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#4.4.18 (1) Y A4BHIZE TNV P AOFEEHBIFEOHER (Ykg-1)
Y-4
Ykg-1 - N

FH e T4 TEAEEE E%Eﬁjﬂf]‘ . T, .

2005005 | KRB TREnE 16.1% B ENDAIR - v X2 A YR eds (BJE T 0. 05m?)
B EA Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 11.1% FRWCERBERAHIR U, SEEHIX 10EE L,
HEEWM Ampelisca sp. 10.8%

2005/08 | #i E B4 &P MR 15.0% [ ORE k]

AE B M FEEE M TO%| | AT &I, Yk 1 IZBWTREAREN L WIEIC 3 FlhH Lz,
2 EWM Photis sp. 5.0% R DOEA LR L

2005/11| &5 2 8149 A3zt B 35.6% ¢
BREYM NIFZARH  25.0% [

i B Ampeliscasp.| — 25.0% i~ . ‘ )

2006/02| &1 2 E¥FY ST Dol | REEA TN - NRERET e —7 v 7R R] FX
Hi 2 EFY Sk VAL A T6%| | VIV EED
2 EM Gammaropsis sp. 5.8%

2006/05 | IRFZ ENYPY Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 12.9%

AR iz 86% Wit 17 13 3 753
i el TS0 Y AWERIC S 5 RO LB

2006108 | {11 B[] armmm| o ez A D &, Ykg-1 Tlid, EEHEREO
B EF Paraprionospio sp.(CIH!) 13.5% b 1/ N
ERHYM N AR 6.2% 72 ﬁ)TEUE%¢@Fq 'ﬁﬂﬁf%ﬁ#@ﬁq 75)%77 < N 7%_%

2006/11 | #fE B4 ] FIEE 14.1% - R -
bt ] Paraprionospio sp.(CIZ!) 6.3% E'EE/J Lk— j( % 77_0& EE} 6;]: %\ % j/[/ 77_0& 75 3o 7:— °©
TR WP AR B 47% MBS 32> 72 2006 422 HIZiT b

2007/02| BB Rz ENHFY Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 22.6% N o
i & B S E] T 75% Y AAH A, 2007 4£5 H, 2009 4£ 7 H
EREWM N THARE 4.6% N - . .

2007/05| E R TR oo | Teon] A (N2015 1 123 Paraprionospio sp. (CI
BREA Paraprionospio sp.(B%!) 6.9% binll - Y pE
Pt et ). 2007 48 AIZIIARBAE, 2014 4 2

2007/08 | Rz B4 b 18.6% Z ] 3 Z
T EEdl. 155 AZi Lanice sp.73 % < 5 07=,
BREA Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 5.5%

2007/11| & B2 E14P9 BN Jaygze” 6.0%

EREM Paralacy donia paradoxa 5.4%
EREWM N TH=ARE 4.9%

2008/02 | IR D4 PT Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 41.4%
R EM i L 6.4%
R EMM TYE RN a7 4 4.7%

200807 sAEMIFY | — KB VAN A 28.1%
BB thyyaze’ & 6.0%
EREM Sthenolepis sp. 4.9%

2008/11| IRz EN4PY Paraprionospio sp.(CI%!) 12.1%
FE B M FLZE M 11.5%
IR BT Lumbrineris sp. 1.0%

2009/07| BB Rz BN Y Paraprionospio sp.(CI#!) 22.2%
HEBYE G156
Hi R EM Wayizt’ 4.3%

2009/10| IR A2 BN PY Linopherus sp. 14.0%
BEREYM TYETEIN Fa ]| 12.0%
BRI IR 8%

2013/08| IR 72 D4 PT Paraprionospio sp.(CI%Y) 20.3%
i By VTR 8%
#REMM A 6.9%

2014/02| IRz BN PY Lanice sp. 10.8%
EREM Phyllochaetopterus sp. 9.0%
Hi 2 B NES A, 6.0%

2014/08 | &1 B E1¥FY Sy VAR A 6.0%
BB e B 5.6%
BREA Eunice sp. 4.6%

2015/01 | IRz E14PY Paraprionospio sp.(CIH!) 14.1%
HEBYM 2/ Jazt B 12.3%
i B hAhy H 5.6%
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Y 4 IS BT HR_ F ADO FHEHBEOHERE (Yke-2)

