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Abstract

The big eye, Priacanthus macracanthus is one of the important fish species of
fishery industries in Taiwan. The aim of this study is to investigate its parasitic fauna
firstly. Secondly, physiological factors of big eye including Fork Length, Sex,
Gonosomatic Index and Hepasomatic Index are calculated. The possible influencing
effects of these factors were finally tested against the infection status in these fish, and
then select an available parasite as the biological tag in stock identification of big eye

around Taiwanese waters.

This is the first report of using biological indicators to study stock identification
and migration of big eye Priacanthus macracanthus in the coastal waters of Taiwan.
Big eye were collected from 2011 October to 2013 April in north-eastern and
south-western waters off Taiwan. The main parasitic fauna included 12 species, which
belong to three phylum, including nematoda, platyhelminthes, arthropoda. There were
three genus of nematode including Anisakis typica, Anisakis pegreffii,
Hysterothylacium aduncum, Raphidascaris trichiuri, and five species of subclass
digeneans of platyhelminthes, including Pseudopecoeloides tenuis, Syncorpozoum
hainanensis, Lecithochiriump priacanthi, Bucephalus sp., Dupliciporia lantern, and
three species of arthropoda including Caligus absens, Norion priacanthi, Nerocila sp.
Among them 5 kinds of above-listed parasites are new host records, and 10 kinds are
new records of Taiwan. According to prevalence, mean intensity, abundance, and then
select Anisakis simplex(sensu lato), Hysterothylacium aduncum, Pseudopecoeloides
tenuis, Caligus absens and Norion priacanthi as the biological tag in stock

identification of big eye around Taiwanese waters.

In addition for the highest prevalence parasite of Pseudopecoeloides tenuis, the
nuclear ribosomal DNA region spanning the ITS-1, 5.8S and ITS-2 was amplified,
sequenced and arranged with the NCBI database to comparison, except as the
molecular basis for species classification, but also help to resolve Opecoelidae

digenetic parasite of phylogenetic analysis.
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Fang et al., 2009 ; Hua and Dong, 1983) -

10



FREAME hP LR ht BRI B2 ARG S PR e AR

ZFEAMG I HRGEERCASBLT AT R OARM HE

AR HREEFLP A RMEL BP0 272011 1 2013 £ R~ A B A fod

BApMzZF2 [poMAERE A AR RN F 2 AR E LR
425 0 ¢ 3B (7 & (prevalence) ~ T 3R 4 5 B (mean intensity) ~ T 0% g B
(abundance) & & % % 3 2Rk G~ g # SR, Bii(Hepasomatic Index, HSI)
4 f_EHf]L:f% #c(Gonosomatic Index, GSI) R z_ B & 5 1v & (7 5 2 17 5J2 » M d 7
PidRFHFL FBIcAMAL AL T I 2 G- CERTEFLAHFL AP
AR > f2 2 Parascript ) VMR FARMLIES T et
GLEREA PR REAFPET AT RPIEREABILIT S EIR AFEL AR

B0 LB G YA RBAE TR B e R g

T AR PR @4 F(DNA) S 45 0 {1 PCR-RFLP 4 &
4485 R E A Anisakis B2 S a0 S U Apk s HERER AR
PCR ¥ 5% » #{ 52 ITS-1+5.85 112 ITS-2 Pl 45 ] > & 22 30 B icdh 2 7t

o 2T EE AR L2 R

11



ORRTE RS

FRA MNP EREZ T NFRAE N TRAEL L 2R CRMH
(Priacanthus macracanthus) # £ # %'  crs % o jhde 3 & (T ¥ 8L % 50 AL ok -
¥ oo AL 2% 44— + P (Priacanthus macracanthus) > i & £ 2% B R
FAPAB R o BRHEPEE S 2011 & 10 P 423 2013 & 4 0 )b > F O g4 & A
30 & > fe il 952 o AR REEIRHRE RERD REE o B
SIS ML Bl R edkE E 4ocnk £ (Fork Length-FL) 2 %8 € (Body Weight> BW) >

BIBEEHHTT 4 5 B FIENEL S fEY .

T R EIOCE o RSB ER N RE D AT E S iR 4 AL
g4 Wé (Gonad Weight » GW) » i% i 4 7 ’ﬁl:fﬂ #(Gonosomatic Index » GSI)
TREAREAAASRBE O Y A 2012 & 4 7 (8¢ 4 ip| £ 5L (Liver
weight » LW) » & 1 * #5354, $ic(Hepasomatic Index » HSI)ip| T~ pefh 3 & 2 % 1
Wy e befe M b hagd @i F 2 AR % 482 T & (Mean
abundance) ~ # 7 & (Prevalence) ~ g % 5 & (Mean intensity)ig {7 2 = 1L i » 1B —
H AT AR A TR o B SR B > AP AT A B B F AT
4 iﬂﬁl\#g #ic— Gonosomatic Index » GSI(Wang and Chen,1989)
GSI = (GW / BW) x 100
3¥% 4p #k—Hepasomatic Index » HSI(Steven et al., 2000)

HSI = (LW / BW) x 100

12



2. AR ERE Y
Pl E2 GAE B PR N G TAR 0 T fRAN AR E LR G P oA
43 % Q/I;L;};h, Py ARG EED 2 F i E 807 GUR 0 BlAe B WL R
* (Joung and Chen, 1992) % A % (Oki and Tabeta, 1998) % AT = % il & 2] W] & &
) 0 e B AL RSP Y F B T P AR R A S SR B E
1% %8 £ fo #03e ¥ 11 2 von Bertalanffy 4 #f = £ & %t (growth curve)> 2 2> 5% 5 ¢

Lt = Loox[1-e X0 .

F 5% 1245 Livetal(1999)2 #7 § » £ £ 4% BA B A RMA2 804 L2
A5 U Lt=46.8cm x [1-e%11801V] s H ¢ Lt kA AAEREE ot R A AT E R
gt B RS AR D RIEARMA AHBE N ER Y A1 R
AL 0~<l 27 1A AR 2& 2 Ao 1~<2 27 > 2 & A% 3 A2
Al n 2~<3 A7 o3 R AR A K pL i en3~<4 £ Ak AHD K2

Ads1 ) 4~<5 £ 57 0 bR AR 6 2 g ¥ ] 5~<6 £ 5T o

AP R RE T HAFL S

En

o BB RO BN R L R
ARELG G AFLANF A LR LER 2B R AT T %
BVCR P BIEIRA e BT A {8 U ERIFR G IR
WEHPRRLFF F LA RIEZF A AT R T0%F (ethanol) > @
38— ) ERABAT < A BT A D TAAH EAEL - IR T8 TO%IPH 16 4 1)

UERE S S

4. B R B A5
A7 7 1395 Margolis et al.(1982)4r Bush et al.(1997) 1 %_& o1 % fcte 13+ &
FAARLFA

13



(1) # 7 5 (Prevalence) : & thdic? » R AR TF L A2 FAP AW o
Fid =(BAFTF 2 AL b EEFHE G 8)x100%
(2) = ¥o5 %5 & (Mean Intensity, MI) : #§ A # 2 F 4 A2 F 29 o a4
f2 TR fodk e
THORIBAE = FTFLAHZ0E I ERFTFLIHAZF I &K
(3) L 3=%¥ F & (Mean Abundance, MA): &3t dic® »F 2 F 4 A2 TIBR L.

TR = FPLFL A G REE ALK

i

FrRHEFPHA

FR ARG R R R BERG R AENHY Y > FE

BRI E Y e B STRRF YT B R AR T RS

1 #r®afP Ak g sz
d AR ARG FEAL  JIF R R MR EE L &R

55 (2001) 70 e 2t A o @ISR R B ISP A A

2. b F AP B

Wit & 2 &N 45800 R4 (Anisakis) # B 18 > BFFBHE - 2 B2
genomic DNA #-rDNA & - # 2 PCR(Polymerase chain reaction)# +§ & ITS1(first
internal transcribed spacers)~5.8S % ITS2(second internal transcribed spacers) 5 £ -

2_ {4 r2 RFLP(restriction fragment length polymorphism)= ;% &= 4 Bk 5 524 2

14



(1) #3532 70%;FpE 2 fa 48P~ 1) > 4o » 200ul GT bufferie 777 & -

(2) #r »20pl Proteinase K P-ig & @2 & » ¥ *760°C-Kip #304 45 o

(3) 4t » 200ul GBT buffer » £-i& B F54) » & **70°C-kis 204 4 -

(4) 42~ (15000Xg)2% 48 » B~ ik I ¥ — 7 3 200pl 100%Fp 22 1.5 mlsk
B § o Pid Bof 15 #R &% L~ CD column® » £ 3. (15000Xg)
2/ 48 o

(5) 4t » 400ul W1 buffer » #t.< (15000Xg) 304} ©

(6) #r » 600ul Wash buffer » &t (15000Xg) 304 -

(7) £ 4z~ (15000Xg) 54 48 > jmic# FFpW ©

(8) #r » 100ul Elution buffer 2 CD column » #5448 &~ J& -

(9) %~ (15000Xg) 30F; » #71# T jik F 5 Genomic DNAZA + » %

-20°C -

(2) PCRif it 2 g

Denaturation : 95°C 104 43

Annealing : (95°C 30§, — 55°C 304, — 72°C 75#%;) x 35 cycle

Extension : 72°C

Wik RE -

# F]= = -k ~PCRKit~Primer(NC2-NC5)~PCR ¥ J& % ~ it & 4~ 4% ~1.5% agarose ~
GelRed Nucleic Acid Stain~ 7 7 ) ~45% B ~ & 7F 5% 43 ~ #ic = 4p 1% ~ IXTAE Buffer -
Tagq DNA Pol Master Mix(Ampligon I1) ~ 100 bp ladder -

Primer : NC2(reverse) ~ NC5(forward) » & 714

NC2 : 5-TTAGTTTCT TTT CCT CCG CT-3'

NC5 : 5-GTA GGT GAA CCT GCG GAA GAAGGATT-3

'%;‘24:‘:

15



(1)5&‘3—"‘7 7] )‘:‘,. b2} %‘J_f’:r%%c PN 200u1;§5’p‘_:u 'g ¢ o

A kR A (ul)
Taq DNA Pol Master Mix 25
(5 dNTP ~ BSA ~ 3§ gL A1)

NC5 100pmole 1

NC2 100pmole 1

DNA sample 100 ng/mL 15

H,0 8

Total 50

(W% 508 359 15 0 PR ds A ) o H200pld § 4~ PCRA

BEY > RIFERITEFTE R -

(3)# 7z GelRed Nucleic Acid Stainz_1.5% agarose gel*x » & /A 1§ ¢ » &) »

IXTAEZ %= > ¥ iBgel -
(4)#-5ul PCR A 4 4c » gel » erwvell o
(5) 100Vt 7 ok o F T A ga T gel ch2/3kpF ia ok o

(6) 11 % b PR PRI > ¥ AR b o

(3) RFLP #Fd ~ 47

#37°CT #PCRA 4~ *7 &)

PCRH 15 & 7 B~ 18 & 4 1 » 44 & (FRFLP A 45 14 2 i P4 % %

Bk B

37°C-kip f ~ Fipc L4 % &% (Hinfl ~ Hhal) ~ Buffer(NE - FastDigest buffer) ~ & 7

‘i\

= (Hinfl ~ Hhal)

C E IS A EFTR AL R MBS EY ko

ko~ B B 48~ 1.5% agarose ~ T A 4R E R AR e s Bl Ap s

IXTAE Buffer ~ 100 bp ladder -

%

e

16



(1) %7 715 5 4e » 200uldt § ¢ o

Hinfl :
s 7 E(u)
PCRF Ji 4 .
Hinfl 1
NE Buffer 5
ddH,0 12
Total 20
Hhal :
P z 2
PCRE J& i~ 10
Hhal 1
FastDigest Buffer 2
ddH,0 17
Total 30

