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% 4 2548 (Pelagic larval duration, PLD) 4248 - » ¥ iy #30 RE 1 4
Bt ERE EESET ELRPE . AT #hEg k& (Uropterygius
micropterus) £ 3 & A~ F ~ Ak A s S RMA ) s BE a4 M2 EET R (Niche
breadth) f& F & it > @178 2 B3 &% BofpdF g+ E At - ] i
RN = BRFS BHEIER 176 (1) p ~ 73§ (Ishigaki); (2) &4+ %

YRR BWF EBAFLWE Pk (3) EEF @4 (Badian) o 1
Jo 54 DNA 2 cyt bz COl 4 718 Wit 5 & 3 fhie » 3 oh | M4t e dh 2 338 @
SFHo LRk E (Sagitta) 2 fcim i 3t PLD po# o 4 MGG TR LTV PR B
BlOoFHASH AR 2 RERY SR LT FHEBALE
Bo(h) 2 AP HRsEER (n) > 7 BT FusFsE ¥ ¥ [ B 2 4%
FHF R OM fo L E A S ARG M A (Maximum likelihood tree) % #. - R 55
ek Bl (Minimum spanning network) #7727 P A A 2 = 20 F AR o & F
2447 (AMOVA) Aor 2 & 8 kp %3P > BEFE B4 4pdk (Dsr) 43
L0.02476 T] 0.12067 2. FF « A 5 AEBF7 | i & g5 8 TR R TR - 0 L RERD
AT g o PLD 4333 3] 98 X B4k AL 22 B A B A kA 47 T PLD
P&SSTR A G WAl g > B TS R KRR E 0 Ko | B R f A
EEFVARIPREATE R AT B R ARARE S - EarEE (BT

RAEEF EAA) FMABLRA L2 TIop #8k (518724 517479 %)
BE e s RlaikE (57.6+9.7 % o daiplfed ML & RIFIR L iand B 5 M o
FE TRk maE kg kg %2 (Leptocephalus) & PLD i A ¥l &7
5N 0 Flet 5 B A Fl B 42 (Genetic homogeneity) > 12 /& AR R & & FOR

FHAEBRB TSIV AR @]gfggfggﬁgmypﬁp 4B e
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Abstract

Pelagic larval duration (PLD) of demersal fishes may play an important role to
shape adult distribution patterns and population genetic structures. However, the
relationship between PLD and population genetic structure remains unclear for
Uropterygius micropterus, which has wide distribution, local spawning, poor adult
migration ability and narrow niche breadth. Population genetic structure of U.
micropterus collected from 8 locations, 3 countries (Japan, Taiwan and Philippines)
were analyzed using cyt b and COI genes of mtDNA. Microstructure of otoliths were
examined to estimate the PLD and otolith growth rate to investigate the mechanism of
larval dispersion. The results showed high haplotype diversity (h) and low nucleotide
diversity (m). No population can be distinguished by maximum likelihood phylogenetic
tree and minimum spanning network. The AMOVA results demonstrated that > 99 % of
genetic variations occur within populations and values of pairwise ®sr ranged from
-0.02476 to 0.12067, indicating little to no geographic population genetic structure. The
daily increments for all samples ranged from 33 to 98 days. PLD was shorter and otolith
growth rate was higher for the eels collected in Philippines. Higher water temperature
might explain the shorter PLD and faster growth rate. PLD of two populations from
eastern Taiwan (51.8 = 7.2 and 51.7 = 7.9 days) were significant shorter than the
population from southwestern Taiwan (57.6 £ 9.7 days). This result was most likely

caused by different ocean current systems between eastern and southwestern Taiwan.

Key words: Uropterygius micropterus, mtDNA, otolith, pelagic larval duration (PLD),

population genetic structure

iii



R T R L 1
12 A3 TE R B e 4
13 D230 A5 28 FE T e 7
R = 8
LI 1 DO 11
BN AL I e 14
P I N Y 14
22 A F AT B IR oo 15
23 B FIF A AT o 18

24 B R B T B oottt ettt ettt ettt ene 23

\\\?{r
v

i
,\m

3] R R R B e 28

3.2 A T A A T R ettt ettt ne et nas 29

v



A2 ] EEEE D B B T H e e 43
43 o] gl B s 2 A e B B RS e 48
A4 5 F B BT I e 53
T B et e et e et e e et a e e e e e e et e eaateeetreeeareeenreeeens 55
[ 9}%’@/;% ................................................................................................................ 56



Fom PR BB B TR e 77
ool EEREE A Cyth—COl 20 A F1 5 A1 78
F =~ i B A eyt b— COIl 2L 7] 2. Pairwise st NM..veniniiniinienieeeene, 79
Fom o] A B % Cyth— COl 2k F120 AMOVAHE oovieioiiieeeiieeeieeeeee e 80
FT G AR AR F A T PGB 81
Aol Am R PR A AR FREZ I TP MEC . 82
Foo o) HEHE A ARATIE 30 B FREEZ B R P BB 83
FoA TRl AR B T R R e, 84
FA ) REEEEHEEI FRRAEA IR FREZIEFSEF 85
bl A R AEATIE 30 EHREEZ B B A K F 86
doL - B R ARz ERHE B 3 (Age-LengthKey)...ooooovvniiinnnnn. 87
F A AR R R 88

vi



WP &

Bl— st e 2 R B B TRl 89
A AR B BB e 90
Sl AR R R TR R 91

Blw ~ >0 a6 e gtk AP e 2 COl LG M At (NJtree)...ooooeenieniee.. 92

BT ] g ks cytb— COl J8 Flz A B it (MLtree)........ooooeeenen 93

Bl o] @ 4k oyt b— COI 4 F12_ Ba| B 55 % 1 B (MSN).......oooiiiiii, 94

Bl= ~ o R e g5 Cyth - COl 2 12 i @R A F Bl oo, 95

IR - (-9 W s # (translucent zone) ¥ 7 % P 7 (opaque zone)

B4 ] f itk g R zng;lg(m—ﬁgmﬂgphé ................................................... 97

Bl i e P T2 Sr/CaZa PFFR 1 L, 98

Bl — ~ B 23R AR Tae A F Bl 100
LR AR R R RS A A FRZ T F A A T B, 101

Bl =2 Ah AR dd R R TacF A AT Bl 102

Bl o e 23 A TGC I R B 18 Bleeoe oo 103

Bl T~ ] it ot 230 A Tocm PR R B (10865 FEE).............. 104

Bl o gl e 2304k A Toe i W PF A 2 1V B 2046 5 FEE). ..., 105

Bt 2 8r % M A IR BB 106

15~ s ] B 5B T 3 B Mo 107

B4 ~EEF 8% (BD) | AT T Bt 109

Blo o] i e B3 R ] 110

Blo - v Bl R R S E W S, 111

Blo -~ ety - X85 - B mE SV REBl 112

vii



or

- AR AL A %7 (Muraenidae) mtDNA % 513 3ty & B7 LBl 113
M- AP A R S AR (VBGE)K 22 L2 B T, 114
D A AR B2 RERFR 2 M SR AR L 115
g P Ad R ERFEES-127 2T 46 KR (OO, 116

T SEE A A EAE S 1120 50m R TeE R 2 R Bl 117

viii



1.1 B35p ASEend B4 51

1.1.1 %2 g 5§42

7 pais P (Elopomorpha) #_E % 4 % (Teleostel) ¥ By X enA 53 > o /3
P (Elopiformes) ~ j&#@ P (Albuliformes) ~ % #& 4 P (Notacanthiformes) % # 3 P
(Anguilliformes) #f % = (Chen et al, 2014) > sk % 4 [ - K f % 2
(Ieptocephalus) #_j& @it p T = B ek o 43 fic o

PP AT KGR Bl cha 3 T K ) AN Bldpgt L > B4 BT 4
Rl 0 T Mg A KR 2RIk (oil globule) % ‘P F (yolk
sac)’ Pt FE L AL A & | %4 2 (preleptocephalus); B4 = £ {5 § F £ RS FE
A 7% 2 pEs Tikx gk F %2 pEE (Miller, 2009) - Leiby (1989) #-jt 5 #
s A BIEE O B A G E® Y (engyodontic stage) » L PFe% A L5 il b e
Al e R A BT d FHMELE > A 44T SR L) A Bk
E5hn 7 > MBPER A ARFER L EIPHR ) > ik~ euryodontic
stage (Leiby, 1989) » Flim¥e B [f 2w i S P crW R b 7> 2 957k H SL4A L o TR 2 5
PR T 2 PP s e P At g FAEY RS AERY B L8 A% K
ARDOFIER c FRAFFABTIRFENL ERREEF > YRR
(metamorphosis) = i P! el 3y @ (glass eel) FFdp » 2 48d 5 T8 5 FlF 4 0 23
st DA E T REAE ABERPER I T B4~ juvenile £

adult 2_ 3 # &£ (Miller, 2009) -

112 RE 2 £ 2 BN pr R

Ay,

"EFF 5 BAEF (Anguillidae) 4 35ch®E 72X EHRC BHEF LS DL F LR
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i - X - # (Tsukamoto, 1989; Umezawa et al., 1989; Martin, 1995; Arai et al.,
2000a; Cieri and McCleave, 2001; Sugeha et al., 2001; Shinoda et al., 2004) - %’ﬁ“ P |
P#plicp » (¥ oy %2 R (Pelagic larval duration, PLD) > i&- # ¥
BEGABNN AR AR EEFEFN c BARF L2 PNPLDERL B o L
Afrd 42 % Xvip M > =l #> x> 4o £ (Muracnidae) 2 % @ 2
(Muraenesocidae) 4. % (Brothers and Thresher, 1985; Ling et al., 2005; Reece et al.,
2011) > izsgenp faid F At 2 i75 A “r’iﬁ" (Moyer and Zaiser, 1982; [# % > 1994;
Kimura et al.,, 2006) ; & P|p A =* ¥ 2 3i7- & FEF o g2 RO AT A
(Congridae) ¢4~ & (Otake et al., 1997; Arai et al., 2000b; Antunes and Correia, 2003) >
MR PRI A2 AT ERFTRIER D FLI FUDETH LR
(McCleave and Miller, 1994; Kuroki et al., 2009; Kurogi et al., 2012) °

Bk ko 24 e £ Y B F & eh- Tk McCormick (1999) i % 4 %

H AL

R

W

fo /0 tE b P oA LA Pt TR UE SN AR R FE
BABAET B S EHAL F PRSP AoBF B %2 koS AR

2 B e e E (Tesch, 1980; Kleckner and McCleave, 1985; Bast and Strehlow,
1990) = Kuroki et al. (2006) ** fite & Fr & crw F8 444 HOK i F % 4 & & 5

¥ A A e T B A BEAR DI 4o R 0 084 ) Kuroki et al. (2009) BT Bk

T

R R ED S BACKES 2 0 FRBER AR RELT > B R
F A R gL (A reinhardtii) vt A2 BIE S fAdE R B (A australis) § ¥
{ % 3 & & F o Miller (2009) 1345 ¢ it % - B 305 g # 2 hd £
FEfrH KA PHBUTFERE R LM o M BFB A AT > Ma et al
(2005) = 3 # p /s & fpipl sk B 4~ f8 Saurenchelysstylura 2 Dysomma sp. » 2%
7 S stylura = £ i 5 (0.68 mm day') & ¥ % ** Dysomma sp. (0.44 mm day™) >

RS stylura & F % 4 crfa U & (~ 150 mm) + P & + >t Dysomma sp. (~80
mm)>d o F L AARREAE AT U EARS DR H AT LG AR R
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f #t 2_*F s Umezawa and Tsukamoto (1991) % Fukuda et al. (2009) # 4 1 4%
s

o

BBETHF AT P A (A japonica) nA ARG Z B RIEE T hA R %o
FRASEFIREHA T L@ FME LM TR RDPFRS > LR
3t 10°C pFR £ if 0k = K oHan (2011) Bl3F 7 2 F @R 2 LR ¥ A LT3
BETHEADE FR-CERFAFTHEAEED B0 5% bia) it 3
FTRE A MCRRENERR BT AT PR BRI BT B R R

BABANE T EE AP

H

RN

SFE VAL P EM RF %A HPLD &% 4 2L 5V R 1B R

-~

SPER KRR MMZ LR RE TR ARE

113 % %4 % i

RUIRF#AUPBBRETOELHRY Ry ai s d g P ix
AR G oA R ABRERE AT FRRLOEE . L@
AT 22 Rt LR OB AR S AREDRE R 22
SR AR Rl R AR ME XD R 0 0 RS Aok SR
xS S R el R R R O LA TR O e TR ARk
Fors g N 4 nE & FlE 2 - (Miller, 2009) - ‘f gL ek s BBl b i i
BRI E AR AE Y P B E R R 2R R

1

Fus g T % > (Miller, 2009) » 4 32 F gz B e R F 0 < £ 5 A

P

# A e ey =R (glycosaminoglycan, GAG; Pfeiler et al., 2002) #-4 f#3% &
FRGAFTEREDRE TN E o BT ;R’gi]"c% (thyroid hormone) § F-i# 4

Rl

F’_*
©r
)

beo BEEA BTAR (cortisol) e+ &0 (Yamano etal., 1991) 0 5 & fa4F
PFizw ks B F A5 (Miller, 2009) °

BEARP W F RS R AT AR G E o - B G fra Bk
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FlE7 LR () &) %

[e=

AL (2) FEFHRBAFF]F o B REWA LA
MRPHAFAVETAIR AN OB EETRLE S RTHE FRRT R
Z Wy v M 4B (Liao et al., 1996; Tanaka et al., 2001) ; Miller (2009) » #% 1L
B R B PR EMA S AR AFHNREY PRl b ¥t T RPEL
Flo BdE? RRBIPPR-FRXARRAERC FREZ2RLCIRTEL S
APk BRAERES LR ATF RS $hEE

FAMWATFER FEARBEFFF Y ALLDFF > FI MR 203
MEATE PIGE A entE o HN R AL AR A L AZ R kEr b faa S 0 B2

*
GEIE AR A AR R E R § TR R ek Sk

Bom = o PP - SRS o R A # A U Ry ERBEF AT LT EERE
WRECFRZCFESE G AR RREFEEETORLET G 200

R
é\'i/%@"l}l“”]‘g‘ 4_)5537(‘{1; #Fj ’IPI\?;’/B\-JJ F44?/A1§1P ﬁbm/ FRE
FoAc A VLA R ek L B 4 eopE P (Victor, 1986; McCormick, 1999) - # (2002)

SE A BFE 0 LA RF 2

R}
X
|
3

PRBIFE S 0 LA S L IIRE TR Sk
THE (FRARE) F ARET G - REEN 0 R AL LSRR

IR E e TEFRE -

ST Tt S

1.2.1 PLD £ %% i} ® % 4f.c0b 1

-

My 128 (Phylogeography) € 4 1=+ 125 (Biogeography) *® e1— B4 &
ed B4~ & 4 Aviseetal.(1987) #ri > 4 - M B A g b4 & 2B a 4 2 3 7
}-ﬁ_‘iifi"ﬁfl fgl} #Iﬁ;**"fﬁf’ ’Q#mgﬂ °3‘ﬂpgi;@k+—r—$m/4ﬁ—€'
BEER AT EFEEE A E BB 2 s b FREY KRB G F

{ > ehi s B (physical barriers) » % 2 7 215 d EIRIRE D R K b R F



HEHE T G M R RE R 2 TN L fe (Gyllensten, 1985; Taylor,
1991; Palumbi, 1994; Ward et al., 1994; Adkison, 1995; Waples, 1998) ; @ ¥ F = 48 :i&
FHICTP P RAS > B DL AR R T £ ) EFE J’fﬁ (Bernardi,
2000) o o P Av o JRFM % 2 PR (T PLD) $H3 3R 4 S A EER
i F it FE R R

BB BRI PLD A% & e fa H 3 A ool F1 2 i{ %08 w5 (Jones et al.,
2005; Taylor and Hellberg 2005) » 825 # 7 {# & ig#k cr7g B (Craig et al., 2007) »

