% H3rhy 1.56] 15.1%
S34T LY 1.06] 9 9% ﬁﬁ?iﬂ%lﬁl 1.38] 13.3%
2008/2 |79 79% 91" 0.66| 624 |20T/1 |V SEF AR 1.24] 12.0%
(MR R R 0.58] 5.4 AT 0.82| 7.9
7IE B H M 0.54] 5.1% Lanice sp 0.7 6.8%
147 07°) 20.16] 79.1%
ALE/HAF 1.18] 4.6%
2008/7 [FREAK Yaa 0.98] 3.8 R B
Glycera sp 0.66] 2 6% HE B
MR WLy & 0.38] 1.5% EAEI Y
BAEYM—KEE
BRI
T Ot - REBWPIE)
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NUPRREED LI

5 FEDHEFE

Y4iEE Ykg-3 Y4t Ykg-3 Y4istE  Ykg-3
£A A% A% | me || =8 % A0S | ms || =5 % At | ma
YR 3.32| 30.0% Thi7 7 h 9.16] 74.4% MFhT RN ¥ 2.76] 21.2%
Phylo sp 1.42| 12.8% M yvaE 1.9 15.4% JaN Bz 2.54] 19.5%
2005/5 hRYnE 1.04| 9.4%||2008/11 |Lumbrineris longifolia 0.54| 4.4%| |2017/8 |Terebellides sp 1.74] 13.4%
Chaetozone sp 0.56] 5.1% Glycera sp 0.28] 2.3% YA A 1.64] 12.6%
Glycera sp 0.48) 4.3% Sthenolepis sp 0.18] 1.5% Lumbrineris longifolia 1.56| 12.0%
Scoloplos sp 0.48] 4.3% Lumbrineris longifolia 3.88| 31.4% §7° h1vagy’ = 11.12] 62.3%
R<= Wt 0.22| 13.3% H3rhy 3.82[ 31.0% ERE Ry 2.42] 13.6%
Tharyx sp 0.14| 8.4%| |2009/7 |azx/4" 4%l 1.54| 12.5%| [2018/1 |Lumbrineris sp 0.74] 4.1%
ERI AN 0.14] 8.4% Glycera sp 0.42] 3.4% Sthenolepis sp 0.6 3.4%
2005/8 1hY1va% 0.14] 8.4% 1hva® 0.36] 2.9% Notomastus sp 0.54] 3.0%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.1 6.0% Lumbrineris longifolia 1.84] 62.2% N ZEN % 1.9] 43.6%
Glycera sp 0.1 6.0% Glycera sp 0.4] 13.5% Lumbrineris longifolia 0.5 11.5%
Phylo sp 0.1 6.0%| [2009/10 [x1%/4° 1%} 0.26| 8.8%| |2018/8 |37y ni%t 0.28] 6.4%
Rt ME 0.1 6.0% Lumbrineris sp 0.1 3.4% Terebellides sp 0.24] 5.5%
93fhy 23| 88.9% Sigambra tentaculata 0.08 2.7% Paraprionospio sp  CIE! 0.22] 5.0%
10 2B 1.18]  4.6% Terebel lides sp 14.14| 53.9% Sthenolepis sp 0.9] 51.1%
2005/11 |Glycera sp 0.52] 2.0% Lumbrineris longifolia 6.26] 23.9% NIV R 0.4] 22.7%
Fay 0.48| 1.9%| |2013/8 |} yy¥a@ 1.48| 5.6%| [2019/1 |Lumbrineris longifolia 0.12] 6.8%
Sthenolepis sp 0.24] 0.9% 70y 1.3] 5.0% foisi2 k7Ll 0.08) 4.5%
93fhy 34.26| 82.8% Prionospio ehlersi 0.44) 1.7% Glycera sp 0.08] 4.5%
503 UAR 2.48 6.0% Sthenolepis sp 1.22] 37.2% Terebel lides sp 0.78] 21.8%