(22 Hrw F R Yo g g Bof) o B 3T°CKis I F L PE -

(3)#-7 GelRed Nucleic Acid Stainz_1.5% agarose gel*x » & /A {4 ¢ » & »
IXTAEZ 2 > % iBgel -

(4) 1 100V:E (7 7 ok o F 3 A pa T gel eh2/3 A ia ok o

(B) 14 4 *h S P SBLA > 3 AR K 42 o

17



T~ ARG 2 FEE

FAMSARY BT HI GHFCELIER L VRFHFILL AP HF
B FEPF 0 1E b ok 0 415 8 2% A Whole mount 3 F R A E 32 o @ ETN
e ZRY ORI 5L oM koY A BP I MAMBRL AT S I 1
ook :sé—##q‘%}iécf’r EN 7/ SCATIAR <3
HEERE !
#= i % (Kansin orbital shaker) ~ §*3t 3 ~ F3 % ~ %4 (Semichon's carmine) ~ it i
#* (acidic alcohol) ~ JF# (70% ~ 80% ~ 90% ~ 95% % 100%) ~ 4 ;4 (creosote oil)

=R

o

N

=k
(2 By #HAME PR FLER YA £53-504 -
(B) %4 1 REr MEIT b AHE R AR FRAS -
(4) % - BAMB T - ERZI > o RIFFEFIS -
(5) %k 1% Rk 0 B kR &304 48 -

& B 5 1 70%—80%—90%—95%—100%—100%—creosote oil

(6) # % : HAMESPRP L FIHPRE L ER I HY  FHIEE G

% T[T RF LGS AT KRN PRSI RAHITS F B
513 (Primer, NC2 and NC5) 444§ 7 5 & 3 2. iz 234 w2 B genomic DNA :& 7
FRE(E 2 Fif PCRF &) > 3t 2 ITS-1-5.85 1 2 ITS-2 £ Pt AL 7] > ¥ &2

NCBI 7oAl B ey 700 44 0 ) 3 273 % AR 7o B2 M Iw 1 o

18



FoRLA A

F %7 1 & 4| * SPSS(Statistical Package for Social Science) Xtz fic 48 2
Microsoft Excel 53+ 7 3t % F 4 A2 B 4 S8c> © 22 A 754Kk E
Pl s g A AR B TR I RN ARBEESF L AR LS
Beehip B L R 22 AHTRE  FREBNBERELARTL LI S
RfpEr Bz A5 ERF %7 2 Chi-square ip| 2.7 A e S22 8 >

& ANOVA % = & 454 % {4 > £ 2 Student-Newman-Keul test +- fix H 25 % % B |+ o

19



5~ B%
S ARBEZARER

AFLEI9 B R B RE B2 A - RRA FRAP ARMH
ZFA/MFE D LB RFBHPIP LG OFAPFL AN 3FIFLH
¢ 45(-) &4 P 448 X388 A A (Anisakis pegreffii) ~ & 3]/5 B35 8
(Anisakis typica) ~ 7 47 ¥ *5 & £ (Hysterothylacium aduncum)fr = & 4*iv 52 &
(Raphidascaris trichiuri) ; (=) a2;# 4 FPAFAS AT H 5 A wmEiFitaf
(Pseudopecoeloides tenuis) ~ /& = & 48 g+ £ (Syncorpozoum hainanensis) ~ ~ p% 43
4n Ig;jl&EL‘%L(Lecithochiriump priacanthi) ~ # 72 £ = & Dupliciporia lantern ~ = 5 /&
B fi(Bucephalus sp.) ; (=) & %@ ? % (DEELH 2 4 4 # (Caligus
absens)fr 4 25 & & (Norion priacanthi) > (2)# " L% £ & p 1 & : X 7 k&
(Nerocilasp.) - # ¢ ;385 s & 4 & ~ Dupliciporia lantern ~ Bucephalus sp.fr
ToRE G AL FAIATEE RGO RE oA AR 2 AT B

AL FA A2 AR AT

AW A& B am2 ik Flt X RS - #7452 H =
BZBRE a2 B g vEAY ¢nl s A58 KXAFTISATRA
24 =% o MAFAANZABTEY BF IR R ANE LB F A
R i~ &% B E 7 (parenchymal organ) s Fd f iy o He F 4 7
RABEE PP L F RMHF(Anisakidae) > F B Hhed XA EA R €13
SRR G T AT > TR FEEE R AR A AARAMN L EFR 4

BUFF A A 4T

20



(1)i== ;385 & 8 (Anisakis pegreffii)

/‘\J\14§)&8 ﬁﬁima > /’5‘ 1 d Lud oo — AL hE ,‘i'\%_g'F\ %= ﬁ

E

FALLAAFIE A ABEFHEIF DL A2 AN REE £ LB

\\\

#21 o Epta g & gFat 4 (boring tooth) » ¥ 3 — E < &0 (ventriculus) - 2 & 3 R

 (ventricular appendix) # % 7 % (intestinal caecum) - i & A+~ pL i 48924k & -
(2)& 4] 8k 5 &8 (Anisakis typica)

AL R AT R LR A AR 2R AT &

fZ2o £ B s ERREgE (mucron)sAs kA oo Tt 3 b B R RN LA PR R A

A R BT AR T AL (] 4A) -

(3)F 49 ¥ 75 % f (Hysterothylacium aduncum)

TMAHL R EEZ® < B2 & ¥ (dentigenous ridge) 0 £ B R
(interlabium)is & o " s B % 5 5 &2 5 a0 I A STk (nerver ring)
T AAPM T RESZ e BRI RPN g A DY
DR 5 I NN

B HHs &= % < B(labium)fe= 7 @ & (interlabium)(®] 4B) -

\\\

Ji

Ak (cactus tail) & 3% 5 % w Hp 2 4 7 BgETLE 0 T Re

(4)%F 4 4#-iv 2 B (Raphidascaris trichiuri)
FAPWRHAZVGEPKIEFT-PHED 3R O MIwEEP B R
(interlabia)* #% 7 F /4% o A<M 5 NP FEFIRE G E X 4ot d 2wk k300

Fz v s 2 5(RA4C) -

(=) %84

g 7 f (Digenea) 2 F F 4 4 7% 0 4

i\q

SaFAitg e P F L b
FruR mER v AAPMERLT BHARAGT RS I

3t % #* (Opecoelidae) ~ % # #* (Didymozoidae) ~ * & #' (Hemiuridae) ~ # 7& #

21



(Zoogonidae) # + & #*(Bucephalidae)= f. -

(1) fo % 2 34 = B (Pseudopecoeloides tenuis)

A wE WA Ko T R BT TR R 5 (A
For el S RHEA K AR AN TS Rl SHEIH AR
Do MR RN E  S R s PR R R
B4 BRI ST 4T et e AT S R L B o
FANARMYE > LA RMAMN RIS S ANE(RS) -

(2)/ & & % g% 2 (Syncorpozoum hainanensis)
AMYF e g e REWRY BPA-H A AR A BRE
SRS AT IRE s PR A R oo U RO AT R o BB AR

MABFASE > A RR BRMFEERS o RIEAF L3 RA (R 6) -

(3) * P & 45 L% &4 (Lecithochiriump priacanthi)
BHECL TR BEF PR SHF e v B AT R K

”

SAF AR U3 A R A TR > B R m ok o Gife s B 4 1%

| ¥

s 2 Ha)\)ggar;obwﬁégpew v 8 4 - %> ;;]}'?]qj,fi,\ia],cpg;,v%«&i A

LR TR F R L RN S EY R ERCEN .S

@
T\4

P
]

EAPEMEMNRES S LBREM®@T) -

(4)#> 75 41+ & Dupliciporia lantern

BAE o R AR A o r B R RAL R X E AP o S
LA RS L M RS S L R A
R SRR R RN R T 1 3 R L 2 T A T
WA AR RE AP o F A RMTE R Ik A AN
o= éé@éﬁﬁ,\u%{? ,(mg)

22



(5)+ & /= fi(Bucephalus sp.)

B hRITHRA WA KT o DR EE R AAME A Y TEL
B E I 0 T SRR R R
Boo B4 1¥ RSB TR B RERL o 4R E Rk R AR
Bl REM R ¢ AA RPN o FANAPRMGEN RESA S S AR
A s H B E A () -

ERERT RSP EAP D A PRMAF R ZBF A PERES S
& # #*(Caligidae) # ;28 4 (Cymothoidae) * & # (Caligus absens) ~ * 35 4.

# (Norion priacanthi) 2 « ? -k # (Nerocila sp.) °

(1) & # (Caligus absens)

FEEZ BRHEREOFRNTELFA . Fraat T R AR F
430 % R i E B 10) o
(2) ~ 25 4. # (Norion priacanthi)

FREE - N EI S ) {AER AN BT ORLG e G o F 20
P A 5 () 11) -
(3)% ® -k # (Nerocila sp.)

AHWTHFFA, > AFE -9~ =304 o F 5 3 Rl - $HAFR o G F & 2

COE o F A0S R kAR 12) -

23



RN T EX-F 1

A 2011 # 10 » 3 2013 & % 2 F » & 7 Ak EjhE A B R LB hE
PR AR A RBE A £ EE 052 B oo St Bk 2 A 4 il
oA £ R 98~273mm s M £ [ 5 29~300 0 # &4 5 0~6 yr(s)
T3aHS| 4 2.09+0.86 0 L35 GSI 4 0.8320.86 0 1 u|1t & 0.47 < i&— 1% 4p B
e NPT E RGP SRk eT I ARMAZ HELER R E AL
10 (R=0.87)(F] 13) » o *t A P B8 A B E (T K)d 3-8 5 Fpt il

FomEgr L AHME 2 BEREFRY ST -

P EMA o175 Fmr 6 a Az TiHE# 2 T GSI & F
A & 2 (p<0.01) » T35 HSI P A A A e dg F 3308 3 % & 2 (p<0.01) -

LA 2 R 4 T B AT

(-)hatEAm
BHE i a 2011 100 1 2013 £ 41 (4 2) kil s 668 & 0 T

¥4 5 3.0£0.8 yr(s) » GSI 4 0.7+0.7 » HSI 5 2.3#0.9 » 5]t 5 0.56(F] 14) -

(Z)F s il

HA ARt 3 RUpEY AR AR TR g 2011 10
11 % ~2012 # 4~7~9~11+12 % ~2013 2 1-3-47* %10 B* »(% 3) &
E#ch 284 B o T30 & 5 3.5+0.9yr(s) » GSI 5 1.2+1.0 » HSI 5 1.7£0.6 » {+ 4]
5027
ZARBFLIAR S FEAH
()R ArE

HApT WS LEBBITE L ARmE A & 2011~2013 EH TR X HEE
19k « REFHR? o F- AT AAPMKEZ SBRNA 4 S -2 RN

24



A 1% R A2 R 4 SlichoT

£ A 8% A2 (Anisakis typica)zo g 4 F x5 2012 & 18 6 8 ST P

120 ~2013 % 1% <47 o Bzt bifz B k2 P % flickeT (DEFIA

6 4 3.3% ~ 45.2% ~ 83.6% ~ 3.1% ~ 3.1%% 14.1% ; (2)T s 4 % & & 2012 & 6
VN7 0z Q013 & 40 AuL 2~4 BAB R G AR AT AL 1 B/
g Q)T %G AMA2I2E60 T ELE N BB EG B A
AELE2 AR G(F4) -