L 5enmpdnd > F 5wl A s At PLD 8 ehig % § F { e e ¥ 24
(Bernardi et al., 2003; Taylor and Hellberg, 2003; Bowen et al., 2006; Thacker, et al.
2007)-Bowen et al. (2006) +* #2715 f83 3 74 4. 45 PLD {oif i@ & i dpdc (Ds1) B
ﬁwﬁ’%mﬁﬁ@ja¢@¥mwwﬁ’iﬁﬁﬁHDj%@—ﬁﬂfaéﬁ

3]

%S o H e

énhn

£

=
oo

U F) G 0 & 35 ARTRBL B 4 ocean gap ~ KR PEE € B
Aok d e F SRR T EYE 3 e EiE Tk 5vE (Bowen et al., 2006; Reece et
al., 2010)> 1 2 g #gend B Moo MR L% & - 2K (Rochaetal., 2002)
% J. & ¥ 12 (Robertson et al.,, 2004) % F]+ 4% & 2 %38 B H4E o

#t 7k > Robertson (2001) e Irisson et al. (2004) 25 > WA B 4872 4 &
FEAEOPR AT 0 EF P AAF L (self - recruitment) 7t & & & o % 4 £ R4 endFAC
¥ g =¥ o F R £ > Bonhomme and Planes (2000) )I‘u » &5 A& L PLD
PRHRAN I AR S el T AR S F R R HE G A AT RE 6
i fd it 3 2 > Hourigan and Reese (1987) # Mg R & ¥ § 43 P Wl d af 7 &

FARHES PLD o @ %3 p A4 vl V- E Rt ay 0 TR M R
FRB DR %o EHEL B RERY] f b BRI LR F o 2 F L]

higd F2 BP@I g EPE L I

122 B350 g ekl § 84



FHAAEHEOSHE AT PR ER GRS BB 5 A
wASK R AT G AR 2 e Rk "R R 4 5w 5 (catadromy) W 3 €A P -
AT B A L QEIREETR R B S DR B p B (A
japonica; Ishikawa et al., 2001)~ % ' @ 4E (A. rostrate; Wirth and Bernatchez, 2003) -
% 4 BAE (A anguilla; Dannewitz et al., 2005)7 2 # % f 5 0 F i B4 (A
reinhardtii; Shen and Tzeng, 2007) ¥ B H - "EW ez %FH o Rm - d 372 o 5
et 7 b enfddrac 4 > F By € D IRARIESR % > 4o Ishikawa et al. (2001) 1
* ok sk DNA & 4787 P A48 5 B - “Ei% 2 e85 2 Tseng et al. (2006) 1 *
HefEh DNA (microsatellite DNA) #rit i 2 ¥ & TR¥EZ MFRF-TF IR
A G Rze A 47 % 4P 4 0] F > 4o Minegishi et al. (2008) e P * e 548 2 fciFk
DNA 34 =84 (A marmorata) & H: 3 @84 S - RETHEI 274 52
BARRIEER DL R A F R o CBEATHITR - B Pl A
BACPHENARBEIR S LA AR AFASHETEY A2 AR P
o

BOKB AT AR > AT A S AR it ARG e AP
A FR LA T4 ABM N € AN £ i B8 be Moyer and Zaiser
(1982) #rizdkang k4 (Gymnothorax kidako); ¥ — f& 5% Bl 14 = 3 ehip 4
Ehd s R AR R TIE S BHNE PHEF R 4B & Hoz@ (Meadia
abyssalis) )’j'*u% e R B 400 miFE s & L% ie 7 2 fie (Fricke and Tsukamoto,
1998) » 7 L A B R E T 4pF B D5 A o 2458 (Conger
myriaster) 1A ﬁr’iﬂ* LIRS R L Bt 2 2 hend Y - §Inis B HITARE R
(Kurogi et al., 2012) « 8828 2 Ho 4 2 A H58 7 b o F i m ¥ d B o5 7 4rkin
TAR e R 0 do € B TR RS B B4 ka2 o n s (C.conger) =

THERRLG EFER B *}? 7 . (Kimura et al., 2004; Correia et al., 2012) ; & 4, A& ™

e

ATV R e A5 ene 5 @ (Cirrhimuraena chinensis) § ke i € 5 ®

6



RF RBERBM DR 4 Y R R EEE B 54 & (Lietal, 2014) - Reece
et al. (2010, 2011) 4 4tw &7 k12 =% & (niche breadth) gk 4 47E 7 + 4= [l
SR B PREE FB AT ERE £ § 0 BT A F R
7 iF 2 & g 32 B (1) Eastern Pacific Barrier (EPB) % 5000 — 7000 km £ ocean
gap #-A ~ TX 2 ¢ X T E ey 5 e R 485 (2) Sunda Shelf (SS) & & R B s
FREFHELE ka9 s X E R - e RO MRE ARKPEEE N kG

BB REA S TERPE-LPFTESETOAGBEBEET RioP o B A AF B 22000

hn%%%&ﬁﬂﬁiﬂjﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ \TRo (K 3k ML A 4E 1% & PLD g
100 B fr‘]{]f}’_'&]l\)]'})il,(#-i Rrper e BB FRA7ig & g F 4 ¢ (Reece et al., 2010)

d PV A B g s RE 2 A RFD i 4 RER AT

3 /’-fnlgd;;' ’ Iljl;‘\l,?%‘f(ﬁiﬁ\; AT ;7}2 i ?_FJ’JIE.,@\

1.3 BB A50 3 P25 anid s

p Pannella (1971) %R+ & 8pcnB 79 FF p FH g (s > (L8 h
FrAgagpoe@X@ v Fmiup s Er . g 221 & XTI
FMATWFF 2 AR FF TR D EH R P FRAK A FERES
430 MR FRE B R AE R RE FR AR SR RE h

BRI hapie e X R IRPERGR A 0 2 ISR

34

(continuous zone) »
BEmFREFS R LN BRI RF B X7 §F (discontinuous
zone) ° ;ﬁd HER S VR - 2R FF L - B A en

p ¥ # (Pannella, 1971) °

=k

Az ire FakE AR foRBEY AR e 2 ERM 0 A E IR TH
PIAEY E-AFfecaniEfE pAEASd mA gt AR DR 0 L GEN B
HE P AENHFT R BEIUHFEFR F (Campana, 1999) > Flpt > Gd A 45 R F

TR E BT AF O REA TR EDERAEFITI QT k22 AL
7



TR S e TRBLLR -

Ak (S AsEY § Fen- BT AT o Ak Y RlUPE AR 0 AT A A
(Ca) Az i & odengifarzs - H 7R3 17y g e
et i@ (Sr/Ca) |7 % RIEIP)A K A s K PB4 R AR R T
BFHFRBA Ay 22 BREP ST/ Ca g & T HRF A LT
B P A RBEBESF AT (Tzeng and Tsai, 1994) > e 5§18 { 527 7 2 R4
AR g 4 T 5 4 e ehfiiR (Correia et al., 2004; Ling et al., 2005) » F]p* 4& 7]
Fep A REPFSr/Cahki it v A 2 mFF e arilde > A 2Lk Srik
Rt s o T 3u G Sr/ Caehf AR " E F] 5 GAG b A& 2 » GAG ¥ = 3
FF GRSt R 2 RSB 4L GAG RS L (S g
it 3 ' 1 (Pfeiler, 1986; Pfeiler, 1991) o % i B 4P > “f 7 Sr/Ca&ig™ "t
KR PGty P AR A Pl AP g LRER Bl IR E (eg,
A. audtralis, A. celebesensis, A. dieffenbachia, A. marmorata) ~ /= -k # (e.g., Conger
oceanicus) % ;4 @ (Megalopscyprinoides) * ' & 4cpt o %ﬁ“%’ Sr/CaZp's 2 A 7
TR M (TN TR R Y BT A BREE TP
HRGOPD kD > * KERIZAFEDEPHZ 4 5 ¢ K¢ FF 0 (Marui et al,

2001; Correia et al., 2004; Lee et al., 2008) o

14 SR LG A
1.4.1 A5 55t

#57 hie i A % (Actinopterygii)~ #.75 F (Anguilliformes)~ #% 41 (Muraenidae)
RiEAT L 2AFEREF DR BREY > P oL K85 154 200 44 (Nelson,
1994) > 1235 Hoetal. (2015) eF7 7 » £ 4P w e #875 13 B 71 #& > AZiE v

Bz ho - B SRER R RS- cBHLRTA LS BL A



% #% & 4 (Muraeninae) % i % #* (Uropterygiinae) » i & % %] & A& & 44 ~ A
@At PEE o B T LR U EINAE 0 T A A o AR S
AR kY PR RS HWRE Y AERE Yy £REE RS L
Bisdpd & 85 ik o2 Bk § 34t (Laticauda laticaudata) £ % % 7 za/s
st (L.colubrina) & rmi#gsg i 5 1L R4 a ¥ % (% > 2010) - #5887~ /] 2 §J 1<
KBRAF L X Ao 4 (Srophidon sathete) 2 R edAk 3§45 (G. javanicus) =
REA T E 3 o e | gt k& (Uropterygius micropterus) % % < 453 4%
(G. richardsonii) #r % F 30424 > 2 AP AEF B 73 R %4 ] AR & 0F
SEY A WA REY P BFSERI L o LR F KT RO
fer o R ET AL L AR o d N H R TR 2R BT ARG R

At g A2 o F LA TAER L REAR T » Bk (reef check) {

\N

BRI A ARt A VLA HRR L LR

1.4.2 figehs s 4 oy 4

MM AERE LS P A5 F Moyerand Zaiser (1982) #5 it 1 p A= %
§ (Miyake - jima) & fAfiFnp R fe @5 o A EnRBEL & 87 15
BT 16:302 1 FFHYA PF TERIE L2 mm g P gEH e B
2 @t & g5 (U. macrocephalus) PIE# 4 7 7 29 5Len™ = 19:03 2 {2 e I & B
RP|ZAFPA N o KE > G FRABEABRRI AL SRR T ARB A
PiTE 0 ArimBhAR N AR (G pictus, ® 0 2003) ~ B ERAR N A% (G. thyrsoideus; Chang
and Liao, 2000; % -2003) % ¢ i # (Rhinomuraena quaesita; Preininger et al., 2015)

A5
= o

FHFHFAL O B S (e.g., G moringa, G. vicinus, Muraena
miliaris)» 2 MH € 7 ¥ { L T - TA X /T*ug #% % — =t (Abrams et al.,

1983; Young and Winn, 2003) - Bassett and Montgomery (2011) { i&- # F|* %5 3
9



FRATEME AL F RO N 2 TR Tk Goprasinus FIRE € - TE R
FEP (1561 ~10226 m?) 455 LA ke & 5 B R FASTR * OB § 4
-5t b iEE -G prasinus frdl B & fAp iz g B0 B ILE RS
ABFLT o] T 3F 5 (Matthews, 1990; Bradbury et al., 1995; Lowry and Suthers, 1998;
Lowe et al., 2003) > 35 £ F 5 fapfodl s @250 447 F4 L awEA Nz §
F4 oo RRE AERFR N gF R JESL O B (Bassett and Montgomery, 2011) -

§ ik SR B M A ARA D B 7S AR ER R T

F_L
>~
=
x
T3
3
&
=
ol
I
“k
i)
<
[

EE S AERNE R EEE NS R R

VARG B R TR BT AR -

1.4.3 -] it & 5 cn )ﬁ%‘?‘éﬁ
|- i i & #% (Uropterygius micropterus; Bleeker, 1852) e #f 5 f 4L ~ i & £ &7

# it & g% (Uropterygius) Alggag s P o R senB < #8352 37.30cm (9 o
2004) > R (1997) sia B R L APREFI LT PF 230 Ela g Fd-FE R
E3mUp o ARG E TR AR o

AR R AR A T B R - T E AR § 3 K 2hani = 0t 5 (Pereira, 2000)
LI @EAREL (Wass, 1984) > 4 2 p 4 5 % (Motomura et al., 2010) > & I ;&
(Gledhill et al., 2009) > # % ;% (Golani and Bogorodsky, 2010)~ 5 2 &y 2 ¥ § (Myers
and Donaldson, 2003) » 387 fe 4k o & %3 % | ghih kg cns F o 14 B AT
ARt > A F a0 LFRE A0 B E = BRI Ik~ B E F e

Ao (2004) * 2001 — 2003 & ¥ 4Hd g Bk ) B At K R HR N S R BT o 4

A A A BREE G B DR IR L A RE AR TR § N
PRESEFRE T A M R RSB OTERE PR T L 2L K0 A F

T H b BRI F IRk A0 o ot kdp RE AT A RBAED TR

P %,2010) e i o ¢ Rlje AL R AL G L R B A F o
10



AR o ¥ AR W i }’%’MCCOSkeret al. (1984) il p * A i & 42
ARt AP LRI - B39 7 3 p 482 § (Tokunoshima) #7#k # ¥| 23.6 cm
) g kAR AR B R Rtk o R E (1994) Bd A S H LA R S 4
Tl BT P AL B A B | ik 6 T
Flenfe i35 0 % R Eupss > DA AINE H B PR R
B2 BMFAZEE ) A r{eX20:00 6 BERIIG MK &R 2 RiFandp
RoAE AT e n (2004) i g e g2 FAAUU LA 4 A U B0 TR TR 2
Zefh Y GO e B (2009) WAR T O B o) il A AR ERAR R A 0 SR G R

Bk S RAME L 251cm BE S 139g AR A8 o

R

Rt g ety 0T 2 PR A oS R S 555(2) I
BLEIMUP PP RFF 2 LEPFRE > ZARERKF Q) AFFEFRL B2
Brf-0 2 TEE R (4 Ay AT o LTI RE] 2 ERE S

‘:”fjij" %\'«lﬁ'ié_ °

1.5 3 P 0

B R SN SR e )’%i & % #7448 (Chen and Shao, 1995; Chen et al., 1996; Chen
and Loh, 2007; Chen et al., 2008; Loh et al., 2011) ~ #7.% 444 (Chen et al., 1994; Loh
etal.,2013) 2 it A# 4 FEF T (8 02007, & >2008; 3 > 2009; Mati¢-Skoko
etal,2011)> % k£33 & (M > 2003; #§ >2008) 7 5 &% (v >2004; Mehta and
Wainwright, 2007; Barley et al., 2015) % j& 5 % 2 a7 # < (Tawa et al., 2012; Tawa
etal, 2014) o e $F30a s iR W4T 3 Ar2b R B 2L o

F(2003) »+ 2001 —2002 & B 4 4% Fls 5 21 BiREbEe 480 2 RkiEd 5

ERAT T R3S AN (FRANITROEN > F L RE S Alh 13 F
S1E) v $a 2 TR FRIA- B3 FF L AT RS 20%

2520 BT EME G T A 2 E G 1T A AR A iR R i+
11



FHUEFRLEWASPFALA 10 2R T RTVHE P C8FG~ 1
Al 2 & &% p AR5 3R TUCN #7% B eniz £ 2 (Red list categories) » 445 L 78
+ mep 45 (Echidna xanthospilos) % 4 %4 (Cirrimaxilla formosa) & {7 #g & 4%
R BRHAREGHT AL TL A ORTELEL o ARG T

FEARTHEASGD pr At e 3P T % (Endangered, EN) 5%

6 (2008) 2004 — 2008 & B4 & K 5 552 3B E 2 Bk <L TS

PAL  ARHBHTHEL - BERCBIRZEFARATFEETEON o
FTETERT R RRRY OB TRI AR BT AT o
FTHFAEABENERTL RS D BT RLAI LGRS EhAHS F

Tl o B A BRI E A AF C REFAFOINEF FLEL DT EM R L

FT Gy A T N AHE & T 0 B2 2R Reece etal. (2010, 2011) @ S &¥e f7
R AR RE TR AFRERFZ X TEFT AP pREd BeH
B BRREFETG AR F- o S EFEORAKE P10 £ A

BB AT fHRER BB RS RIS Bokw > Y
AR (G undulatus) 28 B AER 9% (> 19 k) Fé.‘*fj-f‘u’%mﬁ 2
i @A T AR FEH (<10 &) BRE SR ST RarEE Al S
EFHRSERBRELAE S %D T TEY e AGRARETR G R o
e B+ Almmsr o SRMETE 80 cm 2+ (% > 2009; Fishbase) » & i Rk
NBEHESHRNA TR F= AT PRI AL p #icEE PLD >
EEBHLATES BRAEFTAIT LT FREFEFT T i FIPLD 7 F #7ig & i3
A T g e