Y4
Ykg-2 S ;
= \, (EREC#]
ey : A
e ETET i o] | DDA % e~y f VRIS (BIETIR 0. 05n)
E0OEHMMA AMA KLY @ 21.6% %%U‘T%E{Fﬁ%ﬁé@bflo *ﬂé(ﬁ:d)&li 10 & L/fio
bisice k7l Lumbrineris sp. 18.6%
2005/08| R BN AT Terebellides sp.|  23.2% [FEHEEOREHIE]
EhEYA Lumbrineris sp.|  19.7%| | FZ & 12, Ykg=2 (ZFWTEEEAZVIEIC 3 FRflH L7z,
E£08YM AV dvsvE]  12.6%| | R OEAIIET L.
2005/11| 2 O Eh¥rq AR by gl 41.8%
btz k7l Magelona sp. 20.9% [ M)
BREWM Sigambra tentaculata 19.0% PN Y\ A e PR .
2006/02 | IBHZENDFY Magelona sp. 12.6% ??? ¥f§(§ IHRFAET 4 0 =7 TIERR] 5 &
BEBYM Lumbrineris sp. 11.6%
E0FmM AR vy gl 11.0%
2006/05 | IBH2 ENDFY Lumbrineris sp. 17.4%
BREMM ' Aba iAFL 8.0% Y 4{/19}@201?5&7‘53‘5%&@%%@@2@%%
IR ENPY Sigambra tentaculata 6.8%| _. Py .
2006/08| B By1FY Prionospiosp|__15.6%| nEMIICAD & Ykg—2 Tik, HEHEIFED
B EYM Lumbrineris sp. 14.8% < TEIL 1 N ¢ -
2081 (MR VLAY 9.7% 78 ﬁlf@ﬂﬁé%ﬁ#@ﬁq 75)%'77 < N ﬁ%fﬁﬁﬁbu—j(% 7
2006/11( 2 O EH#FT (xkvhvE]  17.4%| R N -
bi-yig k7l Lumbrineris sp. 13.1% k@”iﬁ % ZFLEZ’J = 7:_0
IR BN Sigambra tentaculata 11.0%
2007/02| @R B IFY Sigambra tentaculata 13.6%
E0EmH A wvbyEl  117%
EREMM PR VAR 10.0%
2007/05| ERiABIM | 4R E3E =340 A 12.6%
BREamM R VLR 10.8%
BREM Lumbrineris sp. 9.1%
2007/08| B BN IPY Lumbrineris sp. 15.6%
BB Sigambra tentaculata 12.7%
b8icz k7l Mediomastus sp. 11.6%
2007/11( 2 O E¥F AR wvayE|  18.6%
BB Sigambra tentaculata 14.3%
BB Lumbrineris latreilli 12.9%
2008/02| 2 O E#FT (MR dyEl  174%
bsyibyl Paralacy donia paradoxa 12.4%
wRRBYMM Sigambra tentaculata 7.7%
2008/07 | IR ENHPT ynabyE} 14.1%
AP —HRBEE a0 ) ) g 10.2%
plEREDLY ] YR YR 9.5%
2008/11| 2 O En¥Pq AR wvby gl 23.5%
B EYMA Paralacy donia paradoxa 15.8%
bisice k7l Sigambra tentaculata|  12.3%
2009/07 | IB R ENDFY Terebellides sp. 76.3%
IBHENFY Paralacy donia paradoxa 4.0%
Z 0% AMR KLY R 2.3%
2009/10| IB R ENiDFY Sigambra tentaculata 23.4%
E05HYM AV VBl 16.0%
bisice k7l Paralacy donia paradoxa| ~ 10.1%
2013/08| IBH2 ENDFY Lumbrineris sp. 21.0%
b-yig k7l Sigambra tentaculata]  10.5%
B EYA Paralacy donia paradoxa 8.9%
2014/02| IBR NPT Paralacy donia paradoxa 13.5%
BEBYM Lumbrineris sp. 10.5%
BB Magelona sp. 7.5%
BRI @) P Notomastus sp. 7.5%
0% AT LY )G 7.5%
2014/08| 2 O En¥Pq xR wvbyEl  13.8%
BEBYMN Sigambra tentaculata|  12.1%
byiz k7l Lumbrineris sp. 9.5%
BRI @ Y Magelona sp. 9.5%
2015/01( 2 O E¥F AR wvayE|  15.0%
BB M agelona sp. 11.7%
IR BN Sigambra tentaculata 10.0%
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Y 4 IS BT AR b A FEHBREOHER (Yke-3)