PR A BRT A S (Anisakis pegreffii) % = #p % B2 g4 7 > 5 2012 & 3% 4
P 0100 o B S SdcheT D (L) 74 w5 5.3% ~ 3.4% ~ 3.3% ; (2) T R %

wRETS1E2HEG Q)T EFARAYALLELA/E H(Z5)-

3 49 F g 58 (Hysterothylacium aduncum)z g % * > % 2011 # 10 » ~12 7 ~

2012 # > ~2013 & 1~4 7 » H @ % Sdiche™ (1) 7 2% A %] % 6.9% ~ 20.0% -

23.3% ~ 26.7% ~ 23.7% ~ 3.4% ~ 16.7% ~ 32.3% ~ 61.2% ~ 12.8% ~ 8.3% ~ 23.3% -
8.6% ~ 18.8% -~ 46.9% ~ 13.2% ~ 19.4% ~ 12.5% ; ()L 2% & 5 1~6 & A/
A QTR E A 2012850 2 7T HAE LB BIE G HAET Y A
188/ 4(%6)-

+ 4 44 2 4 (Raphidascaris trichiuri)z. g 4 % » % 2011 # 10 * ~12 * -~

2012 £ 1~3 7 ~6~8 ¥ ~2013 £ 1~4 1 o B 4 S ki ¢ (1) B 75 A 6] 5 3.4% -

13.3% ~ 20.0% ~ 13.3% ~ 15.8% ~ 9.7% ~ 7.5% ~ 5.1% ~ 15.6% ~ 10.5% ~ 2.8%

~1.6%
(2)%’—:@34@5@)@,%1 2012 & 3% 2 2013 #4723 & B/ k4o HA 2%
P2 B ARG QT HYGREAELEAIE f(XT)-

‘1% 573 3 B (Pseudopecoeloides tenuis) &7 5 #4c ? W R Lo & % Sk

B (L) (7 5 A w4 41.4% ~ 76.7% ~ 76.7 % ~ 86.7% ~ 90.0% - 84.2% - 69.0%

66.7% ~ 35.5% ~ 53.7% ~ 17.9% ~ 27.8% ~ 50.0% ~ 71.4 % ~ 71.9% ~ 46.9% ~ 47.4% ~
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63.9% ~21.9%; )L =g L & A~ % 5 1.5-39-26-34-46-26-32-23-
28-33-16-16-18-26-25-21-16-22~19 £ 2/k 4 ; (3L

BAFFE 04 &3 B/E (4 8) -

A @ & 48 e B (Syncorpozoum hainanensis) 2 g 4 i» 5 2011 & 12 7 ~2012
£ 1~20 4~ 7 ~8~12 7 ~2013 & 17 ~3~4 7 > HR A flcheT (V) (A
F 4w 5 10.0% ~ 3.3% ~ 13.3% ~ 3.4% ~ 16.7% ~ 3.2% ~ 2.6% ~ 16.7% ~ 16.7% -~
2.9% - 15.6% ~ 3.1% ~ 11.1%~3.1% ; (2T op L5 &+ 5 £ 1 H 2 A/k 4 5 (3)

THERRTAELIHSA/E B (E9)-

ST ER H;j‘(&ﬁ(Lecithochiriump priacanthi)z_ g 4 ? i» 5 2011 & 10~12 * -
2012 & 1~6 7 ~8~9 " ~11~12 %" 2013 & 1~2 7 ~4 1 > HR A SfcheT (1)
BAFew i 10.3% -~ 3.3% ~ 13.3% ~ 3.3% ~ 3.3% ~ 5.3% ~ 3.4% ~ 8.3% ~ 25.8% -~
7.7% ~ 22.2% ~ 17.1% ~ 6.3% ~ 9.4% ~ 10.5% ; (2)F 35 A% A =k 5 1-5 g

BIEd Q) THYFRFAELES A/ 4(F 10)

# 72 4 @ Dupliciporia lantern 22 g 4 % >4 %] % 2011 & 10 * ~12 * ~2012
#£1~3 7 ~5~8 1 ~11~12 %" ~2013 # 2~3 % » H R & S gche™ () 75 A 5
% 3.4% ~ 6.7% ~ 3.3% ~ 13.3% -~ 15.8% ~ 16.7% ~ 3.2% ~ 3.0% ~ 10.3% ~ 5.7 % -
3.1%~2.6%5.6%; (2)% 3oR 45 &'k 2012 & 12 7 2 2 & S J/E 4 LR

AP i l282p/Ea s QTHEFRYAELLESAE 4(F 11) -

4. # (Caligus absens)z_ g 4 * i» 5 2012 # 3~12 * ~2013 # 1~4 * » H g 4
S Bche™ L (D)F 75 A W 5 2.6% ~ 3.4% - 8.3% ~ 35.5% ~ 68.7% ~ 2.6% ~ 11.1 % ~
23.3% ~ 40.0% ~ 25.0% ~ 34.4% ~ 21.1% ~ 16.7% ~ 28.1%  (2)F 35 % 3 A& ' 2012
E40 62TV H2EAA/E L BT YL 128X B/E 4 (BT

W R il A Ak 4 (% 13)0
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4 2% 4 # (Norion priacanthi)z_ g 4 » > 2 2012 # 1% ~3 % ~6 % ~7 7
117 2013 # 1~2 " » H R % Sdicheo™  (1)F 7 % A 5] 5 3.3% ~ 2.6% ~ 3.2% -
3.0% ~ 8.6% ~ 3.1% ~ 15.8% ; (2)* 3= %L%é)i",’f 2012 # 3" 2 6" A H|iE 42
2 8RR h B 2 1 e/ 4 QT FAETAE 1L B2 A/

f ,‘%’(%\ 14) ©

% ?-k# (Nerocilasp.)z gt 4 " i» % 2012 & 1~4 * ~6 " ~8 " ~10~12 * -
2013 & 2% ~4 % > HR A R gcde™ (D) 7348 5 6.7%3.3%~5.3% -~ 10.3
% ~6.5% ~2.6%~33%~29%~3.1%~79%16%; QT L ur ¥ i1t

SRR @) TR FREAEL LS AL &(% 15) -

(C)F s fre

A 2011~2013 £ > A B EHD BB EmE R 10 X - REHEE
PR B - A HRIEZ SHARA SR A 2 M LAY R R S

Hche T

%ok R BRE A A (Anisakis pegreffil) i 42013 & 1 % kg H B 75 5 3.3%

TR AR L 1 ENAIE A TG AAELE AR/ (5.

Y

3 49 % "o S F (Hysterothylacium aduncum)z g 4 * i» % 2012 # 10~11 * -
2013 & 4 7 ~11~12 " ~2013 # 17 ~3 7 » HR A Sdche™ @ (V) 75 A 4
% 3.1% ~14.6% ~ 40.7% ~ 6.7% ~ 10.7% ~3.3% ~3.3% ; ()T =g 2% & ¥ 5 1~2

A/ Q)T FRAYAEL LA 4(F6)-

F & #-iw 34 (Raphidascaris trichiuri)z. g 4 * » % 2012 # 11 » ~2013 # 4
BT 00 N 11~12 % ~2013 & 1P ~4 0 s R SdicheT L (V)E A E A B L 2.4% -
14.8% ~ 20.0% ~ 6.7% ~ 7.1% ~ 3.3% ~3.3% ; ()L 35 4 % & 52013 & 1 " % 3
ER e B 512822/ aQR) T2 aarY AZE1IEA/E(£T)-
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m % #f 3¢ % B (Pseudopecoeloides tenuis) % 10 Bk ? > 7 R 4 > B %
FlcAhe™ T(D)EFF A E 3.1%~46.3%~77.8%~60.0% ~87.1% ~ 60.0% ~42.9% -
76.7 % ~ 80.0 % ~ 60.0% ; ()L 3o AR FHE 1~14 & F A/ 45 ()T oY

HAEFEL 012 8 XAk 4 (% 8)-

& % & 48 g B (Syncorpozoum hainanensis)zo g 4 ? i» 5 2011 # 11 * ~2012
EA4P N7 98 ~11F v2013# 18 ~3~4 0 s HR A SlcheT L (D)EFF
Bl 5 2.4% ~ 7.4% ~ 20.0% ~ 6.5% ~ 3.3% ~ 10.0% ~ 26.7 % ~ 13.3 % ; (2)* =R
As R 2011 E 110 5 28R ARG B YL LHSAIE G Q)T

e R AELIHAAE G (R 9) -

BRATED Waﬁ(Lecnhochlrlump priacanthi)z_ & %4 * » 5 2011 & 10 * -
2012 & 47 ~7 7 ~9 % ~11~12 7 ~1 7 3~4 7 » HR A fgcdeT : (V)E 5
o wlE 6.3% ~ 3.7% ~ 40.0% ~ 3.2% ~ 33.3% ~ 35.7% ~ 3.3% ~ 23.3% ~ 3.3% ; (2)
TR AR A E s 1-11 & Ak b (3)TH% g A EF 2012 & 7 0 iF 45

Bl g2 110 21832/ 4 240 Al e+a/k 4 (2 10)-

# 78 #1 v f Dupliciporia lantern & & 2012 # 11 * 2 2013 # 3~4 ' # & ¥
BRE BRL 28 :(VDEFEFFH533%; QTR 4Ry 21832/ 4

(3)1&;%!%)2%[: #\é 1 % Q\;ﬂ_‘%‘/};} ,é".(%\’ 11) °©

2 & Jhex B (Bucephalus sp.) % 2012 4 4 » 2 2013 # 3 ' 7 R o B
A BT (V)E A AN 148%6.7%; QTR 4R 5 15~16 & &

Gk d s Q)THEEFRL 128Xk (£ 12) -

4 # (Caligus absens)z_ g 4 # i» % 2011 & 11 * ~2012 &# 4 * ~7 " ~9 %
11~12 % ~1 % ~3~4 % o R4 STt (D)FF5F 0 485 24%~22.2% ~ 40.0
% ~ 16.1% ~ 53.3% ~ 17.9% ~ 6.7% ~ 26.7% ~ 36.7% ; (2)T 355 L 3 & 5 1~2 & =&

BB A () TH%RGREAE1ESA/R 4(% 13) ¢
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4 A% 4 # (Norion priacanthi)z_ g % * > 2 2011 & 11 » ~2012 # 4 » ~7 *» ~
97 ~11~12 % ~1 % ~3~4 " HR A SlcheT™ 1 (1)F F A N 5 12.2% - 33.3
% ~ 80.0% ~ 71.0% ~ 66.7% ~ 17.9% ~ 43.3% ~ 43.3% ~ 3.3% ; (2) L 35k L 5% & 3
1~3 8= 3/k ALQ)TEE G AL 20128 7 19 1 211 7 i 12 E XAk G

Hapt pE A2 182 A% 4(F 14) -

% "ok # (Nerocilasp.)® #2012 # 12 * 2 2013 # 3 * #jE > H B 4 S #icdr
TO)EFASFELE357%; QTR 4R L1 EXA/E A Q)T B AR Y

AElE2B/k b (% 15)-
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e~ FAAH2PERLE

LA EREABARMBLFA AR AL SEE LAY

& HoY mizggite B
W ¢ f BEF A B (p<0.01) (4 16) -
ARNFAARANA GBI AR L THEEEGBLE S/
) BEFR Y AA(LS &3 8/ f)* Pt g 2 (p<0.01) o & B ARA DB >
LAARG RAR G AT ARADTIOEFR B RS (255 0382

064 & fy/k f)lg¥F 8> d afide(sn 502 011 &4/k %) (p<0.01) -

FAMINZ AR AL AR AY o H T Y
(58] 5 042026 & &2/ 4)((P<0.01) @ A543 Plad athrg? 2
LEEEMFR A AR A(S B 5 0822003 & %4/ &) (p<0.01) -

RHEEEFL ARR 2 PR eFHFES ERTHOAFL AT R LA
A K k2 B R 2 )R Bk A4 (Anisakis typica)fr 49 F 5 A

(Hysterothylacium aduncum) 2 f&[f] & ~ s i 553 = & (Pseudopecoeloides tenuis) -

4. # (Caligus absens){r + 2 & # (Norion priacanthi) % 2 f& & & 3§ -
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CRHFEFE AT