AL 24 PLD 223 @SR R B > AP HPUT R
(1) Hide LR EORE AR (B> 10E) BE{ 7 AomEE BTN ()
%%ﬂéﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁiéﬁ?ﬁ¢ﬁ%&%ﬁéE%ﬁﬁ’?ﬁ%¢%£%%
A FT Rt B MR EE - B ASPLD ) i F BFEHEF S PLD £.F

12
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4
J
M
~b
i
Yz

R A Siic 2 §UK S U o e VAP NI e
i mgHa s ATk T FIF
(1) KI5 5% % | il L ff k¥ @45 - #7334 PLD 2 2 e =% A4
(2) By Rl it e fgint A SEEETEF AR NEF
(3) AT E BT A S e RE 2 TR T R E S o
4) ExEBE B EEEBE NS E S BN RE] IHBFERLIETA
(5) ™Mo EEE eIt RARSE S REARPHMEREET ST DET T
AL Pt Ry AR VAR ¥ PF 2= g B L e A L
WA EFERS AT I REDER - FRATRBERFFEIESAF Sz ¢
R s R R EF A R A7 BRI AT] SR DA RIS Ak
b %P Bk (Hauser et al., 2002) - it e g G S A e A p A 2 R
A R ZRE AT R ¢ o AR B B ARENIRG R Y 0 T ST
BREFH I OERA > FELEITZHRES AL APHIGERA < ) p b5 2o

R H 5 7 i Fl R R

Fitm E g LR PR A T 5 AR 5P

4
o
=i

F o AAF LR R ESRLL - -

13



S

21 B gk E

211 ¥k & %k

LGS kAol B R A AE 0 2 R SRR YRS 2 B T8 7 i
S EFEY (2009 et mEEYT o HiEs 4 pLE sz S wT o "
A RWEAGEE > A R R R o BIRT B IR Yk A R o
FlUt 3t 2014 & 7 7 2 2015 & 8 PR B AEMILEBAL LV G
BRI BLE TR E > T 2015820 2 8V HF - AN AREY 2
EEFRHHEERS (B-) ¥ - 36 > TP A VA FEANRSIRE L D

HA o HEEmE R (£-) o

212 T E R R

PR A0 PE 0 TR P P HC AL YRR E e S 5 A o 4o
AR P A A AT S E DR L L R L
ERI B RE R R (SRR F R AGE R A A
WONEEIEE 0 RN E R FM S RE T B F L e H s BB
PAF A > X2 P BT E R RN R o PR B e E

e R Y

o

213 ¥ A A2
WES | et g L EMP NG v I FHRT L 0 B Mk

i ke - 20 °C Sk P 0 et Bk T AL H T8 B4 A ok A 4 A Ak

A



E oA E R ST AR (L F > 1993) 2 Fishes of Japan (Nakabo, 2002)
b AL T B ot AT E 2 Fishbase hpe ¥ b 4t 0 R R EAF TR
W U E oA i e B B R P (R )Rl 2 RS Ol em
BEHFEL 001 g 160 #fR AP RERERHE > PO HE 2P B4 Rk

T (Sagitta) % — ] B IWICR mak o Bofd MR kL RNE-20°C kY B o

22 A3 4 5%
2.2.1 DNA %3
#® % Qiagen = ¥ ch# 5. » 5P Fd4oT !
(1) #->Fovp o k4e » 300 pl 2 Cell Lysis Solution # » 12 %45 1 23| ¥
7 ;Jz,_g‘%k, oA RRHL o
(2) #v > Proteinase K5pul» % > 5 8 B S5°C + BIg e o

(3) s

-

& f2 3 @ Btk > 40~ Protein Precipitation Solution 100 pl > + ™ #& &
BIRRAEEG 51 10 & 45 o

(4) ™ 13000 rpm » 4 °C Hrow 5 & 4B {5 B-Fv FA YL > Bt R 1 AT0 L5 ml
g F P o

(5) #r > & F Cell Lysis Solution # # & & A% (Isopropanol) > *F ™ #= & i /3
R EES > B 4°C e 30 A48 ¢ DNA Uk o

(6) 14 13000 rpm > 4 °C s 3 & 45 -ilf‘ K i g T RINGIDNA A 4 o

(7) #v > 70 %2 f% S00 ul e » 78 % 10 & 48 e

(8) 1413000 rpm > 4 °C #rs 1 -3 &g > drperf e (e jatmig Bl o
v255°C Ao 1 Bl pE R T ARIESE o

(9) 4v > 30pul 2 dd H20 #-% i cn DNA 3 f& > 3020 55°C 4 #t 1 prrd b oo

(10) #-#7% & DNA Solution %1% #- 20 °C 7k 44 -

15



222 PCR R & pedagf & &
% P~ DNA 12 PCR #*t Mitochondrial DNA *® 0 cytochrome b (cyt b) %
cytochrome c oxidase subunit I (COl) % B3 tgrd ik 2 A @& *  (Mifd— ) o
(1) =i * g3l 3 4o
(a) cytb(tg F & R 15 680bp):
L14725: 5’ -GTG ACT TGAAAAACCACCGTT G- 3’
(Song et al., 1998)
H15573: 5° -AAT AGG AAG TAT CAT TCG GGT TTG ATG- 3’
(Taberlet et al., 1992)
(b) COI (3 tg B & BB I {55 656bp):
FishF2: 5° -TCG ACT AAT CAT AAA GAT ATC GGC AC- 3’
FishR2: 5 -ACT TCA GGG TGA CCG AAG AAT CAG AA- 3’
(Ward et al., 2005)
(2) PCR & J&i% i#:
PCR #7i¢ * e 4| 5 TaKaRa staq £ % kit 2> F BiE 2 40T
(@) cytbei x i 75l 0 F 5 9ul 2 10 x buffer~6 pl 22 ANTPs ~
% 6 pl 2 Primer (10 uM)~0.36 pul 2_ ex taq *2 % 9 ul 22 DNA (50 ng / pl) »
F4e » 38.64 ul 2 dd HoO #-3 884548 2 75 pl »
(b) COIl erie F i S0pul> b % 5 6 ul 2 10 x buffer ~4 pl 22 dNTPs ~
% 4 ul 2. Primer (10 uM)~0.25 pl 2_ ex taq /4 %2 6 ul 2. DNA (50 ng / pl) »
Fde o~ 2575 ul 22 dd HoO #3288 #4852 50 pl -
(¢) PCR enkx }@ﬁ% S
(i) 94°C T F Jig 5~ 4hit DNA BE% A 3 -

(i) #7 k5 37 X PR 1§ R > 94 °C T 2 denature 1 A 4 ~
16



annealing temperature 47 °C (cyt b) / 50 °C (COIl) 45 #; ~ 72°C ~

Z_ extension 1 4 4% o
(111) 720c&f€l };'@ﬁ"k 10,4,\{5;5_’ f%ﬁff\’] F,@;{i °

(iv) 4°C # % > # % A FERPCR A 4 o

223 §A% S
(1) 2ARBUE (1%)
(a) #-0.5g 2 agarose *t » 50 ml 2. 1 x TAE buffer # -

(b) @& * ek dpte# 2 A 45 0 @ agarose % 23 fF o

(c) #-2.5ul z Healthview™ Nucleic Acid Stain % #]4c » ¥ g #3595 o

(d) i B8 ~ fidr ¥ o @R AP 4050 S4B

(2) Loading sample:

(a) 4 %B~5ul % 4ulz PCR # % 4- DNA Ladder (100 bp)» % ]2 % 1 ul

2 6 x Loading buffer /& £323 » ¥ &2 5 » B¢ o

(b) T F RiEE: > 135V 24 A ki o

() HTAGRWYBAREITAN 54 o LK L RET B AR e kA S o

XA HIFOPCR Ad > AL ME - P EDRT

2.2.4DNA ¥ i TR

i# * MACHEREY-NAGEL (http://www.mn-net.com/) 2 kit :& 7 i > # FhAo

(1) £H#PCR A4 2 844 dd H2O0 4 &3 100 pl -

(2) # NTIbuffer 4 » dd H20 v &EA% 1:7 vt GIfff o 0 4 Frenp i v &

AP EAS D P EAS O RALDEA L FILfEDARIF

17



oo
(3) #-100 pl 2 PCR & 3£ 200 pl #8652 NTIR £ » 4 » Clean - up
Column *# -
(4) ™ 11000 rpm 3t 1 & 48 0 )4 collection tube » =57 o
(5) 4¢» 700 pl 2. NT 3 buffer » 12 11000 rpm &t 1 4 48 ©
(6) g4 collection tube ® ik » £4FH A (5) - =
(7) )3 collection tube ¥ ek {5 » £ 14 11000 rpm 3 2 4 43 o
(8) #-NE buffer 115 # 30 pl 4 f# £ £ 77 # 3] 70 °C -
(9) #3% T & collection tube > #-Fr.wiEfsHt & Column ¥ *tR7¢0 1.5 ml
eppendorf + 4B EF £ B R R 91015448 (70°C) » 51 #
NT 3 buffer = > 2 “f °
(10) # & 4c » 30 ul 3¢ #4F < NE buffer » #-¥ + %59 (s > Mg 70 °C enifz
R GI0-15A 4 w3 AR o
(11) 12 11000 rpm &t 2 & 48 > & & 1.5 ml eppendorf # 9 5 % it 43 2. PCR A&
Hitig s 2 PCR A4 ¢ ™ nanodrop | & & 47 & & > 500 — 1000 bp & 4 #7 %
R AERFE S 20-50ng/pl > @ %k g 260 /280 BI LA 1.8-2.0 2 F - FEin
AP ERZGEELEDFEFING  BALEI I L XTEARETHF T2 P
B LY S PR AT R R LA B e s ABI 37300 51 8

Eljﬁ*‘g 3 r%?ﬁ'&'&;’ 5 )”J B ”’TP )=2 7 %B}: "ip}.

23 BIIFHRA

2.3.1 B\ IR 46 T

TR %= {6 R 4B 71 2L 2 DNAStar ver. 7.1 ¥ ¢71SeqMan % Editseq & #5 #-

18



BB F 2 & E T align 0 alignment = & 0 A 7|3 & MEGA ver. 6.0 it 1
(Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis version 6.0; Tamura et al., 2013) ¥ 3 B~2
R Tz B Flioytbs COl 250y & 39 F#FA %] (protein - coding
gene) M-Pr HEL I 5 AL B BB AT 3 Mk %45+ IR (stop codon)
FE TR O FRME o
s FERETE R A Y B BE A R 2 R A F] TR E NCBI T
BN 2R LAZ 2R EF 2L COl B3| $-hm 7 P72 R 2] @it & 4 COl A
Flde x 0 T ALY FE DR P IF L b g R A 4572 (Neighbor — joining, NJ;
Saitou and Nei, 1987) & {345 B fpeh o7 % k3t Bdg AT & @ pedt dHmodel
% Kimura 2. 8 2 #cfic;¢ (Kimura's two-parameter, K2P; Kimura, 1980) » i 12
Bootstrap £ 4F 1000 3 B+ G A2 iR > HikcE = 85 &t 4 >
AR TS5 & Xl F R #7i¢ * ot 5 MEGA ver. 6.0 “"#ﬁﬁfy‘i{

g% COl ¢t » gisenm 7y 2 cytb 8 7 COl 1T 5 & F 3T -

232 M4 M 4
(1) B~ A4 (Maximum likelihood tree, ML tree)

Maximum likelihood ;# 7 & = & % k* 5 : (1) A 7|/ * 2 i3] (model of
sequence evolution); (2) & 4 =& & chst ik ip# (tree topology with branch
lengths); (3) BL%I| R 7| hl: B (observed character) o #-5 7|3 B 45 15 > & -

L

=Bk (position) WAL %L — BE L7 H H g 7oAl AKX RS

FEINNASFR IR e s A s kE BB S AFPEJ* General
time reversible (GTR) model %3+ % » H & % ‘,ff HRIANBAF Rt 2 R
HEF RIS ¥k 5 & WRAFORIF G AT R

T_—f fa i 4% / R4k & (transition / transversion ratio) vt BT 2 AR FHciE 0

ViR Tk R AR F 2R Y HA] o ML tree suE Jr#}’? % 1 MEGA ver. 6.0 % = >
19



12 Bootstrap £ 4§ 1000 =% 3+ 5 #2515 4 & 2_ &P o

(2) ) B ik B (Minimum spanning network, MSN)

2 12 Arlequin ver. 3.5.1.2 ( Excoffier and Lischer, 2010) 3+ & % & H i2 7
fFf enped - £ @ * HapStar ver. 0.7 (Teacher and Griffiths, 2011) # #87 #f 5]
MBS R B KT ROE BRI R GRS FAEBAF LR E S Bl F S
Flecd TR E T2 Y FFE A > #a H 3408 %ﬁﬁ*ﬂ’“ﬁ"ﬁ R

LH AR ORI NEBS IR RE T E 2T TV L HE

-
F}

3

WI g LAt o FHB ey £ cH 34T M.

233 %¥EHG @ .?:‘-";—‘f#Av\ kil
(1) F303% 344
41 * DnaSP ver. 5.0 (Librado and Rozas, 2009) % H & 4| s 8 &
(Haplotype diversity, h) % %3 peux & & (Nucleotide diversity, m) (Nei, 1987) e
ERAR BRI NEFERLD FHEY PEIPRI L HHEZAF 2

v p;,m;éga , ri)ﬁéﬁlﬁm h%ﬂ1$ﬁ4ﬁj}£ﬁ}i ,g;};ug,r—r:

n m
h=(n_1)(1—;Xi2)

PP PR X5 H B i ARaER S m R H A edkp -

PHRLERG TR LE B NRAER D > ie- H L RAATPH
Arad i PR > H o N,

n EXX

-1 L Aty
(n )i.

R B A Xi 2 E Al AR 5 X 5 B ) j o R

T =

BomisHe2ifrd 83 AAFOPERLE -

20



¢ ¢k > Grant and Bowen (1998) # 117 kyp i HRs £ & (n) 2 ¥ 4[4

BR (h) 2B KA Fhes % UGET N SEESR R o

2 dFLR

1% Arlequin ver. 3.5.1.2 35 & & ¥ T 2 4 it ip ¥k (®st; Excoffier
etal., 1992) - “f“’fﬁﬁ BAINFA RS AT A A EAFDLBER @
K2P model (Kimura, 1980) 3*& 5 7| e:f @ §edg> ¥ 12 p—value % 77 5 1000
=& permutations {$ ®st B A F &% A Fle B g & B3R (null hypothesis of
genetic homogeneity) ©

£ 72 DnaSPver. 5.0 35 & & % 2 & Flin @ & (Nm) Nm 4 d if & 4

f“3p ¥k (Fst; Hudson et al., 1992) #7d& Wam e SN 4oT:

TiaE sHy 2 2 B %ETRFER 2 T

7 o Hw s ARRCEFEPN B IIR R

(\x,

o #-Fstd » T 28 {7 @5 Nm (¥ 22477 )

1)1

2
P OONREAREFEL ) ImAAE - A BHOA TN B o
 ONm B3 1 prdoom AFILERE o ¥ R EEE BB
K EEHFFAEZIFBERTRIEFEL L F 2 F NmiE |3 1 pl

7T & Flin @ % P3R4 fEsg (Maruyama and Nei, 1981; Slatkin, 1987) -

(B) A3 %£EAH (AMOVA)
B2 EHRRF P N2 FES 1 Arlequinver. 3512 87 A F B8R 447
(analysis of molecular variance, AMOVA) > 3+ & = 7 Ip B s cnif @ 4 i 45 80 (1)

PRERERE (Ocr) 2) FEEFRN T BRFERF (Osc) ;5 (3) 28PN (Ds) ©
21



+ %R A 47HPIE 1000 = £0 permutations 0 T3 H G§ g oL o

4 E ke oo

234 HHFL B A

1 *HEwE

O LA AR g L 0 HE Y i BB 4 A L FINE i T
% (genedrift) TR A 2bhk g X JeniTH > FU P HROPRER TR
T RBFDOPERAEE > FREOATIA R R % E (Kimura,
1983) 4] * DnaSP ver. 5.03* & Tajima’s D 2 Fu’ Fsi& > & 12 Arlequin ver. 3.5.1.2
P8 p-value ¥ Tl £ F &L EE L T s & K (null hypothesis of
constant population size) °