2006/2 |z 914 1.02| 2.5% Fa 0.66| 20.1% YA A 0.6] 16.8%
F1T b A 0.4] 1.0%| [2014/2 [Lumbrineris sp 0.64| 19.5%| |2019/8 |Glycera sp 0.6| 16.8%
Paraprionospio sp (BE!) 0.4 1.0% TR 91 B 0.34] 10.4% ATE/N AR 0.42[ 11.7%
h7" hvagh’ = 2.2] 29.1% Prionospio sp 0.14] 4.3% Lumbrineris longifolia 0.4] 11.2%
Chaetozone sp 0.74| 9.8% Lumbrineris longifolia 0.74 21.5% I EAVES] 3.88| 83.3%
2006/5 Glycera sp 0.64] 8.5% Glycera sp 0.6 17.4% Parkcs 0.24] 5.2%
4h793 h4E 0.54| 7.1%| [2014/8 |70 0.56| 16.3%| |2020/1 |Notomastus sp 0.18] 3.9%
Sthenolepis sp 0.44] 5.8% 45993 M F 0.54] 15.7% 710 0.1] 2.1%
Fay 0.44| 5.8% Terebel lides sp 0.18] 5.2% Magelona sp 0.08] 1.7%
93rky 22| 57.9% 071 01 0.18] 23.7% Glycera sp 0.86] 24.2%
HREAF Y43 3.86| 10.2% Glycera sp 0.16] 21.1% Terebel lides sp 0.62| 17.4%
2006/8 |Terebellides sp 3.84| 10.1% Lumbrineris sp 0.16] 21.1% 2020/8 #hIe 0.44] 12.4%
V38 1.34| 3.5%| |2015/1 |Notomastus sp 0.1 13.2% Lumbrineris longifolia 0.36] 10.1%
h7"hIvagh = 1.26] 3.3% s k7] 0.04] 5.3% Paraprionospio sp  CI%! 0.16] 4.5%
[ 1.8] 23.0% Sigambra tentaculata 0.04] 5.3% 0714 0.16] 4.5%
Terebellides sp 1.72| 21.9% Magelona sp 0.04| 5.3% Sthenolepis sp 1.44| 24.5%
2006/11 |Glycera sp 1.1 14.0% Lumbrineris sp 1.58] 45.7% Paraprionospio sp (BE) 1.36] 23.1%
Sthenolepis sp 0.56] 7.1% Glycera sp 0.82| 23.7%| [2021/2 |Lumbrineris longifolia 1.18| 20.1%
A ENIFY 0.54] 6.9% ALE/N 47} 0.22| 6.4% TR 9IE B 0.64] 10.9%
h7" hrvagh’ = 1.56| 17.9%| [2015/8 [YA" 294" 43h" 4 0.1 2.9% Mediomastus sp 0.32] 5.4%
Lumbrineris longifolia 1.12] 12.9% W 0.1 2.9%
2007/2 |Sthenolepis sp 1.06) 12.2% Phy | lochaetopterus sp 01| 2.9%
Terebel lides sp 0.94 10.8% [NERN 0.1 2.9%
Glycera sp 0.82] 9.4% 937hy 8. 74| 53.8%
Lumbrineris longifolia 2.04| 14.9% THIE 5.06] 31.1%
h7" h1vagh = 1.3 9.5%| [2016/1 [Fy& nit' B 0.86] 5.3%
2007/5 Terebel lides sp 1.24] 9.1% Lumbrineris longifolia 0.28 1.7%
Tharyx sp 0.92 6.7% 071 01 0.28 1.7%
Glycera sp 0.72| 5.3% Lumbrineris longifolia 1.04] 29.7%
Nephtys sp 0.72] 5.3% Cycladicama sp 1.02[ 29.1%
ALE/D1HL 1.14| 17.3%||2016/9 |FAY 0.7] 20.0%
Sthenolepis sp 0.98( 14.8% /3")9Raby R} 0.14] 4.0%