PHEE N LA BEAS RS B AR AR A8
GSliz HSligfiale  a s VW REBRE A S8 TR FFL ARAEF A (E
@ fF a4 # ¢ R 430 0~<0.0625 ¥ & A K4 £ 4p b~ R® /2% 0.0625~<0.25 %
%7 % % 4p M (poor correlation) ~ R? 4 »% 0.25~<0.5625 % & 7 ¥ i A4 b ~ R?

f 4 0.5625-<1.00 & F RADM o B *EP 40T
() dde i i s

A A A e AR ERERL 16K T ahBEAR: 064 &
WLl ALRRIES nA - SH R F A ARRS B T L ER e R
B2 B 4 Sdcies 247 P d SR T 2 R o Ft AR MRS 4 R
T GF AT 0 g hod Nt E a0 lKk 6T REERZ A AE2 £ G

PR EE AR 2 B E N2 4T o

R BHRAEP  wmBEEIAA2 R AER Y NREELHEE A R AR
hRABAZi® 2 Bt w2 FEFE s 45 RehF (735%)  hMf L0 e
1-2 2 (0%)(% 17) - T32¥ F RINL k2 d 3 4-5 k2 56 e p 5 £ AP
Tio A5 EAR G B E W B L e Rk F LB (p>001) 0 F AT
PE R AL M FRANfrd 8 g T EAPR B (R* ~ w5 0.05 %

0.02) (@ 15A) -

ORISR A FFFI O R ARAZE 2 B0 Rl L4t 56 e B
B(375%) > FEFF T 3 kA (p<00l)  BRTIOYE R G EEL LA B

g% (% 18) 0 e A F & 40 M (R’=0.03)(/] 16A) -
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AT AT RS L AR A R AR G 3t E de2 484 (% 19)
e To® gy B E&La S AP (A A B e 32 REEA WL 0% 0.02)(F 17A)
PRABAZE 2 B0t 2 B F R R RTE A 45 2 g #4(37.5%) ¢
"R A 45 A 4 82(30.0%) 5 2 0 KAt 3-4 & 4 82(20.2%) % = TR LR ARA
G5 33382 28 BA/kh  THOYEREATAIEY LR F LR

(p<0.01) -

)

4 # (Caligus absens)sn-T 322 5 & A A 56kt~ ¢ g A3 L 1-3 4k
RAFRAA N ¢ 2 Ega D 2 B4 AT Y FREES T [FAFY Fa
AA AT IOR s R & 288 LR AP (R=0.07); 0 & A 2 Tio® g B o

# % i B 4p M (R?=0.33) -

A A% 4 & (Norion priacanthi)g & - p| & 3 5-6 fk e % § 45 =t 2 >
> 55292 108 A/ g THEYE R D HFEREY PEGELTREAPHE(L
AosF g2 REAWE 009 011)(F 19A) - sz A s Ta¥ 5 R UG 3

5-6 A& wul 2 BEE B H @ A 45w (p<0.01), 7 H A u| 2 %G R &k E

AR o
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(=) s o i 4

Taith R L imEiEita iz TRy BG5S LAk d)EE R LA

w16 & AR A) Lrp AR Y REE LB (p>0.01) (& 22) -

AABRY AR LIS 0 A M h 2 B AR T (16.3%)E % 0 FRFHE
THEFRETEEF DT a R A(RABIER 2~ P/ B ) (p<0.01) » e L 24

BAL GRS AA2 TR RAEG 3+ g ¥ LR E>0.01)(2 22) -

FHTRMAZEFF AR RS FiE 20% 0 A5 G AR AL 10% -

i
mITHEERAAME T sz Buls gy T algFLR(p>001)-

& # (Caligus absens) ek A e Az 22 4 % v b B (75 4 W 5 17%% 23.4% ;
A R RALZBAZIEAE TSI S 197% B AN E T a2 iph e h LT

B R E Y LR (p>0.01) (% 22) -

A 25 & # (Norion priacanthi) | 14 & & 22 g 4 B 7 5 & F > Hepze g & 0T
PEERANFAR > REFF LS, F L2 4 A 2(p<0.01)(% 22) -
(2)GSI » 2237

Lt~z GSI#FERF G 070 @ 2chs 050 d 30 d 3 6-7 w2 4k

AEAE2E G 0 FIPr A BFEF IR LT

RIS B2 TR ERAGSI R enFralFLR(R23) FES B

HoAmz Tm® s R GSI ¥ & 4p B (R >t 0.04)(®) 15B) -

WL A A T RMALANE T R RA R ST YR

(% 24, 4 25)> % @A E £ B (p>0.01) - @ T 3o% 5 & 2 GSI BB szt ¢ o i

[

33



g

FE s AEZ ARMARLF MT RASTEF L GSI TR KA M (R=0.13)

(%] 16B, | 17B) -

4. # (Caligus absens)% + 25 & # (Norion priacanthi)z. T 3=% F & & & 2.
Pl GSllewFalig¥d £ 8 (4 26 £ 27 mfplita - r THEyRE Y8

# 3 GSI & & B 5 (R® £ 0.0625 2 = )(1§] 18B, Bl 19B) -
(z )HSI & =447

LAt <P HSI =R 5 060 & 2 0-4> 2 HSI 235 0-1 & 4-54c10 4 48 »
BEFARHSIE e g2 8 EF A AR L S8 47od 30 4 5-6 w2 A

BAE 2R 4 0 FIPr A BEFEFIRIELIT

ha=001 g E -REEFY H AP wBHEIIRATHYER > FRT e 34
EEEFANANAOLEnn B TR R E LR (L 28) A HERY

HSI 2 imi3 ity T30® 5 R @ MB(L A 2 & 8 2 R2A w4 0.01 2 0.02)(F

EABERY RAR L HFR AN 23 u b B o A HSI S A e ikipE P
LR EEY LB (E>001)(% 29) & wEFA AT AR A Bl AR A

v

B AT R HSI & & B (R°=0.0165)(F] 16C) -

FTHE RRAZR S HEC A RREY § 2 HSI B 12 8% @ Tio
PHAEP AN 45 EuEF o F 1 BH/EA B R ARFLR
(p>0.01)(% 30) c ~ 47 s {hBEY L RH T IO FERE SR HSI 2 4ppie > #

R? & & i 0.0625 » F]@ & 4vg % /=2 HSI & 4p B 12 (B 17C) -
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4 # (Caligus absens)g 4 T3 52 F B304 » L2 BF ¥ AE 1 LA/ 4 -

CIEFE

Br]

YauEY aE LR (>001)(£ 31) o M AT ERES 0 KA E

"% RS A P HSI 2 R® A 5] 5 0.051 2 0.085 F)pt %4 & & & 4 pif 2 HSI

i

BEER LG E 2T R DI 4p B (B 18C) -

A A5 & # (Norion priacanthi)p| 2@ & 22 4 #8R Fmpd » H¢ 2 na s
2-3m2 THEFEREF T e 34 2 FREEFF LM A 2 (p<0.01)(£
32)c A A4 F TR E RIS R RM 2 HSI ap M fE st kg o At e

AUIRiE B 4p B (R?=0.3679) > & & % ‘B & 4p B (R?=0.0163) (%] 19C) -

# » M PCRRFLP &4 5T RARTAS =P 24

fI* PCR-RFLP #x/a8ki RABFAS = H2 84 > 522 A 74
DNA = #id= > f1* NC2 2 NC5 31+ %> S PCR#m - L IDNAp ~ £ R H
960 #% A ¥ (base pair, bp)2. ITS % £ o %g{& 2 Hinfl f= Hhal & f&' 4| p% 2% &7~
o HETALITE R T A B (A Hinfl 7% v @z $ 5 £ R AW 5 370
bp~300bp 2 250 bp- @ 2 Hhal £* p|¥ @ 5|4 % g+ £ A A % 5 550 bp 2 430
bp; (B)!+ Hinfl it* ¥ (s FE > £ &A% 5 620bp 2 350 bp > @ 2 Hhal i®*
PP E3 4 FE & &A% 5 320bp ~ 240 bp ~ 180 bp ~ 160 bp - #** PCR-RFLP

& = Bl (Amelio, 2000)Fz 23 ¢ i %% % (A) = A. pegreffii ~ (B) = A. typica(B] 20) -

SN B TS PR2AH

AR B Bl A% 513 NC2 2 NC5- 25 PCR # 15w (% 574 3 B 2.
ITS & F - RS R M 00515 $harw 3 i 8 IDNA > JE W& & 5 1180 bp 2

1

A

SRR RABER A A BT 8 B2 B AR
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#-F 72 NCBI L E ¢ 3¢5 ez & Opecoelidae gen. sp. (AJ241813.1) ~ %
it B K e B Pseudopecoeloides sp. (KC357704.1) 2 Pseudopecoeloides engeleri
(KC357703.1)1" % » # A # & 7 284 e [TS-1 & 7] ~ % & 611585 v ITS-2 A 7]
R R 128S B (B 22) iz apatex B 5.8S B 7 > & 165 bp» £2 Opecoelidae
gen.sp.7 3bp £ £ - £ Pseudopecoeloides sp. f= Pseudopecoeloides engeleri B 7
12bp £ 8 o & iz agite i ITS-2 2 & 242 bp » £ Opecoelidae gen. sp.5 22 bp
£ $ - & Pseudopecoeloides engeleri £ 2 6 bp ~ ¥2 Pseudopecoeloides sp. % £ 18

bp -

MGl 0 kIt B2 Poengeleri 2o ML B hdiT 0 A&

Pseudopecoeloides sp.f= Opecoelidae gen. sp. 2 B 7% # ik (B] 23) -

36



A ARBAERS

AR ARM o Gd A3 A5 F 33

3

wHEP LA,
Anisakis B34 % = #p 2 Bfdsg o AT A 2 259 i B Y 2 59 0F 5 F IR G 55
e L AR BT AA (A typica) 0 4 iE S oS R BR A5 (AL pegreffii) o d1 TR
BAuE 93% 7% e e fHFR 1 ERB8T MA2 F =% A4 33
BT RpE AL AR RAE T A RM S FELT A RAFRE AL
A MA (A typica) R B3t £ B A ¥ FAR R L ARANET T 25

2

MGt e A aF R4 7T s thAEz FiT5 L u 5 58.5%
2 32.4%> A A A % 5 55.1%% 2.2%¢ h R L im G AEIL R B2 TR R R IRA
Fari 3L EA/E L EEF LM 22 150 54/ 4 (p<0.01) o @ g % 4
A hF 2 TR G RIS T e i 082 A b EEB LM 2003 i

Bk f(p<O0L)e b b AR A A? > F M F A2 TIHY GRS 064 FR

B BEE BT 4 2 011 #5241k & (p<O.0L) o &30 1 i Bchdt s~ B i
HheT T am AHR A A BES B2 TG RMTA AR JH
x

f
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i
-~ ARAZFLAPAN

AETY T AP AE E A B L R AR FIE AR A F S AR D -
HFEAAMEEFLARRNE ALATFAI A4 992 beoa AL TF2 AW

A2 RRASHER BRI G  BE BB S A §
RGN AR R RIEMT LB F A RS EE G R P

BTOoR A a2 F2 477 WEFT AN 2 ERE i (%, 19905 $£,2006) -

AAF A 20112107 12013840 R BEHEEELELNE G a8
B B2 i X AP A FAF A RBALFL ARl 1228F2 4 -
5 4 R A L A% BT A (Anisakis typica) ~ 7% S & BL 3 A A (Anisakis
pegreffii)~ 7 49 ¥ "5 4 £ (Hysterothylacium aduncum)~ % 4. 4*iw 42 & (Raphidascaris
trichiuri) ; 5 fé4F 78 =% @ : 3t B (Pseudopecoeloides tenuis) ~ /% & & %8 &
{1 (Syncorpozoum hainanensis) ~ + % # 4p Eﬁgvlﬁ(Lecithochiriump priacanthi) -
% 78 #4 f Dupliciporia lantern ~ = 5 J§ = f (Bucephalus sp.) ; 2 & 4 & 3F -
(Caligus absens) ~ * 2} & # (Norion priacanthi) ; 1 &% &4 © « ¢ -k # (Nerocila

sp.) °

4 # (Caligus absens) ~ « 2} & & (Norion priacanthi)™ 2 % L s 4 # A E &
£ 4 s 2. < etk JE (Ho et al., 2000, 2008 ; Fang et al., 2009) » e ¥ A 3% % %
PRAREARAMFAR L - m Aken'Ova % 4 G4F 24 R G g 488 % d 2 T3
#34  f U (Pseudopecoelides sp.)4F 7w fL s o 8 45 01 % e 5 G B AT B (P
tenuis)2. # 2 o ja s g WS L < RAI R AR e A hE 2 BATY Y AR
oo T AT KR EZ L IR FE iﬁjf 4. # (Caligus absens) ~ + 25 4. # (Norion

priacanthi) ¢t » H & F 4 B W B ik s, @ S AABHRT AH 2 aflad
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Dupliciporia lantern + £ & v & (Bucephalus sp.) % = ® -k # (Nerocila sp.) % % &