52 % % Tajima’sD 2 FuW FSE 5 F FF> & 57 ¢ locus # & ¥ LB »

F g R B SR S & locus Vit X T HRER

BOEFET G X PIITH FLFE 2R (recent bottleneck effect)
BE AT EFE S AR FHLpE A7 locus Far X P ETwEHE
(directional selection) ~ *# =~ /] & T & & EFJF GALFF RIS PR % o

b pgt Tajima’s D v @ * Fu'Fs e &k B P E# ¢ i 49 8 1) {

Hrreni % (Fuand Li, 1993) -

2) %% 2 4 %P (mismatch distribution)
2 DnaSP ver. 5.0 3+ 53 & BHEARFHELT 5B H Fe (pairwise
difference)> ¥4+ 2P R NG R G US P HR LR BEI 5 0o+ Flo

BT Y F A RFREN S ELFTARETE  EEPLE AR CELE

M

e E A R BRI Y L (Poisson) hH ' & #  (unimodal distribution) ;

= % IR % 4% &~ 7 (multimodal distribution) » B X £ % EHEELTFE T B ¥
22
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PEEBA A FHEY > M EEEN FRP ESE E AL Y (Rogers and

Harpending, 1992) -

F P& > 12 Arlequin ver. 3.5.1.2 3+ & sum of squared deviations (SSD) » #& & #LiP|
EaF e REFEFY S P EY M3 £ F LR (Ramos-Onsins and
Rozas, 2002) ; i+ & Harpending’s raggedness index (HRI; Harpending, 1994) # 7+
W AT A2 R 0 HRI A% ] & o SRAXT o § SSD &2 HRI & st3t 1+ % 2 B ¥

Pro AT RE R RFEMRG -

24 B AWAH

241 2 £B82 % § RJE

d AR oA A A s o R T 7 AR e R F T H 0 T
HPGIR B R I CLG R R RAR 0 T MR RN T R 2 KRk E
(Sagitta) B~ o BBl cnB 7 B M AR A ¢ 0 AR RIET Mk
4ﬁ€%iﬁﬂ%%W*EEiﬁ?%£$§’%EEﬁ%L&m&@wfﬂ’

O (50°0) IR RECH B EBTEEL -

(ﬂd\

So- BrZplenx k0 1B A (sulcus acusticus) §P T i 3N E O~ & @i
P 2Rk ¥ BTy (Epofix Resin) fo#f it & (Hardener) m #84% 15: 242 £323 >
ﬁ»ﬁhﬁﬁzﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁwiﬁﬁﬂxégﬁﬂ,g%gﬁwﬁwuﬁ;g%
A AR T g e o B g (50°C) ¢ 12 [ pER BRI I R
*» 2% (Isomet, Buehler, USA) *» “,f FAREORT o T AR R IR T o 1Y

FIRSFTBEm 472 % o

242 2 PR
B LA G N E (Metaserv2000, Buehler, USA) & 747 & » 14 2400
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2 2000 5.7) % 1 200 — 350 rpm i€ {7 £7 B fie 1 F {45 e = 4p % (Olympus DP71)
W4k 5 M st (Olympus BXS1) 2z fidpRics b im £H T 5L

SRS oy 3 SURE BN N R § SRR SRR R

MBS e P 005um F MAERR SRR PPk otk A L e TR R 0
Eds A F 150 11 5% EDTA 48 60 — 100 §)4v i > L PF & 4 & O A2

P R W (ML )0 A G KA T RN A o £k

5‘55‘?’ llrs ]p;t P 4%@%3 },*&-,\)KIT 'ﬁ‘mﬁ’tm‘lﬁ-w y #-1A },,3.]_}4;«1(51_6 o

243 B B4LED L7

i G M ABRBEB D AREPF LN ARFALIFLEERE L
BB T R BT B R BEE R TR o R S R AT
FHGR 5 B 4% i e . (Marui et al., 2001; Correia et al., 2003; Correia et al.,
2004) o« Fpt 0 Z 0 L AeHREATERD F P frm BT R A DR & 0 e F
B ATV S R e

PET ISR FEI P B BB AT A 45 0 B A 0 ARk (8 end
PheTRAERTLF 4R CHRF R R B o3 AR d Y 280 - 90
CClUidic® » XA MBI UMEREETF ORFRTE LG o FrliE AR
s BB TR BT B AR o E2 0 Ay

PHAEFEE L LM R K TET AT AL G § R - KR

W TR 0 2 F 0 T 5 M A T R (W-EPMA: JXA8900-R) @ » A4 47 if i
TRISKV 2im3nAs &5 BAIELL S5x4um? K45 s BainbhoE 5 AR 45
IR ERG o AT E Y S ERGREYE S 10 pm e B HRE Rt (S > W (FArE e
FUAnE R T AN Wt%) ENF M HHEEG (T A4S E (S) 2 4LA

(Ca) hE B 400> 5 & M4 7 LR D] & & 47 85 St/ Ca (wt %) #cid
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25 B pdkip s EdbS R AT

2.5.1 P K
S WA E L PR iBE5F 5 B P BT AT AT 0 B

297 4

B ¥ #5F (Tsukamoto, 1989; Martin, 1995; Cieri and McCleave, 2001)~#: =+ f&
#f (Arai et al., 2000a; Sugeha et al., 2001)> & ¥_* 1 4% F % (Umezawa et al., 1989;
Shinoda et al., 2004) % 7 f4 B a4 P2 Ee hp iy c SdHET 27 F
i fE L o FIE AR A Rk B e S 2 R R 2 AT AL
- XA - @ o

BE P F AR EAEY > Bd 0 FESEPEE R S o R R
A RFFTEA  ATEERT > RFFIP R 2 AFAPERES > A - B
FHhT ZLe F-HBP AR EF E- BFES 2@ EF o 3B FFC (first
feeding check) |7 e8> % chp #h¥cP (B4 ) Tmc Toc 2 Twmc (dsys)- Bl #
MC (metamorphosis check) © % # B B F rff 4% 5 5 i {8 — # 5 GC (growth
check) *# MC {62 - iF%I3e5 > oLt 2 N B L A B lcE s - 23
Bt Fm MG RIS & MC 2 GC 2 B T e 4e 2 %35 o B 7 P flic P 1 SAS
% %408 (learning edition 4.1) i& {7 one —way ANOVA % % £ F 5 Bg¥ £ £ > & 12

Duncan's multiple range test & 7 & {& #& %_°

252 PEEEEEZ THA AL FE

R A FT ik (Imagel®)» su— Jp & & $ib (anterior) 3+ & j&_FFC 3| GC /& =
#enis % (increment width) > o — # 4 0 & = - T30H%BE > S5 U B E R
B pER R o e pERIE _FFC 3] MC~GC» 12 2 MG “ped (B4 ) Rvc
Roc 2 Rumc (um) o £ r2 2t EGE AR 2 P < B> {7 @I]T300 o & 5
(average otolith growth rate) » Gmc ~ Goc 2 Gme > £ ¥ = 5 um/ day (e.g., Rac/ Tac

25



=Gee) e TR T AL F2 APt T > EEp &R o

2.5.3 E L%

BEARIE S LG BT A R AR E TS F kR 0 23R (2009) $4
AE RGO A4 (Gymnothorax chilospilus) &7 2 7 if % = &
F (marginal increment ratio, MIR) 4~ 47 # I E 5 — £, - #o ¥ A5 inF 4
=3 10-1 7% & ; Mati¢-Skoko et al. (2011) ## # 3 % 4 & (Muraena helena)
{7 MIR A 45 0 & @3] 7 dpieng % o Fpb > hFT 7 Bk ) ft it b g2 & o 5
- EAR - W A BB TERS%EDTAF AR 27 AP 2 P g g

M 2 B L EdhiE i £ 24 5E (2009) ~ ICES 2009 # # 5 AR E £

1B HE -+ &2 %) 3% 22 Workshop 2 Mati¢-Skoko et al. (2011) 2z 3f % > 21|38 -] @bt & 5 2
Edp e GEEERE Y 0 R ERBIND T HR R AR B BRL D2
B UNERRGE AT R Fed ke i (Bl L) v e

254 WEMEM RS
Rk R R PREL] R IR LR TR A AR
AR kf L T
BW = a(TL)"

A¢ oadrb Ak BWRAME (g TL* % 2L (cm) -
255 e E B M %
B2 F 2P EHIEAREHB2ETHR  E 2 00 L - FE 2

Hl b o 2 SR RM TR % 0T R PR R i B AR E R R

26



2.5.6 & & 3 Al
Bk B H ] By R EEZ 2 & F ~ von Bertalanffy growth equation
(VBGE) ¥ » ¥ 1 Rigf72 fsﬂkﬁ“?‘ﬁﬁl—g’?]?f’Fi ArdBck -t 0% Lo o VBGE e
DN e
Li = Lo, [1 — e~k t0)]
NP LA tRPEFEORE Lo %G UM E kiR e to s E SRR

2 TR E L o

2.5.7 FmkER A AT
BEHAAFEDE E P EREITRE > DB IR Eh2 P B
LA KL > B HF D SRS BT A X XH LR A SR 25

FAAR O RFERT A DA F RS BT NLH o DY R = S

i

SRR LRI AR LI

S HHA P F R Yy T35 o %4 (average percent error, APE;
Beamish and Fournier, 1981) & % 2 % #c (coefficient of variation, CV; Campana,
2001) #eiu3®in > # g W & #4381 B (age-bias plot; Campana, 2001) - APE 2 CV
2 AR A

R
APE=>1§SL§L:jﬁlx1om%
R X,

i=1 J

FF R RAAEAFF el Xy N A AT I B R ] B A X

REARRE SR R RS S oF

27



NS

1

31 (28
32014 #7732 2015& 8 B = BRGS BRESEE 176 | @itk

1]

B i bR BT (1) EERGET RS BD)39 K 5 (Q) LA A

:\-:."\

Pr DX)1 &~ EFHE ST)36E -4 &A% JH)32E - BELBBF &5
A (GC)31 & ~F 24 (KT) 11 &2 s (LQ) 124 ;(3) p A% if A
(IG) ¥ 4 WX B RT 22— HILBHHT 2 k> T ipl b Bd 4 V4 Fo fo
BLgLREI2ELA 235 146 HHRBF TR (B- ~£-) #7 o
PFeb Rl 0 ) e f iR RBARE F R 0 NIRRT @
B EEY VIR L 0T R AR B AT ahe A 0 3 B IR e ) K
FAR g HEF 5 AR R ) (FZ) 0 (2004) R EMEFER |
BEEEE AR L X PR SRR PR3 F I RR PR B A HERE
i a4 R o R mRVR- Fenied o ] E ML SR L AR P AT P
MT o TPPERFLF A EARBS0em FREAIEEB AT F Y BAERT
BTG igder 2 k@ e dpx®m? » @FL T F P acEr - o HEE
AP EHE A B R EIE AT AR ] RN e
e B A28 ) RATY PEeOEE 4 2 G AR EPL RS T PR W S R B o
FRmT A 22 E o R A e @A 8 B B ot FFE R
@ e g2 o & % 2p 4% (Echidna nebulosa) ~ % Zk g 45 (E. polyzona) ~ ‘mBEA% %) 45
(Gymnothorax pictus) ~ & i # 4 %y # (G. flavimarginatus) ~ - 4% %9 & (G.

fimbriatus) 2 % # 4k 4% (G. rueppellii) Ef4g2 % 4 7 £ & v o

28



32 23 3 %5k

321 R FET
Fl* s FAHE NCBI Jc# 7 > fé#F I 44 (Muraeninae) ~ 7 & i & #F I 42
(Uropterygiinae) % = f&1% & ¢ ¥ ¢ @ 4L (Ophichthidae) 4~ fi2. COl R 7] > £ 3+
S5iER 7] o #ep 7R 176 iE -] @ik tr COl B 782 F R R 7 - 1% 5
B 45 AL G (N tree) o B % 4o (B ) %677 » 5 5 4% B 45 I 44 o0
B 7% & p = H k¥ (monophyletic group) ¥ fr?t#H o B g2 THE S & |
g e COl B7) > e p (72 /R 176 1% COl B 7] 5 H k3> ¥ obf RiiTah
3 B4 A% S FE KA (Anarchias seychellensis) 2 E &g #t & 4 (Uropterygius
macrocephalus) = 4 4% (sister group) > Bootstrap E:f 99 » X FH fF T 5 %
Faft o T R A Y Sl AR R AR 0 P B ok S AR 2 B SR AE k ADALG M
TR IT o T LGS ) EE R A AR AEPN LG M R R B S A T S E S

i -

322 RI%B 2 5PN

& LR T 176 K o] ki o g 0 2 SR F] > 2 R G 680 bp shcytb 2 B2
656 bp 7 COl A F1 A 71 » &5 A Fp BED - £ & 5 1336 bp 2 &+ {3z > pt A
F e S H iR (s & T @46~ (insertion) ~ 4% % (deletion) # i 1+ & (stop codon) °
1336 bp ehR 7 ¢ £ 5 175 B % R =2 (variable sites) ~ 60 & ¥ % £ 2. (singleton
variable sites) % 101 & f§ ¥ & =2k (parsimony informative sites) » 176 % & 71| %
#3130 i H 3] (haplotype)-tr Hpeie= > & A-T 2 G-C et b4 B 5 51.8
%% 482 %> 1 %] B 5 “le\f;!l}fvlé (adenine, A) 23.4 %~ & % *&+#4 (guanine, G) 17.8 % ~
LE| Bﬁvﬁ}vi (thymine, T) 28.4 %% *z ¥iRez_ (cytosine, C) 30.4 % -

AFFAM G s (R22) 977 0 DA E B3 2 R (Haplotype

29



diversity, h) % 0.9940 > % % 2Z:R] 432 0.99206 2 1 & » H 7 72 (ST) & K&
0.99206 ; 73 § (IG)~ ¥ 2 f¥ (KT) % 53 (LQ) % 5 1: %3 B42 h
2 099417 EEF (BD) Bl 5 0.99730 « 2204 4 o s B & (Nucleotide
diversity, m) = 0.00650 > % 2L 4 >t 0.00603 I 0.00726 FF » S B DI A F T
ST)> BB E 5 %% (H) > £25 (IG) % 000627 & #4 £ 4 5 000655 32

=% (BD) % 0.00642 -

323 MM ir £

F1* MEGA 6.0 2% = & = 17 A+ (maximum likelihood tree, ML tree)’ & * GTR
model ¥ 12 Bootstrap £ 4§ 1000 =% 3+ & 3 G G B B %40 (BT) #77 o
ERpt et s b A FRd REATRHEFE RREFAPEAFERE
Bootstrap & & {% 4 °

™2 Arlequin ver. 3.5.1.2 % HapStar ver. 0.7 &g -] B 2 %% Bl (minimum
spanning network, MSN) » #-B (4537 chH B Al Az k » B % 4o (Bl») #r o
WA RS AEA T RHREFE B ER - EBA 5P g PR R
FEIHE-proE R YAREIPEOE ZL TR P hE B0 4

kg F g (IG)~ FH (ST)~ ¥ &4 & (GO) 2 EER (BD) A 7]

324 HELHEAS
(1) B@AHE (Osp) ZAFRBE (Nm)
" Arlequin ver. 3.5.1.2 353 A EEF 2 G @ L S SR S0
(% =) Dst iE 41 37-0.02476 & 0.12067 F > f ciDsT B G ERAH L& © u%
Ik (LQ) frl & %32 B R R M F Qs ot > H 18 REF 2 Ost ¥

Lh
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1% DnaSP ver. 5035 @ A % F 2 L Fin@E (Nm) > %% 7o (%
Z) #m el mrk (LQ) fvd 24 (KT) B & e Nm & 3.68> frA % (JH)
Rl 3 % & 10.67° 1295 Maruyama and Nei (1981) % Slatkin (1987) &uik »
i L3

LR R TR

2 A#+%E 4L+ (AMOVA)
Rerr AR A AL G2 A R FRSE R P Anre f (IG)

LA HE ST A% (H-F 244 GOF 2L (KT) 2 |53 (LQ) -

‘i*‘rf'