20078 [Glyoera sp 0.92| 13.9% Ak v?vilt‘ 0.1 2.9%
Tharyx sp 0.34] 5.2% FHoE V) 0.08| 50.0%
Sigambra tentaculata 0.32| 4.8% 2017/1 W7 0.04] 25.0%
Lumbrineris longifolia 0.32| 4.8% Paralacydonia paradoxa 0.02) 12.5%
93rLy 22| 88.1% Magelona sp 0.02 12.5%
Lumbrineris longifolia 0.82| 3.3%
2007/11 |Glycera sp 0.74] 3.0%
Sthenolepis sp 0.44] 1.8%
Chaetozone sp 0.26] 1.0%
Sthenolepis sp 0.7] 16.4%
Glycera sp 0.7 16.4% A #l
2008/2 |Lumbrineris longifolia 0.66] 15.4% i 22
Paraprionospio sp (BEY) 0.38] 8.9% LidLN Ikl
IR 0.32] 7.5% LNkl bt 4=
3‘7])‘;;]‘/7"] 71.76| 87.2% =R MM
YR 3.34] 4.1%
2008/7 |Lumbrineris longifolia 1.72) 2.1% T Ot (R - RE B
490 4% 1.46) 1.8%
ALE/H 1%L 1.08] 1.3%
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Y5i&i8  Ykm-6 Y58 Ykm-6 Yoifgig  Ykm-6
£ % 2% |ma || =58 % A0 | ms || =5 % aet | ma
93rhy 6.82| 32.8% i vy 24.56| 85.0% 97 4+E 124.1] 93.3%
AR 5.72| 27.5% 93rhy 2.12| 7.3% Terebel lides sp 3.76] 2.8%
2005/5 |Acoetes jogasimae 0.94 4.5%| [2008/11 {2945 34" V@ 0.46| 1.6%| |2017/8 |Lumbrineris sp 0.82] 0.6%
) 3EN R 0.9 4.3% hh yavsIe 0.28] 1.0% 45793 ME 0.74] 0.6%
i v’y 0.88] 4.2% Paralacydonia paradoxa 0.26] 0.9% Maldane sp 0.7] 0.5%
93rhy 13.68| 39.6% i v7 ) 13.96| 77.5% PRV IK 127.86| 85.0%
Terebellides sp 7.32] 21.2% NE VR 0.72] 4.0% FITAE 9.02] 6.0%
2005/8 |347791° pMFE 5.04| 14.6%| |2009/7 |Terebellides sp 0.58| 3.2%| [2018/1 [93hLy 5.48] 3.6%
N R E 4.18] 12.1% Glycera sp 0.42| 2.3% B Y3 1.28] 0.9%
Glycera sp 1.66] 4.8% Lumbrineris sp 0.34] 1.9% Nicolea sp 1 0.7%
93rhy 16.92) 45.3% T VT ARER 64.76) 88.1% 93rhy 29.1] 74.3%
BN 4Yh = 6.34] 17.0% L V=] 3.26| 4.4% h7° hTvagh = 3.68] 9.4%
2005/11 |Terebel lides sp 6. 14| 16.4%| [2009/10 [Ab" yaysIE 0.88] 1.2%| [2018/8 |$ED4h 4 1.4] 3.6%
Glycera sp 1.8 4.8% 918 0.84] 1.1% Glycera sp 0.9 2.3%
arh’ 3384 1.62] 4.3% 1033 0.66| 0.9% FITAE 0.82] 2.1%
7T R 41.22) 50.8% 93rhy 2.32] 16.3% h7" hrvah = 0.72| 33.3%
h RN $R 17.64] 21.7% h RN AR 2.22| 15.6% Glycera sp 0.58) 26.9%
2006/2 |3rky 14.02| 17.3%| [2013/8 |Loimia sp 2.04| 14.4%| |2019/1 |Sthenolepis sp 0.3] 13.9%
Glycera sp 0.84] 1.0% PR 9384 1.2| 8.5% AHyEEN EL 0.22] 10.2%