FA R o

SN FLAES I FBRREH

FHRPH* F2 AT A PRFEREFEMLE AL IFFL - EHLPFF
(population biology) ~ &4 ~ & {4 4c % v 4 & (phylogeny) & 4532 #2574 |
E 0T E RGN ERaRTy 2% 1 d 1950 E AEFE L 9 FApRM#H Y 3 1980
EFRFLLA0 2 S HEFTEY A FLARRFTEREYN @4 fa2
%34 g (Williamsetal,, 1992) - 3 2 RI#HF~ 51" A F 2 AFH L A#H £
VUE A REEE > B AR R R AR AT Ao A 4 P
PIEE . F B (seasonality) s E# s EREfot R AR A Ed ~ FA 2

BE - FEfrings.

PAanBEpAfI* g F L AT LR RIS EL AL FTF LA

2 FAMGAEE o B P RELARAPTNAZ I A LI LF S k0 T Rk

3o Ak, 2006) 0 ¥ b A A EAM AL R 0 P BT % R SAF
Flage a2 F2M G FPRERFLAEZFFIEFAF A BT X

PREFPFAREFETHI D ALT S aRFxr T 3LFTRF 203 A1 H

NAR 4 S8} L8 (4, 2004) -

AR AMEE 2 ARG R R L A8 i MR 5 0 1
BREOMNE A Y A AR K F (%, 2005) 0 W MRS TR 2 PR
BALZCHTAE A EIFHAEYH AT FARALAER T RAEEE A
FALAAAR T EBHEPLF A AN APPRA BCMFATEE R S8 ®

A AR 2 Y RA e (R, 2007) o
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FAH R TR ANE L ASEFL BT TR R LS R ET R
LEA R TERERETRBREL AT 1T F AL P REGE
RETRLPLERI ST & 20 S0 @ DB {4 2 PES 5504 &
2EEALE BH SRfORAFLE A AP AT RETREL 28 L rae
FooEEAE T e TN LA F L AFBA P 2 TR e RICER D
FFLARI UREP AP ER PR 2L F LA LB IR

TREFTRZT O LEAHIETT FREAAT Y 2 23] )
F AT A RSB EEH

RRIPAPMEEA LT T ARMAT AL 6BESLF B AFL 6K
257 20 EAPRMAE C ARSI HAEFI RS T HARIRAITR

WU g

B ASRESS D SARDI LEA > A TRE AR A RA S S TR
Fx A E (3, 2008) - @ ATF N AR SRR 257 0 AR brE
REBLAFBRI FRELET s kF2E 2687 23 HHFNRKES 2
AEE S F ARG RE L ARM LR SH R Y B AN RENE 3 AR

% A °r (%], 1984) -

BFI(1984)3R 24 ¢ 4 4l LB R AR A RMZME e S E AT e

i

-~

AABFRE G PHLE AR AR R RML S LA (D)

N
e & (LB)IH - 29 BEWalRs § )

3

R Fﬁ{:}-} 5 @__ ""}&VEL;%%_

Y

AN ed s Az ARMTARA R i (Liuetal, 1992) - K m £ g Kl
32

< pRf K?’ 7‘ ) s ~ B '/’E A 7Ew PE S BT (S ‘%\f} " E f:; PP B f‘-‘s’-

o 25w AR

40



Fefatedl a3 FHEBERT OREENFL A4 §AL LR A 1R A
hd TR LR FADFEAFRS o AT g a2 B TR RPN HF

2HEA ERRZARTH AP LR EA AR FLF L AP T

B
s
=

‘B E AR ARMIIEEIRFL A FRAERENF L ARITLS

A=

&Y

S

P f B R A 2 AL o

AARMELAADLY > wBERA LR R RRE L AS B
B o x U BT AR ARARIE RE ARG RE > DREF AL AR
AedRp LA 0 hFEF B2 A AR 2R ARV RFR G LT s
WAAARE X R PLR S AF A R RRAR LB R AR
ALRAFVEF AT s o A BELRLRT s AR AR R AL
AR AEOT o2 AT s AR ARMEAEE Y T AKRIEL Y
AR AH O FIMTIELRALFAN BB I B BEL S SR

sk

INEFY VI T TITERN VET Y IR T

1 FH

FAARAL A AR LSBT A it my AN WA BITAS
£i1® T2 7 4RK(C o nasus)F A AFEER S BE LAY 0 THEFARZ B
FXakeg? PRy g MARBL  LREARFLIHZZFL BB E
At -k A fF(anadromous) i g, 0 4 FE E ¢ At R & o enpF F 2h(Wen et al,

2011) -

APTERL T B FRERE Y 0 2 p - EHERA D B R,

(Pseudopecoeloides tenuis) ~ & & % £ &5 - F & -2 305 B A5 (Anisakis typica)
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% 3 47 % " 44 (Hysterothylacium aduncum) ~ & f& #& & %8 : 4 # (Caligus absens)
% 425 4 # (Norion priacanthi) e H ¢ { A 4 & 2 5 427 4 7| u'rq%w ik

Ry gt o

PRk B AN R FR A B R 2 EINR T ¥ & BT e

=

‘.

FAER A ¥ A A B (I, 2003) c A F A EARM AN KT S 2
FARAZ BRI ARMAMP wEEIRf2 ) FEFFER G 17-90% (%
B) B A= KX > R 19B ! 2 HEDPEFN T TR L WA LR L AR ERLF
TIoWE RIS RI12012 # 2 0 EF B F 4L AR b MG 201228
xid 1 SR/ FHa T RBARKENETSF I LI 5T P L bl AT
WP B AL LR BB ERE R LA B RR # F i

AR B F AR B E T RS A G A R AR o

&
Ew
N,
|l
P
&

T RAAR L SR AR SR IFRA I B ht FED R D Sk

—\
-

AN

FHRFOERCRGELLIPALBENEEIRE LY IS ER AR T T
PR R A R RPN G H T P RA TR S S P L 3l BKS
MG E }iflfv]g oA 2012 #6727 0RO 4‘K§£Pﬁr§ A ok~

P2 AT 2 AR AT I NAAFT R I AAAET M o

‘hE 4 2 4 # (Caligusabsens)g 2 #fcE 2 28 2 4 2 547 ad B % %8k
22V AR T R o d 2012 # 80 B4n b2 2 2012 # 11 % o EEHT A 2 X PR
AERE@-87) BHIH U ABIEE TR FIRBERDEL 2 4F R4
o om A A EGEY SRR 0 B~ 4 # (Caligus absens)z i F AT

=) oo
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AALEF AR AR - F R SRR > 2 2013 & 2 eh TRy B

BT R (R L) BT R TS GERRY L A R AR
2. i

AR A RMER KRG 98273 mme F ~ A F H r Al a5
B ESFERE 0~6yr(s) FEEAIPFRF - R L2 52 EFF B 05 4
EHDLHREZSEFLLAPMN FIL R TR EL G BTERARMASE

AR BRI R F ARG

AR T GRS iR P h Ty AR ES R en 3 P2 D
ARF O RFAFAR A FEL G HE S BT RFL AT 2 BT o AT
%&%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@%ﬁﬂ&ﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁ%iﬁ6ﬁé%ﬂé’é—ﬁ?
EELIFRFAARM AF - AR A TR REFST B Z R(F)M
PEAMAE R FRA MBI ER AR L AR R ERIIR AT B
4 ()t < ade Rk BoHALERPEFEZLNEAT Y R

SR ERZEL -

BT A B A AA AN T 0T 552 & 2 (Smith, 1984) > A A ¢ g4
REEES S A 5 Rl o 4o (2005)4, & 0 AR R Rt 2 g R A RS
AP THE R REEFR VR DA AT T HEEAA A RM 25 Ao A
YR AABT RA PR G D 3K(F)U L T Y g R A A E 3k A o
SEREHRQ006)FFp A B AP R A AR ARG DRFCRBREF o0
Parf AP 367 MM LS BHEER P AR AFRNERGELL BT 4p

AR > LRl FLE -
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AEA R AE PR A RS BEELRY S HANG AAOC AT 8 A
Edes e RRFLR@E>001) . F AL 4 F SRS FEATY 5 2F B
AERFANAA LA R A AR R AR TR B R B A R 4 B

M AABH > T R(F)U P hT R E R EEEF A AE e &2 4~ (p<0.01) °

R A AR E 20t GIR R L 2N A P 2 ek e @
AR ARG A AR R ARV A L 24 (1)- A4 & A ‘P~ = (synchronous)
AP P RPN - EHE T 8 (2)- & & “P— =t (group synchronous)
PENGA BB PT o AE BACCHY (Ut REBY)T A - = ; (3)- £ A
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FEAREGL ATV s BAET D LA A T AT GS| g i o
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% i% i (Barbatula barbatula) 7.4 78 Z pF > F 4 B 5 # 4 cndfd > ¥ 4w F pFce d
A ARGl A AR A i B S R LR T

HE 4 B+ FF 2 (Simkovaetal., 2005) -

AT AN ArE B2 R T MG A RN AT i bR R
P W AMBAT R AR A YRR P a A R AR AR TR
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1.63 %2 6.87 z & ;(3)= 3 # (Mature stage): GSI 4 % 6.96;(4) % 33 #} (spent stage) :
GSI /305832 2812 fF od Fifv 4> 2 ppEd2 GSI 2 & F 4p3 £ fp cain
Ao E i GS| X EFET R A AP T S FIE TS ATE

R BB F L HEAHEEY > AR GSI A2 FRANFLE SR FL- o
4. X P TR #*

R B R R ORET 0 R R PR R N A T
(Hepatosomatic Index) & & *FhE Z 2 dME Lt @ 7 5 A MNP s €
SR A FTRG R AL AEREEE Y A ARDE T ATRBETFF EYE
RAFBF fo] (FEREE G A B RL) o Fpt T ”‘iﬂﬂt AL

i B erd % (£,1993) -

42012 & 41 % 2013 & 4 0 BB LAE G B4 AT IS HS| g
P549:10 7 > A KAEARIKT 358 B Al A RS
R EIAAE R TR LA BRK A E T A A RMA TS HS
BT RURIEERAG  BAA B9 A R HSI BB R A RF - Fr R

BB ERE T AN

IR R IR HSI AR E TS mBEIVR A A F
i fR Bh2 & e n| SR A F £ B (p>0.01) > BT Jm ik AT B R B8 R
R L EM R AR B F RS 8 AR AR A AR
BFAEFYI 23 2%hg > ChkbfHEhkihze L enfoalg¥ £ 32 (p>001) 4
bR R SRR R R F S FIRE T AL AN EED

T TR F B T & HSI2-4 e u ki ¥ 7 s 0-1 2%|(p<0.01) > &3k
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21d s HSI 2R FehT g gy B > @ 2L8 358 HSI E~ ¢ o