Efn” @& (BD) o AMOVA A 458 % 4v (£ ) #777 > 99.63 %% & %
p ¥ p o> @ Fixationindex ¥ 7 # B FH p e HRF EH F-RE (Osc=0.01655,
p=0.03) R 7 ac Ed oz (LQ) A B 7| £ B orig S eno pLob And 2R

T s > AMOVA 35 P T7>90%F R34 A 2%FHp o

325 HHEL L

(1) ¥ 3 Z_ (neutrality test)

1% Arlequin 3.5.1.3 3* & Tajima’s D 2 Fu's Fs> %% 4o (£ 2) #77 o
% %3?%35“% l o3k (LQ) #h Tajima’s D # &g ¥ ¢t » H 4% %532 Tajima’s D %
FusFs'# 2 & ¥ enhjf & o m Fu's FsAp# st Tajima’s D £ { 5 ¢4k 2t 4 (Fu

and Li, 1993) » F|pt 4o p| 573 &% § FFEEHH% -

Q) *=#¥ %P L % pl% (mismatch distribution)

12 DnaSP ver. 5.0 i& {7 it o fh 2 R H R A FR% > PHBRAEAF
Blic (B=) 77 o 2MBFE AT MW, Z M E % 2 F (unimodal) > 1 & £
Benf YRl P 5 S F 12 B2 B o 23R A% Arlequin 3.5.1.3 #73+ & 0

Harpending’s raggedness index (HIR) % sum of square deviations (SSD) & & %t
31



FHRETEIEE (p>0.05)c @ A E L BUPEEA MRS SR P F KT
(eg, » PEI T £ A R2 d %) HIR 2 SSD &zt ¥ 72 ¥ » or

Y R

33 A 8%

33.1 B 7 chficim R T F

B P e g e g R 7 £ 1753 LA FIRA B miE 2 P B P B
Blihpicm g 5 £ T 4o (B4 ) %7 Correia et al. (2006) = 34 #-2 7 figim
B TE o Pos (core,C) AR L Y w0 L— W ERdF o Pk FIFISET -

BliE% i > & it #% (hatch check, HC) » HC *h [l e% = #hiF %] s 8l i 5 =

-

it 8 # (first feeding check, FFC)» .3 g "r§ £ 2 WX firn gz s B v A & FEP 3

$oo BT AT A 4 e & HCfr FFC 2 P 4 P57 B | 35 857 f B eh

TEVRE CBFENMRF > LG - TR E S PHEBLT 91 -2 um
Rdd o g B RS LT TRELE BT §LRHEFRINEE > 95 05-09 um>
Z BB HRE I 1S5 4um PHBE RS EFLERLR R i K g B AR
de R ATEE BT R E T k(s - BT A 5 % e% (metamorphosis check,
MC) > &MC zZ i i L2 & 5 g # 2 2 £ % (developing leptocephalus growth
zone, DLGZ) > ¥ 3 14 %03 7 2 gLz 3] MC 225 c MC 2 {8 % 8 fL 5 # T3
4v % (wide increment zone, WIZ) » 3|t f] - /# %] 3z 5. (growth check, GC; Ling
et al, 2005) %1t > A GC 2 ST LA BEM v > 3 £ T 0B Fapr
# oo FUE-GC 2 B aR B T A L B HicF (diffuse zone, DZ) > @ FFC 1] GC
B % B AL T # ¥ B % (increment countable zone, ICZ) - Lee and Byun (1996) &%

7% & 458 (Conger myriaster) & F % 4 ARARE LD T B § AP ¥ Bl



e

% P (translucent zone) B 45752 % 5 P (opaque zone) > 5P 4 hd 5 kTR

TR

.«

MARE > FEERIF - TERSPA LRI RF AR SR

f?f

FRIFE o [ el F 7V RREINEPNE ISP A S L FIBPA

s MC 268515 93-S #his 2,3 (Bl~)» @ DZ % ine % S48 GC B 4572 5 W

1‘*

* &
B
F ke 3 Sk o

Bl @i R T St/ Ca % & = ST o TS U A EAE SR 2 GC 02
5 b+ foicmB T i (BI1) B4 143501 (B5) 27 - B5 K7
Sr/Cail} P A% M ABF > X GAaS-10x10° Bk d > & MC zeiiau 3 72
TR EDE > %7 KT 02 b HapE AenSr/ Ca 'y i GC 35Lis £ R+
T @ B ASI/Ca T AT B 40 JHO3 AT E AR B 16.6 x
10788 > A5 2 0 2% 5] 5.7 x 107 ehiS g o GC 3e5Lend L 5E Sr/ Ca #0712
I A AR g RigfeH B BAP MR £ G E TG Sr / Ca

FECEE P MA A F RN ARG T oo

3.3.2PLD P ##kcl 7

BB VTS dE A R o3t B K FFC T & 32 8ehp #hidicp 2 Tve
Toc % Tmc %77 © 23 2P Tve 5 22 -89 % ~Toc & 33 -98 = ~ Tmg 5 3 — 28
%o Tocke~ B% 4 Al ozt (LQ) & @R & % (BD)° One—way ANOVA
% Duncan's multiple range test ¥ T %40 (£ 7 ) ¥ #2332 Tec 5% 4
Bl & ERBEEZASF R (B+--)e

BT RARRZARFASIT A A1) PAREREES (IG):(Q) 184
FERERE ST A% (D5 &4 4 (GC) 2824 KT);(3) =EF+ %
¥ @& (BD)o F]< % (DX) 5 1 Btk d | 5izkp s *# LR~ > 2
HEE i s 8 23 2328 » b % de (£ 2) #757 o Duncan ¥ 4 2

Bap dedBA50TveR  HFALE R AN ZEEF S % Tocehig % ™40k |
33



TMGZ FRAILF AR P HBIFRBHNToc M S 2 AFREEAIFT AV ATH
Bl (B+-=) ZEFE R @82 A4l - 45 A% F > b7 230044 %5 4
ARG P EF A 4650 % R R 2P 24% 0 HE L 56-60 % 121 %
251 -55 %1 19%; p A Ak @4 25660 % 0 b 2ReH29% 0 H = b
S51-55 % ik 21%; #RA 7 p ikt "EH A2 3 0 % 5 chibd o
¥ ook R A BoAZiE 30 B RS R A D Bl SASGAR A F
BE > BETRETEAT REHAGF L d 4 FRAHEFELFHR A
WA AL ROEHE (ST) 2 A% (JH) - & 3 flehg £7% A (GC) 2 BEF
W% (BD): 12 ANOVA % Duncan i {7H T» %4 (£ =) #7 « S5 8
7 Tmc R4 % £5% F (GC) +* FH2 (ST) > frih%d (JH) 23 FLE > A
F O(H) frrepz ST) L3 HFLP > 443 Ry nEEF~ 9% (BD):
Toc#%4 > &4 5 (GC) ¥ <~ 242 (ST) 2 A% (JH)» =42 (ST) foi
% (JH) 23 £8 > 2438 <" 0% (BD); Tucthg-FRIZG £ 8 -
Rp i BFR > E- HFEFEFFAET > 28 AFARET 3 RpEFEDD &K
BAF AR MRES L (1) AL AN sREEHE (ST) 2 A% (JH)
L OTE Q) ABALT S f4EE 4B A (GO) 2 F 24 (KT) £ 42 & ;5 12
ALRREATeccp AV A7 (B-2) R 2 b AF S4B a4
AL ReEEE B4 A 46-50 % > (23031 % £ AT B RlarEE gt B
4 51-60% 5 £ 1E48% > & & RSP Hlcd L0 L REE AR 5 o Tac

P aficeniiit e TS R4 oo

333 L8 3 £ XL 45
B E B 7+ FFC 3] & e 8. h§Edt (Rmc, Roc, Rvg) » £ % 11 4p S % e
I 2 gaT sl 2L X (GMmc, Goc, Gmg)’ B = 5 um /daye > 3%k # 0 Gme

% 0.69—1.60~Ggec » 091 —2.40~GmG » 1.23-4.24Goc* B 4 ¥ @ % (BD)»
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B BER A %E (JH) - One —way ANOVA % Duncan's multiple range test & T_&1.%
Fodo (B N)o Bt R A 0 Goo fr Toc & (AU W §F 2 37 W IR E IS0 f AP B

e A R TS A P P AR A 0 AR R e (A1) A o
Duncan ¥ (6t 287 P Afcd B 425 Guc~Goc 2 G s & F L R > 7 ¥ =
SRR R T o 7 HATIE 30 £ A AR EPE N KR FAH (R L) BEAF
Guc 284 % 274 A (GC) <% A% (JH) 2 %% (BD) fe# 422 (ST) 24 &
¥EZPR A% (JH)> 242 (ST) 2w % (BD) 13 ¥ £ 2 ; Goc %4 > £
B HBENTLB T Ao 8T (BD): GuoitA 0§ &% A (GO) o ¢

ZhEEaBFLARONRE (JH) 2 2422 ST) s F LB e+ %% (BD)-

334 pPHEHET A
PR RFE AT R R EFEDA TP HRERCELT G TR 0 R T
Az pAREL 1G):Q) £48FH ST A% (H)- % £ A (GO
2824 (KT);(3) 222 F * @ % (BD) x#-5& = fmet B T30l % 5 Wk a5
R

A LB 2] i (SRR AT A LA K 24 B

BB 2 ANE R (BL ) T o BRET 0 20 2w FR

Beside > B AR AR B33 M1 B A4 B A EET A DRTP A
SERIEREE Y SIS I RN
poek s AR 7 R R P A B ERIEE 0 A R0 10 #5012 20 #1F

AEREET P EI SRS (FT L)

335 ##gs L

(1) WEMAHWEREN R

2R A 176 LR A F FF 5 7.1 -33cm B #E R 12 16 — 18 cm £
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37 % 2 14—16cm 5 35 k=2 > 1% 18-20cm % 29 & > 14—20 cm
H AR R ABASTA4% 0 e (2004) FTELR T L R AP 0 & FH D
BEMEFR2 T () “Tr 879 725 (IG) & BB 141 -
232cm> 12 18-20cm ® A 8 BB § ok BRI B0 57.14 % 5 & AP T A
A BoAg i 30 & etk ERAit > £ 2T (ST) & #F 5 104 -242cm > 1
14-16cm 99 &£ ~16—18cm 178 £ %2 18-20cm 97 £ & % » 14-20cm
Sk EIE B 5 66.67 % A B (JH) «PREE § B 5 14.1-289 cm> 12 14— 16 cm
9 k% 16-18cm 7 B % » £k 23F2h50% 5 § &£ A (GC) h
RE##F 7.1 -329cm> 24 -26cm 3 9 BB § o k2300 516929.03 % ;
=@ % (BD) #& #H 12.7-198cm> 12 16— 18cm 718 & 2 14— 16cm

12 E# % » &1k 23017692 % o

bl

BEME M BN e 0 (2004) ¥ B i o B epss 22 se g A B
ﬁﬁgﬁa:%@mﬁgﬁ IR 24 hipRHE T’Wjﬁ%pﬁimtﬁ’
R B S e R T AER T A A2 B B PR AT R chdfe P AR i
S e d A i R PR A E T S0 2] A BRI B R
FLAGERFrIFEmA > T B s 6 0 2 P HFRT S §HFL LR

ﬁ’&ﬁﬁuiﬁﬁﬁigﬁﬁﬁ’k%—Efﬁﬁ%@ﬂTlﬂé’uﬁ

IJ}T}'E]F'F@'&‘? (g].l-,), [ |Fﬁ(§ \._&[—»’T:

BW = 7.83 X 10™* x TL3%2 (R?>=0.96,n=122)

(2) F@mAR ~HREFE S AT

A

WA m B S5%EDTA K42 246 p A% Bk A P 7 RER
E'Jiﬁ-*{ﬁvﬁ %ﬁ;—f# (Bl+ ~)» %E%iérjf;%ﬂxﬁﬂ& %f#fé%‘l’% {éb";ﬁ’—*{’ ¥
FIRES TR F P T N RIE G (R4 R T
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FREFAKEREFRCIPE  EREBKITHS P FELF 0 F R
Py Hcn2 EFRT G TR KD AaEEd ",% s WG A R 123 kg
hehE s o BN A PR PRI s (R L) @HmESTRL
B R 092-13.0 > T0EE 5004233 K -

£ A i e E SRR B e (L) AT 0 BERET 3 R
BRbB 23 29k B2 445421 B2 2+5 20 &> & @b 2304k 115691
%;ﬁu’»‘ 5042 12425111 +EARE0E HWEFRESET
HEBRRHEREFRS 14-16cm % 16-18cm & 52 19 £-# 5 5 18-20cm
2 24-26cm % 5 15 & ;ﬁx"}iﬁ"é 6-8cm% 8—10cm’ A~ %52 1% 0k o

SR AN ZE RIS E > B ot W R A 123 EfAE 2 2
von Bertalanffy growth equation (VBGE) » 7 3| 2. -8t %] 5 Lo=3426cm > k=

0.191 yr! » t0=-0221yrs» ¥ £ 3 2 & 74T (Bl= L+ - )

Lt = 34.26 [1 _ e—0.191(t+0.221)]

3.3.6 it ER A7

ERHIHE G 0 PR AR 123 A FBHRAYTIFERBTRE 0 J
@ =t e 2 A 34 (Average percent error, APE) & % £ % #ic (Coefficient of
variation, CV) 4 %] % 098 %% 139% ;: P> m > 230176 Lt ~*¢ ¥ 5 1 k& 7
BB 2 b i i B B A 175 Bk 2|3 5 S (4 ehT 39 APE 22 CV A %] 4 2.66

%% 3.76 % > # & UL Blhe (Bl- L 2) =7 o
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£ - 3

TRENN 3 Tl 4

4.1.1 & F 3zl Tt

&35 176 i COl B 7118 » & o7 e g g3 2 b3 COl A F] 912 e B
G0 e (NJtree) #ror (Ble ) 73 B 7% & bR k #& I # (Uropterygiinae) °
FRE A EI o RE T E F E 99 hbootstrap {0 P AT otk A % A i ag E
0 & 2 P B e ko] ] b 4R BAE (T em; RS )0 Ffd A S e e
R AR B AL S L SRR R D £ A 48] ko
B4 E o

MR T ATE * chs B AL F]HE35 cytochrome b (cyt b) % cytochrome ¢ oxidase
subunit I (COI) % /" #4504 DNA (mtDNA) » mDNA £ 4 < s} f:(1) & & o =
o FlR L AW EA UL RN ¥R % 4 BT (Dlayton, 1982) 5 (2) #
G 52 P AGM G LR AR T R ES A
Fleini 4 =12 o & mtDNA ¢ > cytb~ COl %2 control region (D - loop) " ¥
W RFT G EER B RAESA T  oytb 2 COl it Bt E R KT A K g
A -0 FHFA F] (protein-coding genes) » B 3 4. 5F eyt b eiw it i R ¢ AR T S
X L5 P g & 2% Bowenetal,2001) > @ 3 4 45 COl & Flens Bt 5+ &
# F # # 1.2 % (Bermingham et al., 1997);D —loop £_% i 1 i# & - mtDNA
HEF 7 8 & 2% (Sato et al., 2003) ] 20 % (Bowen and Grant, 1997)- & *X D —loop

dF it R BRAFAR S RE > e D —loop AL TG FHFAT &

RIAER T2 F 5 P AREHFRAEDLYG > A AT 7 91E* dhcytb 2 CO

ROAE o b - TR WL A SR kA T LAY BAgeEdd @R

IR

;
8 o
s
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412 JRBEEAR SR @ 5 HBEEHEFL B