Y4
Ykg-3 -~ N
p (EREC#]
= e A
SR e T B | W k5% S A v oo f PRI (IR 0. 05n)
EREWA Prionospio sp. $3% ERWCRBERZRRL 72, BIREET 10EE L,
BREWM ynh 32 iR} 8.3% ‘ ]
2005/03| TBR:E#HFY Sigambra tentaculata]  16.0% [ DBRE L]
B e K er | 13.9%| | T EIT. Yke-3 B W TIRAEA L WIEIC 3 FERhE L7,
EREMM Chaetozone sp. 8.4%| | FREDEAILHE LI,
2005/11) B RS BN A k¥ AR 24.5%
BEBM Paraprionospio sp.(B%))|  19.4% [ 2]
BB Magelonasp | O | geysar A - AR T THARSR) B K
2006/02| EiAENYIFT | — B 5 PIALL20% ygwmy e
BEBYM M ediomastus sp. 9.0%
B EYM Prionospio sp. 7.3% N -2 N ~
2006/05 | IBH2 ENHDFY Chaetozone sp. 20.2% Y 4 ‘//ﬂ}fﬂjz Lk— i) Gj’ 5 Eg lﬂ }ﬁﬁi@ %% %
B EMM Tharyxsp.|  10.5%| =x¢m) - _ < N
BREMM Sigambra tentaculata 6.9% 'ﬁéﬁ:lﬂ Lk— %\ é k N Ykg 3T lj:\ Eg lﬂf/%ﬁi@
BB o e AT ORI, BRBIMNS < A b,
2006/08 | IZHZ ENIDFY Sigambra tentaculata 15.1% - < .
EREMM Chaetozone sp.| ~ 13.9% %}iﬁé/‘jh—j{% fcﬁ%%b&i%" %j/l/fcﬁ o 71:_0
six kvl Lumbrineris longifolia] ~ 10.7% > % I ) . .
2006/11| =R E1¥IFT Lumbrineris longifolia| _ 13.2% . AEIGEIETE D Lumbrineris
f‘fgﬁ?: Mgﬁi"mms ol L2 longifolia 7% 2006 47> & fkft L C 2 H
=1 aetozone sp. 6% N
2007/02| B B4 Tumbrineris longifola]  12.5%| T8 & 72> TV A IEDY, 2005 4E M X 2006 4F
T S (XTGP C RPN M OO MR R B
2007/05| g AE P | —#B5E Al 162%] TEXAEINTWAYRT A NFEH
BEBYM Lumbrineris longjfolia 7.8%
B B Nephiys sp| 7% DA & 78o> TS,
2007/08| IB R B NPT Sigambra tentaculata 16.7%
DAY | —HBEE ALE) N AFL 9.8%
RHEYM| —HEE =340 A 6.4%
2007/11| IBR B PY Lumbrineris longifolia 18.7%
BRBM Lumbrineris sp.|  13.8%
BREEM Prionospio sp.|  11.4%
200802 | BiABNF | —RER PN 4] 37.4%
ERZENY Sigambra tentaculata 6.1%
BEREYM Lumbrineris longifolia 5.6%
2008/07| @R BN IFY Streblosoma sp. 17.3%
RIS YYD AR 15.2%
Lrdu k7] TA9vEL  13.6%
2008/11| IBREN¥DFY Lumbrineris longifolia 34.4%
ERZENPY Sigambra tentaculata 17.7%
BEBYM Magelona sp. 4.9%
BREM M ediomastus sp. 4.9%
2009/07 | 1B R ENDFY Lumbrineris longifolia 21.7%
BrEBYM Sigambra tentaculata|  20.1%
BHEYr| —HBEE ATE N AEE 11.0%
2009/10| IBH EN¥DFT Lumbrineris longifolia 31.3%
BEBYM Sigambra tentaculata]  15.0%
BHEYM| —HEE ATE N AEL 7.0%
2013/08| IBRs BN NPT Lumbrineris longifolia 30.4%
EREMM -V Al 12.3%
BREM Terebellides sp. 8.4%
2014/02| IBRs B IFY Lumbrineris sp. 39.1%
b yiz k7l Prionospio sp. 12.9%
AP | —HEE Kb AR A 9.3%
2014/08| IBRs B NFY Lumbrineris longjfolia 23.2%
BB Sigambra tentaculata 17.3%
BREMM TN 7.2%
B @ Y Magelona sp. 7.2%
201501 | BB w7 14 28.1%
BREM Lumbrineris sp. 19.3%
bisice k7l Sigambra tentaculata|  12.6%
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N2 R RZOWTIE, 2004 FLIRTOT —# 2372 < | 1970 4FEE L BIFEOZ LIT R
BHCH 5723, 2006~2015 FE DT — X I HARE O 21T > 7~

BHARHZIE 2005 FELIED 4 3 FRAHSICBIT 2T =206, 23S s b 1
A (Ykg—2) CTHMEARS N O OO 53 B8 RE O EIASUC BAMEm 23 A2 B A, o 1
A (Ykg=3) TRRFIEL KL CERZEN M OB BMEM 2 A v, S I
® 1 HisL (Ykg-1) TEOMOPFEREOFIELIHMMER N A Bz, 2 b LSt
DO FERECITHEFA 2B « WMERANI A DR T2,
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TR AT A DR Do 7o, £, AREHE TIZEE OHE)A & X 204 RIS
FATE 72 BAGR DA B IR SN2 o T2,
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it e SV NI B~20%FRETH D | BOEHm N A BT, o 2 HiED S
B 1 (Ykg—2) 1%30~60%. flLod 1 i (Ykg-3) 1% 40~70%ThH V. HiH
7R PRABE T A S 72 v o 7,

- BB OB OWT, 23RO DB 1 s (Ykg-1) 1% 0. 01~0. 05mg /g,
> 2 #IAIX 0. 01~0. 2mg/L FREETH VD . HFHZRHIM « BB IEA B L7
N T,

EEOAHMICE L T, MBEEITE 3 S T4~9%RETHY . HHA
N AME AN DR o T2, £72.C0D 14 3 Hilm D 5 B 2 His (Ykg-2,
Ykg-3) T 4~10mg/g FRETH V. BIMEMNA A STz, o 1 #slE 1.5~
3.5mg/g FRIETH V. HFREM « BMERIZA DD o7,
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