I~ FLARFEBRIRZM RIFH

PlRihgRRE B R A SR FFARG I F - RF LR T
BEAILFFEA R F %X FF (Khalil, 1969) o berF 2% ? - L, B
P a8 RAERNAR 2 234 o s sk i RHvr et
SEEAR G AR AR F L -ORE g Moo B3y (1994) 4y I F e 08

ARG B 28 A0 chgiR i o 2 e 8 (1996) B s F R R AN
2 3y b 4 9% (Tursiops truncates)fe#: # na/4 9% (Stenrlla attenuata)i & & * 4 fa
¢ 7 ~ P4t (Priacanthidae) . 5f > 8- HF T £ #FBE B HORP F 2 A B EHET
MARARLE I E B X LA FFAEE TS 70.6%(%,1997) 0 Arradaip 4
BANABR L ARADEIRI MARLAF AL FT 382 SRARTF &0

R M

RHAWF THER LI PREAMATI FILARAPTLEL E L P 47
i end 4 (Smith, 1083) o AF %Y Z X L EF L RAMPN F 4BEF R RAPR
Ao AP AR RARRNASEG AR U pd 802 5 Tl Eh
RS A NI AR D R FER LR F A €0 % % B Strgmnes (2003)

AR D ABRT MG AR AT R H AR ST M S RMARS T S

N

S

S AN R FTE AR MAR S L B RME R F 18 nng
Fruzadaomla L FRELEEMEL T 5] F @ E Pl
(Smith, 1978) » Flpt < P A BRE MG P2 B Y TR E d SR F A o
FHRY AFREZLRAF 2 FHERAE F A R[ AT ARy
TR A AARMHA S RAR T 0 2 RAFL RS F L0
¢ (Koie et al., 1995 ; Shih and Jeng, 2001) » j& 5 49§ "a s B end E ¢ B2 o % -

PRFLORBELHZTEG S P RFL AL AT LR &S
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FAE M d o4 8E & (Norris and Overstreet, 1976) » # % 4 5 8 4 24 /s 4

(MacKenzieetal.,,1998) > § /2 4 & » Z 0 RlAGT S =2 J2 4afld 5o 24 F ¢

e\\!-

RAAYTEET AN T AR AL B od WG T RALFLE R
BB G or gl 2 SRR T AT BRE G AT AL B
e

AP A B4R LITIA T 20-400 2 R Rk 0 L REAN > TR S HE
Tk kP RS o 42ipl 245 1 4 (Hippogolossina macrops)# ¢ > 7 & F S F 4
FR A AL H R s F IR % (Oliva, 2004) - @ A48 2 5 o 13355 % b T4

G A BT AL BBEF VAL BAE TN LERREARAEERK

:sn}-

1B RFZ - o FIREERBIVR F oM A AEF T BT

\\?{r

g

(m\&

#
TRELAT AN TR EE AFFEA L PR

4 e

A~ R B rDNA Fi

ERRRE T BN NER R 7 R A - £ S A MY (AN o A N O
o S RABYAFL Ao AL pR o 4 E A AT AR F R
¥R FEL AL G P L (miracidium) ~ #2 ks (sporocyst) ~ F ¥+ (redia)
Eos(cercaria) ~ w2 B - BrEE o B BFE A e 7 4% ~ YR 4g(Prosobranch
snails) ~ " &_% (Gastropoda) 2 % &_4% (Pelecypoda)® » m H % - ¢ FF & 4 firdg

F (molluscs) 2 *TF | B A 7 b & & chF]F o

FIAF A e F A RS lpEp s SR BF AP AR IR T
fap 2% (hybridization) 2 ¥ |4 24 78 (parthenogenesis)sIi % @ & 4 % & § chd 4
e HoEq @8R Fws2 < re(Jousson et al., 1999; Mas-Coma et al., 2001) -
M PCR ¢ ;2 ¥ f#;4- + 2 i* 32 (Sirisinha et al., 1991) » p =0 & 3R L enf % &
FARDFLORFPZE NG RE CREATIRENE B gy oy E 2 (Van

and Thuy, 2008) - # # rDNA ¥ 7 ITS %3 » @ = 3 FT P g J11 & o 4o
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Jousson(1999)F1 * 51+ 3§t 29 #8373 % #(Opecoelidae) :7rDNA & 7| (z 1TS-1-5.8S -
ITS-2) > T RE®RANFAE? FFTHOZHH > FRIMEF2Z (DNA £ R 7 F
(1650~2100 bp) 2. & & _d ** ITS-1 e & % £ #~ 5 B - @ Rohner £ Cribb(2013)
Fi* b2 A58 00 2 ITS-2 B 2[4 8 &% 2 *t /4 & g (goatfish) 2 34 % ez f i
A4 EfE o FEE AN % B 5 o Rokni % 4 (2010)p]4]* PCR-RFLP
SN A R RN R g2 2 X e B (Fasciola hepatica) iz 2 B & 3R B
(Fasciola gigantica)s 7 rDNA ITS-1 i& (" fdsg e > $ %2 Bl g e g >

FHEZA LI AFE NI RS X H*vssﬁ:}zf‘a(fasciolosis)i FHES o

waE R FEFFIY A IDNA 2 ITS 27 % L a2 b ft
(Ascarididae) % % # MM A EFHEFHET > RB G AL B ETLHITRAHF AT
% % & it Jg (Jacobs et al., 1997 ; Shih, 2004 ; Zhu et al., 1998a, 1998b) - 4% 3
AT &5t 5y rDNA B i * ch— #3513 NC5 2 NC2 $#*tm iz g3t f 2 %
§ BIDNAE 7T PCRF o @ #7182 IDNA B 7| 2 & {6 ¢ 3 #%4 ITS-1- % A 5.8S ~
ITS-2 123 384 28S - 4p B A7 7 4 Van &2 Thuy (2008) - #-# @ (Rutilus rutilus) ~
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(Diplostomidae) : & < » & (Diplostomum sp.) 2 Tylodelphys sp.r a6 51+ 3 &

rDNA 7 B0 8- razns fa k% fi(metacercariae) snfa sg -

AP REAIA N 0GR ARS8 2 ITS2 A7 2ok 2 B
BB B oRE L B 5% B o ot ek B 22 Poengeleri(Rohner and Cribb, 2013) 78 4 R
i 0 (e 22 Pseudopecoeloides sp.zo MLb ik o b A= A B w F AT A
g P ¥ ebal4p iy o fe Poengeleri 4v Pseudopecoeloides sp. 2. & 1 @A FL A
Bpod FMEY BRASALZTH DL Ft 2 5 d 384 (DNA B 74 H 4p 5 B

BN

5T AEr 4 Fi- KA
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Taxa Parasite Stage Location in host
Copepoda
Caligus absens adult Gill cavity
Norion priacanthi adult Gill filament
Isopoda
Nerocila sp. adult Tail
Digenea
Pseudopecoeloides tenuis adult Intestine
Syncorpozoum hainanensis  adult Gill cavity
Lecithochiriump priacanthi  adult Stomach
Dupliciporia lantern adult Intestine
Bucephalus sp. adult Intestine
Nematoda
Anisakis typica L3 Abdominal cavity
Anisakis pegreffii L3 Abdominal cavity
Hysterothylacium aduncum L3, L4, adult Stomach
Raphidascaris trichiuri L3, L4, adult Stomach
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24 LBABYL AHE RA R L RE R

. Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean
Site Date . .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance
i A 2012 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03
Jun 31 14 45.2 2.4 1.10
Jul 67 56 83.6 35 2.91
Dec 32 1 3.1 1.0 0.03
2013 Jan 32 1 3.1 1.0 0.03
Apr 64 9 141 2.6 0.36
R A A A RS D Z B 3 ARIEL A B AR L
O oe AR AT ARIEL 2SS B AR F
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. Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean
Site Date . .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2012 Mar 28 2 5.3 1.0 0.05

Apr 29 1 3.4 1.0 0.03

Oct 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

] 2013 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03
FRABRBHRAAFDZ B DY ARERLBRT RAR 2
*F R ABEAANNZHAY MY ARERLBRT RAR L
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FHE M ALRE L St R

. Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean

Site Date . .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2011 Oct 29 2 6.9 1.0 0.07

Dec 30 6 20.0 1.3 0.27

2012 Jan 30 7 23.3 1.9 0.43

Feb 30 8 26.7 1.0 0.27

Mar 28 9 23.7 5.0 1.18

Apr 29 1 3.4 1.0 0.03

May 12 2 16.7 2.0 0.33

Jun 31 10 32.3 2.6 0.84

Jul 67 41 61.2 5.6 3.42

Aug 39 5 12.8 1.0 0.13

Sep 36 3 8.3 1.0 0.08

Oct 30 7 23.3 1.1 0.27

Nov 35 3 8.6 1.7 0.14

Dec 32 6 18.8 1.2 0.22

2013 Jan 32 15 46.9 1.5 0.69

Feb 38 5 13.2 1.2 0.16

Mar 36 19.4 1.6 0.31

Apr 64 8 12.5 3.3 0.41

@ 2011 Oct 32 1 3.1 1.0 0.03

Nov 41 6 14.6 1.2 0.17

2012 Apr 27 11 40.7 1.3 0.52

Nov 30 2 6.47 1.0 0.07

Dec 28 3 10.7 1.3 0.14

2013 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Mar 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

FRABRBRAAADNZHA DY AKRET ST RAR 2
*E e AR AR N B DY AKRET T ARAR S
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. Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean

Site Date i .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2011 Oct 29 1 3.4 1.0 0.03

Dec 30 4 13.3 1.0 0.13

2012 Jan 30 6 20.0 1.3 0.27

Feb 30 4 13.3 1.3 0.17

Mar 28 6 15.8 2.3 0.37

Jun 31 3 9.7 1.7 0.16

Jul 67 5 7.5 1.0 0.07

Aug 39 2 51 1.0 0.05

2013 Jan 32 5 15.6 1.0 0.16

Feb 38 4 10.5 1.0 0.11

Mar 36 1 2.8 1.0 0.03

Apr 64 1 1.56 2.0 0.03

v 3 2011 Nov 41 1 2.4 1.0 0.02

2012 Apr 27 4 14.8 1.2 0.19

Jul 5 1 20.0 1.0 0.20

Nov 30 2 6.7 1.0 0.07

Dec 28 2 7.1 15 0.11

2013 Jan 30 1 3.3 3.0 0.10

Apr 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

FEAABREAANNZ B B AKRES LS RAR L
TR ARBRBEAANNZ B2 FEAKRES A RAR L
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Site Date Sample Infected Prevalence | Meafl Mean
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

A 2011 Oct 29 12 41.4 1.5 0.62
Nov 30 23 76.7 3.9 2.97

Dec 30 23 76.7 2.6 1.97

2012 Jan 30 26 86.7 3.4 2.93
Feb 30 27 90.0 4.6 4.17

Mar 28 32 84.2 2.6 2.16

Apr 29 20 69.0 3.2 2.21

May 12 8 66.7 2.3 1.50

Jun 31 11 35.5 2.8 1.00

Jul 67 36 53.7 3.3 1.76

Aug 39 7 17.9 1.6 0.28

Sep 36 10 27.8 1.6 0.44

Oct 30 15 50.0 1.8 0.90

Nov 35 25 71.4 2.6 1.89

Dec 32 23 71.9 2.5 1.78

2013 Jan 32 15 46.9 2.1 0.97
Feb 38 18 47.4 1.6 0.74

Mar 36 23 63.9 2.2 1.39

Apr 64 14 21.9 1.8 0.39

o @ 2011 Oct 32 1 3.1 1.0 0.03
Nov 41 19 46.3 4.7 2.20

2012 Apr 27 21 77.8 3.3 2.56
Jul 5 3 60.0 7.0 4.20

Sep 31 27 87.1 14.0 12.23

Nov 30 18 60.0 3.9 2.37

Dec 28 12 42.9 4.8 2.04

2013 jan 30 23 76.7 3.0 2.27
Mar 30 24 80.0 3.8 3.07

Apr 30 18 60.0 1.8 1.10
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] Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean

Site Date . .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2011 Dec 30 3 10.0 1.0 0.10

2012 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Feb 30 4 13.3 1.0 0.13

Apr 29 1 3.4 1.0 0.03

May 12 2 16.7 1.0 0.17

Jun 31 1 3.2 1.0 0.03

Aug 39 1 2.6 1.0 0.03

Sep 36 6 16.7 1.0 0.17

Oct 30 5 16.7 1.0 0.17

Nov 35 1 2.9 1.0 0.03

Dec 32 5 15.6 1.0 0.16

2013 Jan 32 1 3.1 1.0 0.03

Mar 36 4 11.1 1.0 0.11

Apr 64 2 3.1 1.0 0.03

= 2011 Nov 41 1 2.4 2.0 0.05

2012 Apr 27 2 7.4 1.0 0.07

Jul 5 1 20.0 1.0 0.20

Apr 31 2 6.5 1.0 0.06

Nov 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

2013 Jan 30 3 10.0 1.0 0.01

Mar 30 8 26.7 1.0 0.27

Apr 30 4 13.3 1.0 0.13

FRAABERAANZEA DY AKRES: EHERAR L
YA aARRAAINZHAY pY AKERS SHESARE L
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IO = A 8

] Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean

Site Date . .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2011 Oct 29 3 10.3 3.3 0.34

Nov 30 1 3.3 5.0 0.17

Dec 30 4 13.3 1.0 0.13

2012 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Feb 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Mar 28 2 5.3 15 0.08

Apr 29 1 34 1.0 0.03

May 12 1 8.3 1.0 0.08

Jun 31 8 25.8 1.9 0.48

Aug 39 3 7.7 1.0 0.08

Sep 36 8 22.2 2.3 0.50

Nov 35 6 17.1 2.2 0.37

Dec 32 2 6.3 5.5 0.34

2013 Jan 32 3 9.4 1.0 0.09

Feb 38 4 10.5 1.5 0.16

Apr 64 7 10.9 4.3 0.47

v @ 2011 Oct 32 2 6.3 1.0 0.06

2012 Apr 27 1 3.7 1.0 0.04

Jul 5 2 40.0 11.5 4.60

Sep 31 1 3.2 3.0 0.10

Nov 30 10 33.3 3.1 1.03

Dec 28 10 35.7 2.3 0.82

2013 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Mar 30 2 23.3 1.9 0.43

Apr 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

XY R A KT
SC Y ]

{ A
3 g

T AR R A R LR R
»inﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁéi
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] Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean
Site Date . .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance
At 2011 Oct 29 1 3.4 1.0 0.03
Dec 30 2 6.7 1.0 0.07
2012 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03
Feb 30 4 13.3 1.3 0.17
Mar 28 6 15.8 1.5 0.24
May 12 2 16.7 1.0 0.17
Jun 31 1 3.2 1.0 0.03
Jul 67 2 3.0 1.5 0.04
Aug 39 4 10.3 1.0 0.10
Nov 35 2 5.7 1.0 0.06
Dec 32 1 3.1 2.0 0.06
2013 Feb 38 1 2.6 1.0 0.03
Mar 36 2 5.6 1.0 0.06
v @ 2012 Nov 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03
2013 Mar 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03
Apr 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03
AR E AR D2 e % X ¥ £ Dupliciporia lantern g 4
*E g AR A A2 B4R > % X & Dupliciporia lantern & %
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] Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean
Site Date . .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance
& 2012 Apr 27 4 14.8 15.8 2.33
2013 Mar 30 2 6.7 16.5 1.10

LA AR A AREL F B AR S
E;L ~L£éq

EAVE
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] Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean

Site Date i .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2012 Mar 28 2.6 1.0 0.03

Apr 29 3.4 2.0 0.07

May 12 8.3 1.0 0.08

Jun 31 11 35.5 3.1 1.10

Jul 67 46 68.7 3.0 2.04

Aug 39 1 2.6 1.0 0.03

Sep 36 4 11.1 1.3 0.14

Oct 30 7 23.3 1.3 0.30

Nov 35 14 40.0 1.3 0.51

Dec 32 8 25.0 1.1 0.28

2013 Jan 32 11 34.4 1.5 0.50

Feb 38 8 21.1 1.4 0.29

Mar 36 16.7 1.0 0.17

Apr 64 18 28.1 1.8 0.52

v @ 2011 Nov 41 1 2.4 1.0 0.02

2012 Apr 27 6 22.2 1.2 0.25

Jul 5 2 40.0 1.5 0.60

Sep 31 5 16.1 1.4 0.23

Nov 30 16 53.3 1.7 0.90

Dec 28 5 17.9 1.0 0.17

2013 Jan 30 6.7 1.0 0.07

Mar 30 8 26.7 1.25 0.33

Apr 30 11 36.7 1.09 0.40

FRABBRARIDN B DY AKRELE R Z
*E R ABRAAINZEA DY AKRELE R E
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72

] Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean

Site Date i .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2012 Jan 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Mar 28 1 2.6 4.0 0.11

Jun 31 1 3.2 2.0 0.06

Jul 67 2 3.0 1.0 0.03

Nov 35 3 8.6 1.0 0.09

2013 Jan 32 1 3.1 1.0 0.03

Feb 38 6 15.8 1.0 0.16

@ 2011 Nov 41 5 12.2 1.4 0.17

2012 Apr 27 9 33.3 2.1 0.70

Jul 5 80.0 2.0 1.60

Sep 31 22 71.0 3.3 2.32

Nov 30 20 66.7 3.1 2.07

Dec 28 5 17.9 1.4 0.25

2013 Jan 30 13 43.3 2.2 0.93

Mar 30 13 43.3 2.2 0.97

Apr 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

*RAAEEBRAANNZHAY DR AKRIEL AR RS
*T e ABERARI N Z B Y AKRIEALE R S
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] Sample Infected Prevalence Mean Mean
Site Date i .
no. no. (%) intensity abundance

i A 2011 Jan 30 2 6.7 1.0 0.07

Feb 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Mar 28 2 5.3 1.0 0.05

Apr 29 3 10.3 1.0 0.10

Jun 31 2 6.5 1.0 0.06

Aug 39 1 2.6 1.0 0.03

Oct 30 1 3.3 1.0 0.03

Nov 35 1 2.9 1.0 0.03

Dec 32 1 3.1 1.0 0.03

2013 Feb 38 3 7.9 1.0 0.08

Apr 64 1 1.6 1.0 0.02

= 2012 Dec 28 1 3.6 1.0 0.04

2013 Mar 30 1 3.6 1.0 0.04
FAABBRARINZEAT DY AKBER T LE R L
*E R AR AAI N B Y AKRER T KERZ
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: E S|
Parasite taxon
P(%) MA P(%) MA

COPEPODA

Caligus absens 20.5 0.42° 19.7 0.26°

Norion priacanthi 2.2 0.03° 32.4° 0.82°
ISOPODA

Nerocila sp. 2.7 0.03 0.7 0.01
DIGENIA

Pseudopecoeloides tenuis 55.1 1.50° 58.5 3.10°

Syncorpozoum hainanensis 55 0.06 7.8 0.08

Lecithochiriump priacanthi 8.2 0.19 12.7 0.35

Dupliciporia lantern 4.5 0.05 1.1 0.01

Bucephalus sp. 0 0 2.1 0.34
NEMATODA

Anisakis typica 12.3° 0.38° 0P 0P

Anisakis pegreffii 0.6 0.01 0.4 0.004

Hysterothylacium aduncum 21.7° 0.64° 8.8" 0.11°

Raphidascaris trichiuri 6.3 0.08 4.2 0.06

A ERC AT RAF S A A REST G EYF LR (p<0.01)
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Site Age Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
(yr) no. (%) intensity abundance

i 1-<2 36 19.4° 1.9 0.19
2-<3 63 44.4° 1.5 0.67
3-<4 411 57.4" 2.9 1.64
4-<5 150 63.3%° 3.3 1.79
5-<6 8 25.0° 55 1.38

= 0-<1 1 100 5.0 5.00
1-<2 3 0f 0 0
2-<3 30 6.7" 1.0 0.07
3-<4 92 51.1% 2.8 1.43
4-<5 136 73.5% 6.5 4.78
5-<6 21 71.4° 6.0 4.29
6-<7 1 100 2.0 2.00

* Fﬁ?jﬁfu(a\b\c‘d‘e‘f)‘?’r’%,; ‘_‘s_B_Fé&’ﬁ &El‘féﬂ(p<001)
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Site Age Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
(yr) no. (%) intensity abundance

A 1-<2 36 o 0P 0°
2-<3 63 1.6° 2.0° 0.03"
3-<4 411 9.0° 2.9% 0.26"
4-<5 150 28.0° 3.2° 0.90%
5-<6 8 37.5° 3.7° 1.38°

7o 0-<1 1 0 0 0
1-<2 3 0P 0P 0°
2-<3 30 0 o o
3-<4 92 0° 0P 0°
4-<5 136 0° 0P 0
5-<6 21 0 0P 0°
6-<7 1 0 0 0
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Site Age Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
(yr) no. (%) intensity abundance

A 1-<2 36 11.1% 1.0 0.11
2-<3 63 15.9° 1.2 0.19
3-<4 411 20.2° 2.8 0.57
4-<5 150 30.0° 3.8 1.13
5-<6 8 37.5° 3.3 1.25

o oa 0-<1 1 0 0 0
1-<2 3 0° 0 0
2-<3 30 3.3° 1.0 0.03
3-<4 92 17.4° 1.2 0.21
4-<5 136 5.1° 1.3 0.06
5-<6 21 4.8° 1.0 0.05
6-<7 1 0 0 0

I GNP )T LA w4 A F £ B (p<0.01)
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Site Age Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
(yr) no. (%) intensity abundance

A 1-<2 36 2.8° 1.0° 0.03°
2-<3 63 7.9° 1.4° 0.11°
3-<4 411 18.0° 1.9° 0.34%
4-<5 150 36.0° 2.3 0.84%
5-<6 8 37.5° 3.3 1.25°%

7o 0-<1 1 0 0 0
1-<2 3 0° 0P 0
2-<3 30 0° 0P o
3-<4 92 9.8 1.0° 0.10°
4-<5 136 28.7° 1.3 0.36%
5-<6 21 38.1° 2.0 0.76%
6-<7 1 0 0 0
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Site Age Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
(yr) no. (%) intensity abundance

A 1-<2 36 o 0 0
2-<3 63 9.5¢ 1.0 0.03°
3-<4 411 1.5¢ 15 0.03°
4-<5 150 2.0¢ 1.3 0.01°
5-<6 8 o 0 0

7% 0-<1 0 0 0
1-<2 0 0 0
2-<3 30 3.3¢ 1.0 0.03"°
3-<4 92 20.7° 1.9 0.39°
4-<5 136 41.9° 2.4 1.00°
5-<6 21 71.4° 4.0 2.86°
6-<7 0 0 0

A AEC YW h - w4 EE LB (p<0.01)
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g A a
Parastic 3 / o
tazon
P% MA P% MA P% MA P% MA
P. tenuis 57.3%® 1.6° 53.3% 1.4° 62.5° 3.5% 47 .4 2.1°
A. typica 7.1% 0.2 16.3° 0.5° o 0 o o
H. aduncum 23.0° 0.6 20.7° 0.7 8.7" 0.1 9.2 0.1
C. absens 17.0 0.3 23.4 0.5 19.7 0.3 19.7 0.3
N. priacanthi  1.3° 0.02° 3.0° 0.03° 34.6° 0.8° 26.3° 0.9°

2 G )T AR AR A Sl 2 T w4 A F LB (p<0.01)
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Site S| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 577 55.1° 2.7 1.51
1-<2 67 59.7° 2.6 1.52
2-<3 9 22.2° 5.5 1.22
3-<4 9 44 4° 2.8 1.22
4-<5 3 66.7° 1.0 0.67
5-<6 1 0 0 0
6-<7 2 100 2.5 2.5