HEas R R (h) 300 91 RHE N E R RAPT 0 R ME 5 29 (ST) 0
0.99206 > % % 5 4§ (IG)~ F2LH (KT) 2 [z (LQ) %5 1> »= %%
Btk 2B D arEE s ARG 1411 2 12 & faplEF S AES S £AF D
HedltsEsn > F0 4 5 h =1 affm > 2404 B Al 2 30 & ok
#enh B 130 1o P ME R R () 394 > R i$F 5 B2 (ST) 510.00603 -
B 5 AR (JH) 690007260 #rF % eim g} 32 001 #7f fhehhz na
5] % 0.9940 2 0.00650 > & IF chh & i 2 L5 S5 1% mtDNA A 45 @2
PAS T RO BRI R B2 RE 2T A 53 Fod B Kk(l) &
F A CPH Y €T sa e MEeiioR AR B AR (Anguillaanguilla) h=0.819
n = 0.005 (Daemen et al., 2001) ; =@ 4 (A. marmorata) h = 0.996 > = = 0.0416
(Donovan et al., 2012); p = @4 (A.japonica) h=1>n=0.0094 (Gong et al., 2014) ;
(2) PG FFAPHE €872 5w MFaA KR w8 (Conger conger) h
=0.9>1t=0.004 (Correia et al., 2012) % h=0.804>n=0.0051 (Miralles et al., 2016) ;
(3) Ay A PAl s KA ¢ E5 @ (Cirrhimuraena chinensis) h =0.967 »
n=0.002 (Lietal, 2014) ; & i# #4594 (Gymnothorax flavimarginatus) h = 0.997 -
n = 0012~ g4’ 4 (G undulatus) h = 0997 > = = 0.012 ~ =2 5 4% #&
(Gymnomuraena zebra) h = 0.998 > = = 0.012 2 % = #§ # (Echidna nebulosa) h =
0.995 > m=0.014 (Reece et al., 2011) 5 12 % 2 7 #7534 1% 7 5 § 4 /5 @ (Muraenesox
cinereus) h = 0.968 — 0.982 (Kitanishi et al., 2013) ; + 47 7 &1 > £HmYS— fa 4 78
B en A0 RAEF G FF h 2 Mmahh il e

Grant and Bowen (1998) #& 141 * 2 ¢ % M#ic@ e & chh 2 n> ¥ % K42/P|iE
IEEFVRAFEOFREE ORE BN E Ko £ A g - BEFERFPR

UREE NG M R E R OEERAL TF I PR EENE B
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RE L ERS > CRAFORRE I ENE IR o3 ARV R FEDFLLEFE
g >t g E () *E%I)ﬁ;_ﬁ,ljﬁp'g st (founder effect) > H {8 Pk 3 5E ) = I £ en
AR S (2) EFEY RS FLFE ek (bottleneck effect) » F 1% i 18 ik FpE S IR 4
2 o A

BT f SR R | A R BT RS R ¥ 1% ¢ (4 2.2 Tajima’s D
2 Fu’ Fs k4 B3 > ¥ *%%i“f lzizk (LQ) 2 DE? &gt A&y S ¥
fiE o B HEX D 2w iEH (directional selection) & fF 53 FHsk o 11 Fs k &
17 RGBT E R AR FF ORISR F 4 B AT 30 B R
I FS ¥ 3200 A dk ABcd b g Fs R A -4 3-8 2 B o Simonsen et al.
(1995) e ¢ Pl e g 27 R R®RE > § X TR AEcs /] 2 B I[hE 2T
Lo AR HAZARL DR AT IHRF P e Rt o R U AR AP 2k
B TR AFTHERABEBE AP 0 ¢ 5 4 BALE 30 & BAESRE - B
FOCFBE R A CEFNIT 0 M R ABERS EHE > LRI S R AP 8 i T
{ B0 FsiE o "f plz b 23R R A F &P (mismatch distribution) =% % 7*
RoroEEy FErEdpE (Bl-) el P BRIV ER -

145 Voris (2000) #73§ W e { 7+ (Pleistocene) % K-k i=F & 2 /5 gL B
Fpl ] FEaE e T A fES e TR BT OB R kP RESA T G TR MR
£ 120 m pF > £ BB ERE i}%bt’ TS pedpdd o R AP A o] i kA

B fe e B SR E R SRS LI B b R

=

PO AE I LT Rl BEe R £ K (GO~F 24 (KT) 2 ] mxk (LQ)
{ A Afich- 354 o J1* Voris (2000) a7 § & dtip] > 2if 2 ek vkir I | i
Bt B 4 A TR g AR R EOEE R R (REk) 0 % Bk A TG
PARBERY RS AR REEEERE S F £ F (GO F L (KT)
2ol (LQ) ¥+ % ¥ wt B SE % M2 % (local extinction) ¥ £ 78 X
(re-colonization) % ¥ i+ » @ & ¢ P R ATIEH hR % o
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413 - i B A e B

i @A e (Os1) f R R TTR (LQ) o BTG A A
HApd A RHMFREAC o bt A0 L enAFn e (Nm; 22) 0 3r | #itk
G E A TR OEN  JaiR Uk %2 0 & PLD cnffAcerR o 5 (2014) #0
CHAAR B PLD (o A > wE R G A RIE P AL VTR E IR E AR A D
PLD FARE 7 9383 « L RF 4 Jd iSRG A RBEL D RS R F

938 % 0 AFEL BRI MR Tac 2 33 — 98 % 0 e KA A A I

i

B L RERAFIRES o Aol nak (LQ) frf s REFMA L L AT

x>

wofE Ly - AR S R gL erd S mak (LQ) kA Ekr G 12 & o
TP SERARG AHEET S REAT R G P R Bdo X
SR Mt (ML tree; BT ) ° -} onzk (LQ) ehE 24 2 B¢ Ak — B clade #
e 2L % 3L H %3 (monophyletic group) » H # &3 ¥ & A Pl £ B M B
Bl (MSN; Bl=) ¥ 7" @2 BE2DERAGF TPy LA F il $ o ) iy ™
AFEFEEFLOHE > ok (LQ) #HRgER £74 A (GC) 2 § 24 (KT)
Sl WEEA 40 22 2 > TR RE 2 A4 AT A R Adept menk TR
AR FAZ2HEBLT S S MAERL R (LQ) R frd s m¥HF 3 MA
H G o
Reece etal. (2010, 2011) 4-%tw fd £ 4 58 7~ R4k > B e 707 &
BEZFBSTEFRR > UZE S BXAReIEER EPB~SS» 8228 a B BREF
A E A 2 AT e fi (Randall, 1998) > e & Reece et al. (2010, 2011)
TR B - W RERALA D ke BREE > & AMOVA # 2T 5
PR3 39%DREVHMA B EETIAF AL IS %IRRT A EEN o8
PRFBLZEFR-X T XA %R 1 B4 AN T'Fﬁ % pairwise dst e+t fi @

B SS A RPEFER Y R0k EPB A RIECG 30 R G A MR PRSI
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TN = TR T e A 5 e 1T K f A SS kP L A %% [EUPF SR e R A

AR PFRFIERT S RIAFO I FREADET R TER @*Fﬁ%ﬁﬂ g %
4 AP R 2 e -J;ﬁ; Rm EPB €4 &+ 2 2 dhocean gap » $30 45

RARLME - B AR AR FH AN e FFRHLY KR AP
vl ozt (LQ) & pairwise Ost # it 43 X & & F TR 0 PV sRzk A B 4] @
B RWT NG AR AARRDEEER > REREFELHET TR fRBPTRER
AEMLEHFT e 3Bk 3 M ER D GRS T N3 BEEL Bl

AVEERNE G (B - ) BN SRR S

DHFHET @ T o0 (1) LEH P FEERFE Q) AL LR
PR S T R G R EE BB () PR A SR RS T A F BhR LR

414 Hp¥ERS ZTFCATF SR

KA1 2 41295 % > G FC @ FPE P dhoytb A FURRGE &% kIF3
AT SRS AT G E B H L U ot hIFEBA P AT S RED
FLIaEZ (FT2) nERALEAR (h) 2 HHRAER (n) XEFATF S &
Mod st phd il £ b a Fiudhg o Bl e E B Al (n)
Fr A BAE (N) (T AR SR G e

E R oytb A T k4 i fE kG % chh & oA w4 0.977 2 0.008
T AR 0.732 2 0.004 =2 > ¥ EHIeE 0.700 2 0.002 $ < 5 n /N e & 4 o)
it B 0.569 B F 0 TTHAR 0380~ ¢ ERIE 0241 T2 0 B L E Y BAE

0.159 - 12 5’_;/%1% BERAFT Fitwe

-k

PR RMNEBAE S £ AR R
B A 1980 & {5 1Y <t (van Ginneken and Maes, 2005) » &2 L& 3] 0i< h
T2 n/NERR  THENFREEFTL AW FeAEREFBOTEME; ¢ F5

R FNY WA B AR BG4 B ECAREAI R SLEEAEY T
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Pt #& (Zhangetal, 1982) » 8225 ¢ Epiu g chd 7 HGE P 0 ¥ 3 - § o e - HERG
q 2] i e tEAp e et 2 P58 (Lietal, 2014) & 2L g b fd en? &5
se g H AT S AR AP AR enio ] i e A o FERIT A BT E Y Fn BT G

AR 2 RFERGHRTR S F R R AR R T e E

RAEETIE 2 T ERWEGEFRE R o L DTV R

S SRR RER S Y SERR Y SIS R NI Rt £

AP ERNBAT AT SAEEE FFERAT I RESE N AP
o R R AR B B AT S B B R EEE RO E < 2R #

g AT
ricytb & COIl B Biens + {532 & ¥ 8h 5 ~ BRodik " dh ~ & F A48 2 oo
Bkt o FIRARIT e h 2 n/Ndcle > s 4 fidageey a2 2 Ry g e oy
ARG AE FREBARSBAAL AT RRT FF 0 P R
AR end A BRI A NEEPAR BT LER  kEF R 4 Ak
55 0.012—0.014 B> i iy & i 47 5§ 0.0060 i3] 5 4% ¥ 4 B PR S0 0738 2 e
Reece et al. (2011) ¥t 4 s R e 2T PREZ S TE0 % > B 7
TS A R EFEGE B TR E Ry 0 on AT Y] i kA B R e R
R Ly e @ 1F nApFIR L .
REIHE > b AFERAERS LT @S AT R o i

—

BETEFARE o L p AR T R A 3 R ARk T g
TR L EEOEH FREL R EL R

S RERTE > ot R T Y R E

B~ a2 ER REE B Rk Gt E .
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11 5%EDTA FaiEis e 7 a6 277 L FaE et 20 @ &8k
WA MR AR N P A YR ER A A PR ARD
R ERTARED L S E AL A AR e U - B (2009) §F
Pl SRR ] RERERRHS-8 I F o HY 2 TR 9 k| fh i
AR A DRI ESRN PR vm AT ERKSFRFRIET
— 8 7 ATER B P AR T INAEOR o dEFRR TG AR S Rt i It 2 )
e 87 AFETZ M AR T o BRI A PPk R 87 55k (2009)
#FIBZ R EE (G chilospilus) (& @2 — #2353 - #50 © 8 F A5 ehg 4 20
10-1 7 F >l et ZRETE A RFFREG M AL REES ] B L
BE L RGHF XN FRIY 22 FEARAD L E G 2T EHT
6-9 1 i AR AANAFLIPF > £ 9127 %A BGE G BRF > T

VBRI P S m A AR e G TAER]) A R AR E R R ) hp A& A%
FREFMR I EREFIRENMRORTFINASTFZEL Z 2 F% 7 M (Adachi et
al., 2000) > &5k (2009) #TELZ I cfiwig i o 145 F iR % 0 B g kA E 8L
B3 et FRE L R (R L) .

AR Y kaEAE| @ #5 & A% von Bertalanffy growth equation (VBGE) ik & %
123k 2 & A F FFT1-33cm> #8£4 % ##F 0.92-13.0yr> Lo=3426cm > k
=0.191yr! > t0=-0221yrse 2 E A% 3 G > FE DB BHWE 33 cem> <345
A HEFHL R 2 Fishbase #rdy it ke * #8 K 30 cm > v (2004) c7¢h & P B2 X4 & 1
B 373 em ] @ikt REEN G 1 B X2 R 335em s W3
1 B o BT % 33 cm i) i kAR R E Y A b et B AT S R B P A
| e | it e gh (7.0 cm) o FR iR s R A E G R R B R £
PR R A o R R D Lo k EcH @ @A P AR R RO
# Lo=271 cm>k =0.037 yr''; Lo = 265 cm>k = 0.07 yr'! (Sullivan et al., 2003; Correia

etal., 2009) ; 2 XM ses Lo=433cm > k=0.167 yr! » #¢f% Lo=41.6 cm > k=
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0.13 yr'! (368 :2009); p * @4 Lo=117.8 cm> k=0.114 yr'! (Lin and Tzeng., 2009) ;
& 4 g8 (Muraena helena) L= 162.7 cm > k = 0.089 yr! (Matié-Skoko et al., 2011) o
Branstetter and Stiles (1987) % # VBGE *# &k i 4 12 Eﬁ?zﬁﬁz (1) k =0.05-0.10 yr!
BAEER2)k=010-020yr' - i & ; (3)k=0.20-0.50 yr'! B -
R 2P fE o it s k=0191 yr! bR e R o B @A p b
fa2 Lo k8 TR T FE I AP (p>0.01, R*=0.8623; *if&r= ) K7 &L
RARS AP AR DR LR S BV LA b fade AR L F oo
B (2004) Hol 2 L B R L I AT L A B
Bl A 13.2-302cm> L3=E 5 2237+441lecm > e T’Fiﬂ’f A 4y wf PpdE 50 Y%t
STHAE > 132 % 2237 cm BR H RS S RAEE 2 TEHE AR E T -
A #riE 2 e VBGE » A4 W #3233 2 532 yro BTl i At AR L § S R F

P2 R E S hd g o

422 32 Pﬁ%.ﬁm‘%ﬁ_?ﬁﬂ 5

rE G ATELET] e B g BT B e *f#iir‘f » 5w (core, C) & — W e o
Ly B Bl - R il i i i (hatch check, HC) » 4% & HC & — P A eiiis B
Hp iE S # (first feeding check, FFC) » HC v FFC & 5 PF# BLZ T 3 -5 #% 2 P/
Bom gt @ § FFC S iy > RS b} » L3R 7 okini
AR BT E Al -2umFAE  EFILHFIE 0 £22-80 X 2L AT ¢
ERBLIEF AL 05 09 um HBESET W NS - iR LR
(metamorphosis check, MC) » 2_ {8 B8 F 5 1.5 -4 um> FHF3-28 2 {84 = -
e Hy (growth check, GC) » A * e B & 1 B B3 4 5-15pm)> 7 PF &
HERHER 2 5 (Bl4) % MC 2 % R # < THEHREHA2ET (developing
leptocephalus growth zone, DLGZ)'MC 4+ GC & % # % # 4r % (wide increment zone,

WIZ) > GC 2 i¢ % %4 ® (diffuse zone, DZ) o ¢t #t ¥ BLZ T & 67 | 0B £ 4
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a

Birh It BRI ATELATRI R AR EINRF L
AL H3-SmP > AR HLRBRIRRT > 7B LTHERT S (W
Ao pgit B A 45 ez > F I Sr/Ca fetre 2 16 PR GRARE s HAS5-
10x 103 Bk ds > e & GC 2 18 Z 2R X tFT % o

Ling et al. (2005) ¥ 4 i e 5 5 4 4 %F cogn iF X494 (G, reticularis) 2
2w ep F o BB G Ps 2 B3 ST R e 0 B B R iR e
Blo R N R SR Y B P (TE RS R T A S GCo B R GC
6 Sr/Ca § P & B B 7.5 107 ' 1 4.0x 107 0 #-GC Tk = L H 4
e gL T'F—%"JJ BFIRABBI Ry 3 GCeilend 4 o R auE% e85 % Sr/Ca
ERT e R B AT TR T - R TP AT B e AR B GC
e Ling etal. (2005) :& % GC £t F # 2 B i eyl & p 92, p h 472
ST PR - BT RE RS R AR LA RRE > PR
Sr/Ca #7F ' » pt ¥+ e d Kuroki etal. (2005) &7 5 #7Er 2 » H W 25 5 300k #
AR E A ﬁé‘j‘;"ﬂ’% AP P 03 % (Marui et al., 2001; Correia et al., 2004; Lee et al.,
2008) - Correia et al. (2004) #; it + & Ah# (C.oceanicus) Jt # # 2 &3 7 i %
RBAH AR TR € AT 90.65 um & A4 T 1.20 — 1.50 um ;&
AR R IF 0042 um & ZRAH 4 3 0.86 pm (Correia et al., 2006) ; 5 #4 @A (A.
reinhardtii) A& % ¢70.3 um & A 4c 3 2.2 pm (F > 2002) 5 &2 A 57 7 SRR | D
KEE05-09um $H 5 1.5 4pum#Agie » Flptdadh MC a8t | #5207
¢ & % f DB 45 o Lee and Byun (1996) BL% & 478 (C. myriaster) % 5
B FIRFLRRISE S fﬁg Ams ¥ Bleid P A (translucent zone) B 4
A% 2 #H P A (opaque zone) * HP F Ao kT e - 2 FEP A R FH LR
E O EFEEP Y RELZRFHARE AP S RERE R (2004) BE
f ¢ h= 5@ (Megalopscyprinoides) & g # 4 & 3 T o B 4o % 8 e b B
PO BT HIVCRET LI ATERTRAEY ORIV REF ¥4
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PLLFG AL TREINEGPFIEIEP VDG RIS DEE LN