HEEN 0.84| 1.0% Lumbrineris sp 0.98| 6.9% Lumbrineris sp 0.12] 5.6%
N UFehEL 4.78| 25.5% 935LY 12.82| 61.5% Terebel lides sp 14.02( 42.9%
Mt YT 3.34] 17.8% Evh 437°Y 2.64| 12.7% 77 hE R 12.22| 37.4%
2006/5 |Fyf M1t 2.76] 14.7%| [2014/2 |79k 9zk’ 1.06| 5.1%| |2019/8 |Acoetes jogasimae 1.96] 6.0%
Terebel | ides sp 0.92| 4.9% Lumbrineris sp 0.78] 3.7% Lumbrineris sp 0.96) 2.9%
Glycera sp 0.86| 4.6% Sthenolepis sp 0.54| 2.6% 45793 D%} 0.88] 2.7%
(h)FRaft 6.38| 33.3% RN T IR A 4.12| 47.2% 9Ly 23.04] 83.5%
H3447° LY 6.02| 31.4% Acoetes jogasimae 2.74] 31.4% 45394y 90 4 2.56] 9.3%
2006/8 [b/437 F 1.56]_8.1%] |pg14/g |Lumbrineris sp 0.26] _3.04| [2020/1 [m91t /R 0.44] 1.6%
Nicolea sp 0.76] 4.0% MR WLV 0.22| 2.5% Viviidul 0.44] 1.6%
THYE 0.68] 3.5% W EFY 0.16| 1.8% Terebel lides sp 0.32] 1.2%
Glycera sp 2.1] 27.1% Glycinde sp 0.16] 1.8% 937hy 14.16] 86.4%
TS e 11 14 2% 93443° LR 2.58| 62.6% Terebel lides sp 0.48] 2.9%
2006/11 [nH4 vFrh%L 0.68] 8.8% Sthenolepis sp 0.84] 20.4y| [2020/8 |RWtvh 4 0.34[ 2.1%
AFIEEN R 0.58] 7.5y |2015/1 |Marphysa sp 0.12| 2.9% 1M EAY B 0.2 1.2%
Terebel lides sp 0.38] 4.9% MR WAV E 0.12] 2.9% foinics Jkzlm] 0.18[ 1.1%
w3k 9.36] 38.7% YN 4R} 0.1 2.4% Sthenolepis sp 0.3] 27.3%
P 4.38] 18.1% A ZRRYY a9 22.72| 71.1% Notomastus sp 0.24) 21.8%
2007/2 (TR A 2 26| 9.4% IRt 3.08]0.6% |p0p1/p [1MA VYR 0.16] 14.5%
D5 —Eh & 136 5. 64| |2015/8 [t=7uk 91t 1.46] 4.6% Phy| lochaetopterus sp 0.12) 10.9%
ok AT R 0.96] 4.0% b7 AT = 1.46| 4.6% LYEN 3 vRuhEL 0.06) 5.5%
N VF0R 3.16] 21.5% EIREN 0.82] 2.6% R EP 0.06) 5.5%
by 4hY#33 1.78] 12.1% 93ky 20.5| 84. 1%
2007/5 (47" hIvavh’ = 1.3] 8.8% Lumbrineris sp 0.48] 2.0%
(AR T.18] 8. 0%| [2016/1 [s3ths 48 0.46) 1.9%
Lumbr ineris sp 0.84] 5.7% i B 0.32| 1.3%
£ 43h = 9.26] 31.5% I 5H=2% 0.32| 1.3%
N R R 5.6 19.0% H37ky 10.92] 60. 2%
2007/8 (44793 hiFt 2.82] 9.6% J3Th 4 1.92| 10.6%
U0 T A 2.74] 9.3% 2016/9 |Terebellides sp 1.32] 7.3%
Voo 72l 50 N VTR 0.84] 4 6%
HILLY 3.34| 54. 6% Lumbrineris sp 0.78| 4.3%
N VFrhE 0.98] 16.0% 7 V7 hF R 27.36| 91.7%
2007/11 [Streblosoma sp 0.36] 5.9% Terebel | ides sp 0.92| 3.1%
Notomastus sp 0.24] 3.9%| |2017/1 Sthenc.)lep?s D 0.3 1.0%