MC ‘:%’&ulb 3 - 5%)%@’ 755‘3:’] fﬂ?‘] &"@f}m% _&pg% —rr’*kl——é?f 1‘113 T '{ {ﬁwu

th#B 7 Sr/Ca ™ "R E MC 287 - R &
5 DZ e m T RO Sr/CachT My B BahiEG(1) #

fe B4 f8 0 g % 2 W 9 GAG (glycosaminoglycan) -3¢ 4 24 2 # 428 5 73
i £ 0 GAG #7302 haps 5 et s pE#ARERAEL4 2 GAG ¥
R AL (S e it 4 % s (Pleiler, 1986; Pfeiler, 1991);(2) & i ehst &
A BERAG N RE S HRFIOZEERL o ERRUTR?E e Sr e

~ kgt b (Pfeiler, 1986; Hulet and Robins, 1989; Pfeiler and Lindley, 1989) ; (3) % i
Raeis BT = & # 5 < g4 480 Sr ek & ¥ 3% Sr/ Ca ™ *# »Shiao and Hwang
(2004) g » 2 LR EFES E'H“fjl',? P WO RGEE T KR K e

#W%@&aW@ﬁ&ﬂ;@ﬂ%ﬁ » Yamano et al. (1991) BB Tt F 4 & % fi
WwAR Y R o ;PW'? €~ g e S (2004) HWIRF AR LS S @k 2

WEEAGHT LB TREF A % G+ B 2L

~=
I
=
(=1
o
‘i'i
g1
|

M

S bl IR P Sl LT PR L S
R &“S”Ca‘WTﬁiﬂﬂ%ﬁaﬁ}ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’%?%iﬁﬂ

GC et £ eh2d $+ £ & - D’Ancona (1931) BLZ D&M FHB LB E B 4o R ¢
£

,‘..
-
ZEI

FHLE o B RE ﬁrﬂﬁ/}é‘mﬂ’rﬂ”‘ b AL ch F4 B o

4;

g+ % > Correia et al. (2006) 325 WIZ & 5 % 2 B 408 fi 14

lé L’I‘JE\'

EA

B
Febe > E DMK Baefedg 5 ok 5 Lee et al. (2008) & 37 & 4~ f& & % VA DTk

Boehs b Ae g 2 A IRA B Anee g2 oo 2 4FeE i 7 Correia et al. (2006) £

A

FiE oM (2004) FR A AEELREE D L HTY 28] pm FGfH A E L E
23.32pum > Fe PEESERE 2 2 MK chE G BAR T E ] R Y (i
SRS BB ARG DD PSR AR R TRB P DZ 2 ¥ 4piT 0 ¥ Sr/
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Ca 46 % 14 kB & (FFLMTH* > 5-15um) -

%
S

i

b ARG EAD e BT & P PR BT i
FHEY B F B4R T N2 RE s MO ot g 22 §L#54
2E-PEBER (WIZ) 3 HERLHERFAL GC 25l SR T HE -~ 1§

sl 3 ks (DZ) 0 & RE¥ Sr/Cathd BT % o

423 F iR

Campana (2001) %37 131 5 3~ & # $dbrg ik c02 )*J< FH AL 57 %
m?* E * % $ %dkc (Coefficient of variation, CV) ; # #ff e & ch> w » LI5F A~
4 (Average percent error, APE) & CV #1ib et 5 & 5 50 %; @ fico S5 M /o &
Fo 0 CVARFAFHATRY v 32 (84 %) 2t > ITH305 APEZ CV B4
W K55 %R 7.6 % AT AL e AL SR R 123 k£ 2 230
Hh 175 B p o i FER L W38 T APE ~ CV Xl & 5L W
(age-bias plot)e # #HTAPE ¥ CV &~ %] 5 098 %% 1.39% P # 5 2.66 %% 3.76 % >
EHUFLZRAe (Bl o) PHTRBOHREAS  EHE P mEdl 3 A0E
G R o

4.3 | iR 4 £ 8RR 8
4.3.1 -] @it & 4% 2. PLD

R 7 m SO TR > AR MC & A il k7 B 4% chp
ek @ GCsHLp] ¥ oo £ 2 4 & F#ﬁ;‘sffﬁ;ﬁ“ﬁﬂ%%d LR il % (£
I)e & ToeeRA » o3k (LQ) &3 £ 7 (GC) 2% > 5 24 (KT) & i
h(IG) stz > 5 72H2 (ST) £24% (JH)>» MH 578 % (BD); Tve &
HHLF LR Tuc PIEP ABrE e %t £8 > R4 9% (BD)o &
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EFHFTHFIRELEFED il £ oL B ORRE Tve (B 4% 8 0P IF 8E)> > 304k
A Tvme 13022 -89 X 2 B - Bgom e BRI 5 #d e s e p %5 2 & R i
Fe B # % metamorphic competence (Hadfield et al., 2001) ; % ** Tmc & % # R 2
AR CHTMLRFORCALEIFZBWIETE A 0 R ARG ¥ AR R
fBis 3 - Relahg @R (AT LHT 5 3-32 %) TR ENE R e
PR FIMERRERE 2 s X E AR R d B SRS
P27 G s B € F LI £ TIRBE X EFUE o
M ERE# 28T OFF o Rpv s 1129 T2 DB EFT 7 AR

s T gEk(l) # 2 0A rH T S R L eriB A EES (Kuroki et al., 2006;
Kuroki et al., 2009; Miller, 2009) ; (2) & 7 % 2 ihd < 4 £ (Maetal, 2005); (3) *
k- kB (Umezawa and Tsukamoto, 1991; Fukuda et al., 2009; Han, 2011) ; (4) # # 7%

BFF o Mt e 2 BAEROS R T A CRBEP SR L B
A RS2 A LA RIS DL RAOH A PH L RRM
% (1994) LR gt kg G b AP bR R 2 2 iR A R R O R
AR A LR B FIR T R o BT R M A A MR e
AL H RS R - e 0 IR TR o T R R R R R )

- ¥ i &@$44m‘3‘“ B S CR AT A

432 Bk kB BEEBH LT LY

SEH RREHA | R ARG A E T R AT e R H R
BARDRGF(R ARG 2 REF) FALZ AR OFR D LS Lk F
Bl SR (B 1) PHBCG G B TG FR T ELB  weh B
FRIABHET p AR B Tre & Tac %‘P«%’KEJ\B S TS I
CHEEF IR EFEF S G 0 Gue Gue ¥ Goe { - ReBEm p AEd Ak g

BABDPIEEY  REIETRT G BEFRE A AZ R



Pt P R WP R g o

Han (2011) 24F34R R P 2BA[BE TR BOF R F R WE DT &
BhAHEE - REFERERY i dpnd 28 7 PP E 5 Unezawa and Tsukamoto
(1991) % Fukudaetal. (2009) FH# A A 1 RB &L P ABRBB - FRE L AS
FII0°CenfseTipt 2 £ > ¥ B2 R F{okB S 24ph s i ™y
BB RELF RS NE LA EES 0 dos B4y~ g (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha;
Neilson and Geen, 1982, 1985)~ #* & = Bb4& (Salvelinus alpinus; Radtke and Fey, 1996)
vz 7 i g (Etropus crossotus; Reichert et al., 2000) % o 3% 5 #7 7 4p H B 7 = & S {e
AR g X3 %2 cnfp B (Mosegaard et al., 1988; Wright, 1991; Huuskonen and
Karjalainen, 1998; Yamamoto et al., 1998) > #& & v K E ¥ v & 4. 4 7 B H it Fhg

FoHiEm

-~

iy

CERD|A B s K oo

i¥_Global Sea Temperature (http://www.seatemperature.org/) #zbB~18 2 &R

PLyas ok m R R (SST) > B R # AT R EEN > 5-127) &
SST B3 (Fiffre ) FMEEF 2 SST &2 b ! PEFL AP A > F b
28-30°CH e p 22 £ #hSSTH? kP AT PRESRG FRT TRE -
LEZHEREAMG > L5V g ABEEFHSST VT E+ £ 48 °Co
EEPAFERBFE S TS R RAP AR 0 Bdp A2 4% SST
BAT %o 120 P ArEE FAp £ 44°Cp A frd B#L ESSTAP LR
EREMEHR LBV EINC T b M2 BE SR T LR E 24
FYFPZFROSST AT AR EEFEF > L2 DHF P A o 1 F
ZHRITEHREORCEAR (B3t ) PHERI AR S HEITERRE
%%ﬁ—ﬁ@ﬁ%&%ﬁﬂzﬁﬁﬁﬁwiﬁﬁi’pi&?wfwTﬁﬁwg,
HRORRRT € i f 2 Sk D AP B G Y VR RESA
B A A chABR (B2 ) PR TURE R ) kRS 2 G R K i
FooF aplEa@R ) S L DA REMA 0 &A% PLD SR RiFEe 25 F
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gLz (IG) g R E £ AE AT URAB 2D FRE FARM S 3

FR A (dop A4 ) ST AT LB EFPLE .

433 £ 8 o Wk 2 REBT
AR B A AR 2 R E ] 0 Bk A BAT B 30 K R Y R PhE
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- LR B TR

# # B 7 (Country) ~ $% & #» Bt (Locality) ~ *2# %% (Code) ~ tk ##& (N)» 2 & (TL) 2 88 € (BW) F# o

Country Locality Code N TL (cm) Average (cm) BW (2) Average (g)

Japan Ishigaki IG 14 14.1-23.2 18.2+£2.6 2.32-6.40 4.86 +1.39
Taiwan Daxi DX 1 32.5 — 29.71 —

Shitiping ST 36 10.4-24.2 159+3.1 1.02 -13.03 3.92+2.50

Jihui JH 32 14.1-28.9 19.3+4.3 2.09-17.69 6.24 £ 4.34

Golden Coast GC 31 7.1-32.9 239+5.5 0.32-33.35 13.62 + 7.60

Wanlitong KT 11 18.6 —33.0 27.0+4.7 4.74 - 25.72 17.43 £7.51

Liuqgiu LQ 12 15.3-29.8 22.1+5.1 3.25-23.60 11.38 +7.24

Philippines Badian BD 39 12.7-19.8 163+ 1.6 1.59-6.53 3.59+1.20

Total 176 7.1-33.0 19.4+53 0.32-33.35 7.52+6.72
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% -l @i 4 cytb— COl (1336 bp) 2 # ¥ % A4+

H 2 3#p (No.alleles) ~ % £ =2 (variable sites, S) ~ ¥ 3 4|5t £ & (haplotype diversity, h) % % {8 £ & (nucleotide diversity, ) ¢

Neutrality tests
Country Population N No. alleles S h n
Tajima’s D Fu’s Fs

Japan IG 14 14 44 1.00000 0.00627 -1.72357* -7.49053**
Taiwan ST 36 31 74 0.99206 0.00603 -2.01818** -21.26507%**
JH 32 31 88 0.99798 0.00726 -2.11474%* -23.68003***
GC 31 30 73 0.99785 0.00609 -2.08853** -24.51101%***

KT 11 11 42 1.00000 0.00623 -1.96927** -4.83863*

LQ 12 12 32 1.00000 0.00690 -0.58952 -5.26473**
Taiwan total 122 96 153 0.99417 0.00655 -2.26615** -24.55910%**
Philippines BD 39 37 85 0.99730 0.00642 -2.09617** -24.8244 1 #F**
All samples 175 130 175 0.9940 0.00650 -2.27963*** -24.41390%**

P —value & ¥ % 77 : * <0.05; ** <0.01; *** <0.001.
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4= @R cytb—COl (1336 bp) A Fl2 i 4 1 §; ik Pairwise Os (B2 T %) A TR @ & Nm (BL1 +)

Japan Taiwan Philippines
IG ST JH GC KT LQ BD
I1G inf. inf. inf. inf. 5.25 inf.
ST -0.01454 inf. inf. inf. 5.57 inf.
JH -0.01395 -0.00550 inf. inf. 10.67 inf.
GC -0.00943 -0.00376 -0.00428 inf. 4.09 inf.
KT -0.00866 -0.01131 -0.01585 -0.01959 3.68 inf.
LQ 0.08865* 0.08974** 0.04361* 0.11567** 0.12067* 4.68
BD -0.02476 -0.00211 -0.00239 -0.00265 -0.00396 0.10152%*

P —value & ¥ 4 77 : * <0.05; ** < 0.01; *** < 0.001.
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£ ® ~ ] @it 2 4 cytb— COl (1336 bp) A F12 AMOVA # %
ALz RER (D) P REEE (IG):Q) £48:% % DX) #H (ST) A% (JH)~% £/ & (GO~ ¥ 24 (KT)~ ]zt (LQ):

(3) =" ¥ % (BD)-

L Degree of Percentage of L.
Source of variations Sum of squares L. Fixation index P-value
freedom variation
Among groups 2 7.848 -1.31 -0.01308 (Dcr) 0.48192
Among populations within groups 4 23.954 1.68 0.01655 (Dsc) 0.03030*
Within populations 168 723.260 99.63 0.00369 (Pst) 0.08211

P —value & ¥ % 71 : * <0.05; ** <0.01; *** <0.001.
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2T N5l B EREFZ AL P ik

g (16~ 2H2 ST~ A% (H) >+ £ 4 (GO~ F 24 (KT)~ w3k (LQ)~ " ¥ % (BD)-

Japan Taiwan Philippines
IG ST JH GC KT LQ BD
Tmc 29 -61 2659 29-59 24176 27 -53 32-89 22 45
Range (days) Twmc 424 5-22 3-27 5-28 4-25 3-32 3-23
Tac 41 - 68 42 - 69 39 -69 40 - 85 41 — 66 46 — 98 33-56
Average Tumc*** 427+9.54  40.0+8.8%  408+74" 449+11.6% 422+8.0% 463+1794 324+638
(days) Tmc 11.2+5.6 12.1+45 11.7+4.5 12.0+ 5.0 13.3+8.6 143 +8.0 120+ 4.5
Tgc*** 54.6+7.7®9 518+72© 517+79© 576+£97%B 552+69B9 612+146W 43.9+49D
Tmc, Tve 13 31 25 28 10 10 34
N Tcc 14 36 31 31 11 12 39

P —value & ¥ % 77 : * <0.05; ** <0.01; *** <0.001.
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AA N MBEBEIFRFA L2 FFEREZI TP ik

71§ (IG) - 743 (ST)~ 4% (JH) % 24 4 (GO~ F2Z# (KT)~ ® @ % (BD)-

Japan Taiwan main island Philippines
1G ST, JH, GC, KT BD
Tmc 29-61 24 -176 22 -45
Range (days) Tmc 4-24 3-28 3-23
Tec 41 - 68 39 -85 33-56
Twmc*** 42.7+9.54 41.9+944 324+638
Average (days) Tmc 11.2+£5.6 12.4+5.8 12.0+4.5
Toc*** 54.6+7.7W 53.8+8.5®W 43.9+49®
Twmc, Tvme 13 94 34
N Tacc 14 109 39

P —value & ¥ 4 77 : *<0.05; ** <0.01; *** < 0.001.
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- M EBAREI0 LR B P ik

FEAR (GO~ 2H2 (ST A% (JH)> "% (BD)-

Southwestern Taiwan Eastern Taiwan Philippines
GC ST JH BD
Tmc 24 -176 26 -59 29-59 22 -45
Range (days) Twme 5-28 5-22 3-27 3-23
Tec 40 - 85 42 -69 39-69 33-56
Twmc*** 44,9 +11.64 40.0 + 8.8 B 40.8 +7.44A8 32.4+63°€
Average (days) Tma 120+ 5.0 12.1+4.5 11.7+4.5 12.0+4.5
Toc*** 57.6+9.7®W 51.8+7.2® 51.7+7.9® 43.9+4.9©
Twmc, Tme 28 31 25 34
N Tac 31 36 31 39

P —value & ¥ 4 77 : *<0.05; ** <0.01; *** < 0.001.
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Aot B EMEEL AL E K

g (16~ 2H2 ST~ A% (H) >+ £ 4 (GO~ F 24 (KT)~ w3k (LQ)~ " ¥ % (BD)-

Japan Taiwan Philippines
IG ST JH GC KT LQ BD
Range Gwmc 0.94—1.29 0.76 —1.49 0.82 —1.44 0.69 —1.28 0.90 —1.37 0.86—1.24 0.91 —1.60
Gme 1.23-3.51 1.40 —3.25 1.36-3.45 1.72 - 3.69 1.47-3.46 1.58 —3.90 1.92 -4.24
(pm/day) Gac 1.04 —1.55 0.95-1.58 0.91 —1.87 0.93-1.73 1.16 - .1.57 0.98 —1.79 1.22-2.40
Guc” 1.10 £ 0.0948¢ 1.11 +£0.1848¢ 1.15+0.158¢ 1.04+0.14*B 1.09+0.16"B¢ 1.01+0.124 1.18+0.17°€
(I:E/r;ag;) Gmec' 2110642  222+049% 2224051 243+0.54%® 226+0.64® 2.52+0.66%® 2.62+0.56°
Ggc™ 1.28+0.16™  136+0.14® 139+0.17W 131+021»W 133+0.11®W 1.38+0.22W 1.60+£0.19®
Gwmc, Gme 13 31 25 28 10 10 34
N Gac 14 36 31 31 11 12 39

P —value & ¥ 4 77 : *<0.05; ** <0.01; *** < 0.001.
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A~ EEABEIFRRE AT FEFRZAESLF

71§ (IG) - 743 (ST)~ 4% (JH) % 24 4 (GO~ F2Z# (KT)~ ® @ % (BD)-

Japan Taiwan main island Philippines
1G ST, JH, GC, KT BD
Gmc 0.94-1.29 0.69—-1.49 0.91 -1.60
Range (pm/day) Gme 1.23 -3.51 1.36 - 3.69 1.92 -4.24
Gac 1.04 —1.55 091 -1.87 1.22-2.40
Gmc* 1.10 £ 0.094 1.10+£0.164 1.18+0.178
Average (nm/day)  Gmg** 2.11+£0.64° 2.29+0.53? 2.62+0.56°
Goe*** 1.28+0.16® 1.35+£0.17®W 1.60 +£0.19®
Gwmc, Gme 13 94 34
N Gac 14 109 39

P —value & ¥ 4 77 : *<0.05; ** <0.01; *** < 0.001.
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FL ool it A EAZIE 30 B EE2 B B K F

* &K (GO~ 2H2E ST~ % (JH)> "% (BD)-

Southwestern Taiwan Eastern Taiwan Philippines
GC ST JH BD
Gmc 0.69 —1.28 0.76 - 1.49 0.82-1.44 0.91 -1.60
Range (nm/day) Gwmgc 1.72 -3.69 1.40 -3.25 1.36 —3.45 1.92 -4.24
Gagc 093 -1.73 0.95-1.58 091 —-1.87 1.22-2.40
Gmc* 1.04 +£0.144 1.11 £0.184B 1.15+0.158 1.18£0.178
Average (nm/day) Gmg** 2.43£0.54% 2.22+0.49? 222+051% 2.62£0.56°
Ggc*** 1.31+£021W 1.36 £0.14 W 1.39£0.17 W 1.60 £0.19 ®
N Gmc, Gmc 28 31 25 34
Gac 31 36 31 39

P —value & ¥ % 71 : * <0.05; ** <0.01; *** <0.001.
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Ft- ~EAr F RS2 ERWE M2 (Age-Length Key)

ME 2cem & B jl]'i’r'ﬁ/v\bl‘%\»fr »TL 2 2 & » B A8 123 & o

TL/Age 0+ 1+ 2+ 3+ 4+ 5+ 6+ 7+ 8+ 9+ 10 + 11+ 12 + N
6-8 100.0 1
8-10 0

10-12 83.3 16.7 6
12-14 40.0 60.0 5
14-16 53 42.1 36.8 15.8 19
16-18 26.3 42.1 21.1 10.5 19
18-20 20.0 40.0 26.7 13.3 15
20-22 50.0 30.0 10.0 10.0 10
22-24 25.0 62.5 12.5 8
24-26 13.3 6.7 26.7 333 6.7 6.7 6.7 15
26-28 27.3 18.2 18.2 9.1 27.3 11
28-30 14.3 14.3 14.3 14.3 14.3 28.6 7
30-32 25.0 25.0 50.0 4
32-34 333 333 333 3
N 1 8 20 29 21 17 7 5 5 7 2 0 1 123

87



2L ~BAP AL ATS R

Sequence .. Haplotype Haplotype  Nucleotide
) Individuals . . . .
Species Gene length ™) Numbers n/N Diversity Diversity Reference
(bp) (n) (h (m)
) ) Mean = Mean = Daemen et al.,
Anguilla anguilla cytb 392 107 17 0.159
0.732 0.004 2001
Minegishi et
A. marmorata cytb 1140 237 90 0.380 - -
al., 2008
_ Reece et al.,
Echidna nebulosa cyt b + COI 1228 79 67 0.848 0.995 0.014 2011
Reece et al.,
Gymnothorax undulatus cyt b+ COI 1228 165 112 0.679 0.997 0.012 2011
. . Reece et al.,
G. flavimarginatus cyt b+ COI 1228 124 104 0.839 0.997 0.012 2011
Reece et al.,
Gymnomuraena zebra cyt b + COI 1228 67 64 0.955 0.998 0.012 2011
Cirrhimuraena chinensis cytb 804 266 64 0.241 0.700 0.002 Lietal., 2014
Uropterygius micropterus cytb 680 181 103 0.569 0.977 0.008 This study
cyt b+ COI 1336 176 130 0.739 0.994 0.006 This study

88



120°E 122°E 124°E 126°E 128°E
—
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12°N Y g NN b 12°N

10°N : SN _ 10°N

8°'N

—
120°E 122°E 124°E 126°E 128°E

Wl- LA SRR R AT R
L (1G)= % OX) 292 ST (JH)% £4 f (GO~F 24 (KT)»
ik (LQ)~ = @& (BD) -
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W=~ ) b AR AR

(@) TL=7.1 cm i 48 ; (b) TL=27.7 cm i 48 -
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W= etz 2 FEIUEFBERR

@) F b AR (IG) HA2d Th » fehBw@r  §2APHST 22 kB

)
f

A A (BYd ool QB ) (b) TERPE (ST) 5L 4P o 4t
FARRE S S LEP RS () AR (H) L& UBMER AL A

F PR pRpwE s (d) EEFTd % BD) a3 @Wwmsea; 0kl
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Uropterygius micropterus (n=176)

Uropterygiinae

99

,—Anarchias seychellensis (JQ349701)

Y S Uropterygius macrocephalus (HQ122478)

Uropterygius macularius (JQ841840)

36 Uropterygius alboguttatus (JQ432204)
499' Uropterygius xanthopterus (KF930529)

Echidna polyzona (HQ122454)

Gymnothorax undulatus (KF929939)

84 Enchelycore pardalis (JQ349949)

Gymnothorax favagineus (HQ945961)

o Muraeninae
Gymnothorax zonipectis (KF929940)

Gymnothoraxrichardsonii (KF929937)

Gymnothorax flavimarginatus (KC970475)
90 Gymnothoraxjavanicus (KF009599)
Brachysomophis henshawi (JQ431496)
91 Myrichthys colubrinus (KF930159)

Bz ~ 230 @it et & (n=176) $fadET 2 COl B35 M 2 (NJ tree)
i & g ;4  (Uropterygiinae) ~ #% I #1 (Muraeninae) > *F 3 3 % X E 4840 i
(Brachysomophis henshawi) £ za+ 7=v @ (Myrichthys colubrinus) o 2% @ & &

BRIy - Bat? I ERE KFo
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ST24
GCo6

LQO9

@® GC18

@ Ishigaki (IG)
@ Daxi (DX)
@ Shitiping (ST)
@ Jihui (JH)
@ Golden coast (GC)
@ Wanlitong (KT)
» Liugiu (LQ)
Badian (BD)

Uropterygius macrocephalus HQ122510

1/}
|:/ [ BD%‘GIO

0.001

WI ~ | mapR cytb—COl (1336 bp) & Fl2 .3 M it (ML tree)

PR KA R RHE

b L OE ER &A% (Uropterygius macrocephalus)
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@ Ishigaki (IG)
® Daxi (DX)
@ Shitiping (ST)

@ Jihui (JH)

@ Golden coast (GC)
@ Wanlitong (KT)
© Liuqiu (LQ)

@ Badian (BD)

W+ | i 4% cytb— COl (1336 bp) # F12 5] B 55 ;% B (MSN)
PR NEAA R EE AR A RESNSE > TR L BRL S
;’EIJFJ,"JE fﬁi’t‘ o

=4
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SSD=0.0092, P=0.75
HRI= 0.0099, P=0.99

(32

0.02 2 ’ "
. E— gy
0 10 20 30
Pairwise Differences
(c) JH
01 ° . SSD=0.0061, P=0.21
: . HRI=0.0105, P=0.34
0.08 \ .
0.06
0.04
0.02
0 o P
0 30
Pairwise Differences
(e) KT
. § SSD=0.0082, P=0.74
HRI= 0.0238, P=0.75
01 4
0.05 -
0 deese
0 5 10 15 20 25
Pairwise Differences
(g) BD
01 SSD=0.0021, P=0.77
- J;” HRI= 0.0030, P=0.99
0.06
0.04
0.02 &
0 10 20 30

Pairwise Differences

Exp

e Obs

Exp

<--g-- Obs

Exp

- Obs

Exp

----g-- Obs

(b) ST

W= ~ ] ik k4 cytb- COI (1336 bp) # F12 i B %R A~ % i

(a) T4 5% (IG,n=14); (b) Z+H* (ST,n=36); (c) £% (JH,n=232); (d)
%A (GC,n=31);() #2Z# KT,n=11): @ -] 53 LQ,n=12);(g) ~

SSD=0.0026, P=0.78 Exp
‘ HRI=0.0031, P=0.99
0.08 i3 e Obs
0.04
0. . 7
0 10 20 30
Pairwise Differences
(d) GC
012 SSD=0.0029, P=0.74 Exn
‘ HRI= 0.0097, P= 0.63 .
0.08
0.04
i} 10 20 30
Pairwise Differences
(H LQ
01z ‘* SSD=0.0179, P=0.64 Exp
' %} HRI=0.0441, P=0.50
: ----g-- Obs
0.08
0.04
o L .
0 10 20 30
Pairwise Differences
(h) Total
01 SSD=0.0025, P=0.48 Exp
HRI= 0.0020, P=0.98
0.08 ------ Obs
0.06
0.04
.02
Ji’
o L i Pogs . e
0 10 20 30
Pairwise Differences
W %

(BD,n=139); (h) 224+ (# 3 DX » n=176) -
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m,\ N s E 3 -
| iR 2 B F (translucent zone) ¥2 % £ ¥ (opaque zone)
e
a) FiH KT o3 F g : 3
(@) 7 SPARECFEPIRSE S O) AR T o EPARE ASEP
o g %
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c Opaque zone [ !4

8 7 Translucent zone MC

MG ©

Increment width (um)
¢-01 X €D)/IS

Wi~ BB R A SR T 8

Hatch check (HC) ~ first feeding check (FFC) ~ metamorphosis check (MC) ~ growth
check (GC) ~ developing leptocephalus growth zone (DLGZ) -~ wide increment zone
(WIZ) ~ diffuse zone (DZ) ~ core (C) ~ increment countable zone (ICZ) °
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35% -
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36-40  41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65 66-70  70-75  76-80  81-85

Percentage

Daily increments of T

WLz~ 25 A R2F 3R AEEH TocF A A% H
FHALEAREHET ST)-£2% (H); 2825 ap:F £44 (GO~ 72
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4 - ——]G (N=13)
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= 1
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0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Age (days from FFC to GC)

Blte ~ | BB 2IRE Tocch R R %1 F
24 b (IG): A%+ & (Taiwan MI)» ¢ 422 4 (ST)~ A% (JH)~ ¥ 4% & (GO) ~

F24 (KT); %% (BD); #5 5 MC 2% «
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Increment width (um)

S = N W b~ L AN
I 1

(a)

=&—Taiwan MI (N=2)

—+—BD (N=7)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70

(b)
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4 4
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(d)
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T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
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Age (days from FFC to GC)

BT~ it 2tk Toch AR 2 F (10 %5 FIE)
(@) 31-40% ;(b) 41-50= ;(c) 51-60= ;(d) 61-70 =% o
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Increment width (um)
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Weight (g)
20 30 40

10

Total length (cm)
Wt~ B % R BEE WL R
LR R R A ok L BIPHR A EE 122 5 0 A ER G

BW =7.83 x 10 x TL*% (12 = 0.96) -

106



UEENEPY T 1Y SEE S

@0 b3 (c)6# > (d)8#hK -

107



B A~ (3{‘)‘ ,]‘ﬁﬁ%kﬁ_‘ﬂ z,_;%“g_,‘l;_f#_
@0 D)3 (c)6# ()8 -




WLi~%Ef~8% BD) | #ALHL L5

SRR ANE RS AT F 5 A 3 R F i T A

109



Opaque Translucent Opaque

L L1 L
T Tl T T T T I3l T Il
2 3 11 1

1 4 5 6 7 ﬁ 9 10 2
Birth date
Opaque edge &«

Aponths = 12 x 2 + 3 - 3 =24 months

,,,

v Translucent edge
Opaquc Cdge Amunlhs =12x 1+ 3+ 9 =24 months
Amomhs =12 x 2+ 3 + 3 = 30 months

) '- Opaque edge v

Aponhs = 12 x 2 + 3 =27 months

)

B3k e T 8 0 o 11 0 B R AR o MR ) i Rk & E
RE2? 27 LR LR HRADE R & o FIBRER 2o d DR

% o
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20 30 40

Total length (cm)

10

Age (year)

Wzt ~38F R REEHLSEY R
17 4 A F 123 B | i R 1R A 2 VBGE & £ S 25t o B % 5

Li=34.26 x (1 - (:0191(1+0221)y
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Phe

(a) t T Val
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%, b
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g S5 pesd coll Af:r
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E)E
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= el 8
1
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(c) FishF2
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ZEEEE 2F
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e B P S K 2 (VBGE) Kk & Loz B %

B s8¢ 5] it kg% Lo=3426cm>k=0.191 yr'; &' 458 (Conger conger) Lo
=271 ecm k=0.037 yr!; Lo =265 cm>k=0.07 yr''; 2 R 9945 > 2248 (Gymnothorax
chilospilus) Le =43.3 cm » k=0.167 yr'! » ¥4 Lo=41.6cm > k=0.13yr' ; p ~
#& (Anguillajaponica) Lo =117.8 cm » k=0.114yr!' ; %4 # (Muraena helena) L«
=162.7 cm > k = 0.089 yr'! (Sullivan et al., 2003; 3& »2009; Correia et al., 2009; Lin and

Tzeng., 2009; Matic¢-Skoko et al., 2011) o
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ez ~ 4 s (Megalopscyprinoides) g % 2 R G R 72 S a K §
XA R 4% A5 18 (38 ~ Stage 11, B zone) B ##%d 2.81 um HifH e X &
2332 pum + e B ERE St/Ca s 1T N R 4 MR chd R (R0 2004) -
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May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Itoman (Okinawa, Japan) 24.6 26.6 28.1 28.7 28.1 27.1 255 236
Taitung (Taiwan) 277 284 289 29.1 285 277 266 25
Guihuliigan (Philippines) 294 298 294 289 29.1 293 292 28

“tékr s p A~ 4z z*{éfi??%?; 5-12 % 2 T39% 4 4 -KE (°C)

7L &k Global Sea Temperature (http://www.seatemperature.org/) e
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