Glycera sp 0.22] 3.6% Lumbrineris sp 0.2] 0.7%
g { 7.38] 52. 2% Paralacydonia paradoxa 0.16/ 0.5%
A58 ZEF 1.16] 8 2% Maldane sp 0.16] 0.5%
2008/2 |#191/@ 0.78] 5.5%
Ty Y9It B 0.74] 5.2%
AHEEN L 0.64] 4.5%
Phoronis sp 0.88] 21.9%
YN HhET T AR 0.54] 13.4%
2008/7 [Glycera sp 0.54] 1345 R B
Pista sp 0.54| 13.4% HE B
Maldane sp 0.34] 8.5% IREN YT
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Y5t Ykm-7 Y5t Ykm-7 Y58 Ykm-7
%R A% AL | ms || =5 A% A28 | me || =5 T A% | me
FATIE ¥ 4. 44| 28.5% hoE ey 2.4] 27.1% $h579° Ik 1.88] 17.4%
Fulvia sp 2.42| 15.5% 9Ih 4% 0.62 7.0% Aglaophamus sp 1.2) 11.1%
20055 Aglaophamus sp 1.06 6.8%| [2008/11 [93kLy 0.52| 5.9%| [2017/8 |34 3% M 4 0.94] 8.7%
Loimia sp 0.5 3.2% AFN T H A 0.48] 5.4% 7 H AR 0.84] 7.8%
Streblosoma sp 0.44] 2.8% 995 0 R 0.4 4.5% B 0.6/ 5.5%
Eurydice sp 0.44] 2.8% 147" v7' ) 19.38| 74.3% p74 2 3.94| 34.1%
IHIIALE 4 22.42| 55.9% 4 572 M4 1.52] 5.8% $un97Y Ik 1.44] 12.5%
Aglaophamus sp 2.12| 5.3%| [2009/7 [Aglaophamus sp 0.9 3.4%| [2018/1 [Aglaophamus sp 0.7] 6.1%
2005/8 |[Sigalion sp 1.58] 3.9% iR ] 0.78] 3.0% [JEV K 0.6] 52%
4 1.48] 3.7% Eurydice sp 0.6] 2.3% NA<= W1 0.6] 5.2%
EALYAE 4 0.96] 2.4% A7V Y 2.4 44.8% ) 3EN 4R 0.84] 23.3%
7 %4 1.72] 14.4% ATED VFE 0.58( 10.8% Aglaophamus sp 0.7] 19.4%
AME B { 1.72) 14.4% 2000/10 Aglaophamus sp 0.34| 6.3%| |2018/8 |$uh97y° vk 0.34] 9.4%
2005/11 [EX39394" 4 1.24] 10.4% e4yyaIe’ # 0.32] 6.0% LEVS YK 0.28] 7.8%
Mitrella sp 0.88] 7.4% o 4 0.3 5.6% NEY HTh 4 0.2 5.6%
EX7 hh = 0.86] 7.2% Urothoe sp 0.3] 5.6% Aglaophamus sp 3.54| 15.9%
78574 2.7] 19.5% Fulvia sp 0.32| 18.6% Limaria sp 3.06 13.7%
3% 7 1.04] 7.5% W4 5% M4 0.18] 10.5%| {2019/1 |Gnor imosphaeroma sp 2.2] 9.9%
2006/2 (77K 9h° 4% 0.96] 6.9%| (2013/8 [snvzt’ 0.18| 10.5% Sthenelais sp 1.3] 5.8%
M 4E 0.86] 6.2% Aglaophamus sp 0.1] 5.8% $h979° 9k 1.2] 5.4%
2RI Y 0.78] 5.6% Urothoe sp 0.1] 5.8% a4 5.22| 41.8%
VARIALE 4 3.46| 23.3% FYSR R 2.52| 20.5% Aglaophamus sp 1.08| 8.6%
[kevl- 2.88| 19.4% £439394° 4 1.88| 15.3% 2019/8 Vasticardium sp 0.9 7.2%
2006/5 |Eunice sp 0.78] 5.2%| (2014/2 [Glossaulax sp 0.86] 7.0% Sthenelais sp 0.56] 4.5%
Streblosoma sp 0.56| 3.8% MRV N A 0.76] 6.2% Nephtys sp 0.46| 3.7%
i Y4 934" 4 0.48| 3.2% b BN 48 0.48] 3.9% ¥ aFM a7y 0.46] 3.7%
Coelomactra sp 6.36] 50.6% MRV H A 49.92( 37.2% Wy 3w 10.2| 37.7%
Aglaophamus sp 1.3] 10.3% $uhh79" Uik 39.7| 29.6% Aglaophamus sp 2.16] 8.0%
2006/8 |{#yFv3Ft 0.7] 5.6%||2014/8 |&&iE4aiA 16.56| 12.3%| |2020/1 |e53rhyE 1.56] 5.8%
Gari sp 0.56| 4.5% Ciona sp 15.14| 11.3% WAL A B 1.18] 4.4%
h RN 4R 0.54] 4.3% ARy 3.86| 2.9% Sthenolepis sp 1.14] 4.2%
Y/h a7y 15. 26| 57.6% 157 Ik 7.82| 28.6% 573 M4 2,94 17.1%
) IEN 4R 2.46] 9.3% Spondylus sp 2.8 10.2% Aglaophamus sp 1.86[ 10.8%
2006/11 (#438° 4 0.9 3.4% Py R 4 2| 7.3%| |2020/8 |n{LYE 1.78] 10.3%
9EChT 4 0.64] 24| |01 Fomemig T a4 5.3 Glossaulax sp 1.12] 6.5%
25kAVh = 0.52] 2.0% Eunice sp 0.96[ 3.5% I AR 1.12| 6.5%
1043 24.92 73.9% Corophium sp 0.96] 3.5% e 8| 40.8%
AR IR 1.52] 4.5% Y7y IR 31.42[ 24.9% ) 5 2.68| 13.7%
2007/2 |Reticunassa sp 0.76] 2.3% 04 07 4F 29.02| 23.0%| [2021/2 198" n3Y" V@ 0.82] 4.2%
DEENT 8 0.66] 2.0%| (2015/8 5% n#xbh’ 4 25.9] 20.5% L iEERE 0.78] 4.0%
Aglaophamus sp 0.58] 1.7% AR 11.38] 9.0% Aglaophamus sp 0.74] 3.8%
0ER 4 5,42 29.1% AFISE 4.96] 3.9%
AWy 2.6] 14.0% hOk ¥ 73.66] 88.9%
2007/5 IWRFIaE 1.66] 8.9% WY 1.6] 1.9%
Urothoe sp 0.88] 4.7%||2016/1 [532h' 4 1.34] 1.6%
Sigalion sp 0.56] 3.0% Chama sp 0.88 1.1%
147797 Y 0.56] 3.0% Aglaophamus sp 0.42] 0.5%
Evh R 2.02| 15.6% bRV A 35.46] 32.7%
Aglaophamus sp 1.1] 8.5% 17" LR 33.4] 30.8%
2007/8 (35 373 Mh 4 0.76] 5.9%| |2016/9 |50 arLyEt 8.8 8.1%
ARG 0.64] 4.9% $1975° UK 5.84] 5 4%
Eocylichna sp 0.62] 4.8% 73IrLYE 4.84] 4.5%
Mﬁl\’{ 8.02| 45.2% ?iﬂi'i 0.6 10.3%
VARIALE 4 5.1] 28.7% Eunice sp 0.42] 7.2%
2007/11 [H9949%° = 0.72| 4.1% Aglaophamus sp 0.38] 6.6y
Aglaophamus sp 0.5 2.8% 2017/1 ] 0.36] 6.2%
APE) VR 0.34] 1.9% YN Zhy B4 0.26] 4 5%
B 4.46| 31.9% Limaria sp 0.26] 4.5%
Spondylus sp 2.98] 21.3%
2008/2 [¥F7° V7 HhE 0.78] 5.6%
hEEEN 0.6/ 4.3%
hEEh M 0.6 4.3%
$Uh975° K 22.36[ 69.2%
Jl 15l
WM A 1.5 4.6%
2008/7 |9rarhyEt 1.2 3. 7% i &2 B 1P
Aglaophamus sp 1.14] 3.5% BiAEMM
e 0.72[ 2.2% RHBYF=—KEE
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