7o 0-<1 144 45.1° 7.6 3.45
1-<2 81 75.3° 4.5 3.42
2-<3 44 72.7° 2.9 2.14
3-<4 10 60.0° 1.8 1.10
4-<5 4 50.0% 1.0 0.50
5-<6 0 0 0 0
6-<7 1 0 0 0

A BB T L - w4 B 4 B (p<0.01)
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Site S| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 577 13.9° 3.2 0.44
1-<2 67 3.0° 1.0 0.03
2-<3 9 0° 0 0
3-<4 9 0° 0 0
4-<5 3 0° 0 0
5-<6 1 0 0 0
6-<7 2 0° 0 0

- 0-<1 144 0° 0 0
1-<2 81 0° 0 0
2-<3 44 0° 0 0
3-<4 10 0° 0 0
4-<5 4 0° 0 0
5-<6 0 0 0 0
6-<7 1 0 0 0

I GNP O)T A - B F AF £ B (p<0.01)
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Site S| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 577 22.2° 3.0 0.67
1-<2 67 19.4" 2.8 0.54
2-<3 9 44.4° 1.5 0.67
3-<4 9 0 0 0
4-<5 3 0 0 0
5-<6 1 0 0 0
6-<7 2 0 0 0

7o 0-<1 144 7.6° 1.2 0.09
1-<2 81 8.6¢ 1.0 0.09
2-<3 44 11.4% 1.2 0.14
3-<4 10 o 0 0
4-<5 4 50.0° 2.0 1.0
5-<6 0 0 0 0
6-<7 1 0 0 0

*2 e B EEP YL - w4 % £ B (p<0.01)
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Site S| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 577 21.8" 2.1 0.46
1-<2 67 14.9° 1.5 0.22
2-<3 9 0 0 0
3-<4 9 0 0 0
4-<5 3 0 0 0
5-<6 1 0 0 0
6-<7 2 11.1° 1.0 0.11

7o 0-<1 144 14.6° 1.3 0.19
1-<2 81 19.8" 1.5 0.30
2-<3 44 27.3° 1.3 0.34
3-<4 10 60.0° 1.0 0.60
4-<5 4 25.0° 1.0 0.25
5-<6 0 0 0 0
6-<7 1 0 0 0

*2 e B EEP YL - w4 % £ B (p<0.01)
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.27 ~ P GSI ¥ X 25 4 3 2 B4 2 ¥ i

Site S| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 577 2.6° 1.3 0.03
1-<2 67 o 0 0
2-<3 9 0 0 0
3-<4 9 0 0 0
4-<5 3 0 0 0
5-<6 1 0 0 0
6-<7 2 0 0 0

7o 0-<1 144 27.1° 2.3 0.63
1-<2 81 42.0% 2.6 1.10
2-<3 44 31.8" 2.7 0.86
3-<4 10 20.0° 4.0 0.80
4-<5 4 50.0° 2.5 1.25
5-<6 0 0 0 0
6-<7 1 100 2.0 2.00

A AEC YT h - m G B E LB (p<0.01)
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#:28 < i HSI &2 s G 33t v B 2 B 4 Sodicv i)

Site HS| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 8 25.0° 15 0.38"
1-<2 207 47.8° 2.3 1.10®
2-<3 156 51.3° 2.2 1.13%
3-<4 93 43.0° 3.1 1.32%
4-<5 16 25.0° 3.0 0.75%
5-<6 1 0 0 0

- 0-<1 18 55.6° 3.2 1.78%
1-<2 135 74.8° 5.6 4.18%
2-<3 52 55.8° 5.4 3.04%
3-<4 100 6.0 4.00°

A BEC YW h - w4 aE LB (p<0.01)
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£29 « pef HSI 22 2 A5 B S 2 B 4 S8t )

Site HS| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 8 12.5" 1.0 0.13
1-<2 207 7.7% 35 0.27
2-<3 156 25.0° 35 0.88
3-<4 93 20.4% 2.7 0.56
4-<5 16 25.0° 1.5 0.38
5-<6 1 0 0 0

7o 0-<1 18 o 0 0
1-<2 135 o 0 0
2-<3 52 o 0 0
3-<4 o 0 0

A BEC YW h - w4 aE LB (p<0.01)
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#30 ~ P HSI 25 497 g A 2 B % 80t )

Site HS| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 8 25.0° 1.5 0.38
1-<2 207 21.3% 2.9 0.61
2-<3 156 28.8° 3.2 0.92
3-<4 93 20.4% 3.3 0.68
4-<5 16 18.8%° 5.7 1.06
5-<6 1 0 0 0

7o 0-<1 18 o 0 0
1-<2 135 8.9% 1.2 0.10
2-<3 52 11.5™ 1.3 0.15
3-<4 0 0 0

6
A BEC YW h - w4 aE LB (p<0.01)
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231 ~ P HSI 2 4 3 2 B 4 S8t

Site HS| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 8 25.0° 15 0.38
1-<2 207 19.3% 1.6 0.31
2-<3 156 35.9° 2.2 0.79
3-<4 93 35.5° 2.4 0.84
4-<5 16 31.3% 2.8 0.88
5-<6 1 0 0 0

7o 0-<1 18 33.3% 15 0.50
1-<2 135 24.4" 1.2 0.30
2-<3 52 26.9%° 1.4 0.37
3-<4 11.1¢ 2.0 0.22

A BEC YW h - w4 aE LB (p<0.01)
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232 < pefd HSI & 42 6 f 2 | 3 St i

Site HS| Sample Prevalence Mean Mean
no. (%) intensity abundance

A 0-<1 8 12.5 1.0 0.13°
1-<2 207 3.4% 1.0 0.03°
2-<3 156 2.6% 1.0 0.03°
3-<4 93 1.1° 2.0 0.02¢
4-<5 16 0° 0 0°
5-<6 1 0 0 0

7% 0-<1 18 33.3° 1.3 0.44°
1-<2 135 34.1° 2.7 0.93%°
2-<3 52 57.7° 2.9 1.65°
3-<4 6 83.3 1.4 1.17%*

I GNP NN WL - w4 i £ B (p<0.01)
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233 LA B ARMEASRT RABRNAS 4 A

. A. typica A. pegreffii
Site L3 assayed / L3 harvested
Sample no. % Sample no. %
i A 59/259 55 93 4 7
v @ 1/1 0 0 1 100
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B13. - px 4 & 2 £ (Fork length,FL):p| & B -
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B4.3 A% A RAFF LY = 8 % F 275 & # - (A) Anisakis typica ; (B)
Hysterothylacium aduncum ; (C) Raphidascaris trichiuri ; (D) Hysterothylacium
aduncume 3¢ #%77 *ic: Intestinal caecum;v: Ventriculus;va: Ventricular Appendage;
Scale bars : A=0.2 mm ; B=0.15mm ; C=0.05 mm ; D=0.01 mm -
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B]5. s % 55 3¢ v B (Pseudopecoeloides tenuis) - 3tk p ~ M5 « (A)RA %L ¢ &
(B)# ¢ 84+ o g #%o7 * 1.v x4 (Oral sucker) 2.7z == 4 (Ventral sucker) 3.+ ¥
(Uterus) 4. % ¢ (Testes) - Scale bars : 3 mm -
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B6. /4 = & %8 g% 2 (Syncorpozoum hainanensis) » kb ~ PR fir - (A)E PN A
o BERY S (C)F%F 435 Scalebars : A=1mm ; B=1 mm ; C=5mm -
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B17. < P f 4p 9% fy (Lecithochiriump priacanthi) - # $5 f < Bt § 3% (A) K % 4
2 B)# ¢ e~ o g thor ¢ 1.r x4 (Oral sucker) 2.7+ 4% (Ventral sucker) 3.
% 1 (Testes) 4.+ ¥ (Uterus) 5.%F i (Ovary) 6.7 § ﬁ'{(yolk gland) - Scale bars : 0.5

mm e
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18. # 7 v 5 (Zoogonidae) Dupliciporia lantern o Rtk p ~ Pef 3 3E - (A)A %
¢ AHIEAIB)r xE g2 (C)F 4 & Ltk - Hd #or 11 =45 (Oral sucker)
2. @ if (Oesophagus) 3.7 4 (Ventral sucker) 4.¢F i (Ovary) 5.% 1 (Testes) 6.+ ¥
(Uterus) - Scale bars : A=0.25 mm ; B=0.25 mm ; C=0.5mm -
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B19. £ & = fi (Bucephalidae)(Bucephalus sp.) o #ktk i <~ Pef 5 ig o (A)A % 4
B (B)# ¢ 84~ i R 11 v =5 (Oral sucker) 2.47 & (Ovary) 3. % 1 (Testes) e
Scale bars : 0.5 mm -
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] 10. 4. # (Caligus absens) - fxtc p * P @ieeE - (AL w ; (B)F o -
Scale bars : 1 mm -
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B11.  « 254 # (Norion priacanthi) - 3 p = Pt st o (A)F % 4§25
B)A % # ) 5 (C)At8 L] - Scale bars : A=0.5cm ; B=1 mm ; C=1 mm -
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®l12. % ok # (Nerocilasp.)e: p = Pefit & A3 (A)~(C)F %R 4 575
(D)A % 5 (E)A LR -
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i8] 20. AFEAERT RABFAF =P % A2 PCR-RFLP T /A B-(A)PCR & 4 ;
(B)PCR Z # & Hhal i=* ;(C)PCR A 4= 5 Hinfl it * -Lanel:A. pegreffii;Lane2 :
A. typica - M : 100 bp ladder maker -
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— 1180

500 —

B121. iz dgite B rDNA 22 PCR 7 /A Bl-Lanel:PCR 2 # ; M:100 bp ladder
maker o
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P.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pseudopecoeloides.

Opecoelidae

P.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pseudopecceloides.

Opecocelidae

F.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pseudopecceloides.

Opecoelidae

F.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pseudopecoeloides.

Opecoelidae

P.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pzeudopecoeloides.

Opecoelidae

P.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pzeudopecoeloides.

Opecoelidae

P.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pseudopecoeloides.

Opecoelidae

F.tenuis
P.engeleri

Pseudopecceloides.

Opecocelidae

F.tenuis
P.engeleri

Fseudopecoeloides.

Opecoelidae

3p.

ap.

ap.

ap.

sp.

sp.

3p.

ap.

ap.

®l22.

r< oc

TACRACTCTRAGCGGT GEATCACTCGECTCGT GTGICGAT GRARGAGIGCR
TAl-———-———- CGGIGEATCACGIGECTAGTIGTGICGAT GARGRAGIGCR
TAC-———-———- CGETGGATCACGT GECTART GTGTCGAT GARGAGCGE]
TACAACTCTGAGCGEIGEATCACTCGECICGIGTGICEAT GRAGRAGIGCR
EETs FREEEF AR RhRd Ak krRhhdhhiiiksisid

GCCAACTGIGIGAATTCAT T GRACT GCATGCTCATTTGRAACATCGACTT
GOCRARCTGTGTGAATTCATGTGARACTGCATGCTCATITGRACATCGACTT
GCCRACTGIGTGARTTCATGT GAACTGCATGCTCATITGRACATCGACTT
GCCARCTGTGTGAACTCATGTGARACTGCATGCTCATITGRACATCGACTT

S A s s s ]

ITCGRACGCARATTGCGGECCACGEEITARCCCGTHECCRCE uIaIIuaA
ITCGRACGCARATTGCGECCACGEEITARCCCGTFRCCACETCTSTIC
ITCGRACGCARATTGCGECCACGEEITARCCCGTGECCACGICTGTIC
TTCGRACGCACATTGCGECCACGRETTARCCCGTFFCCACETCTRTIC

Lol
N s e S R SR

GOGITGGITTATARACTATCACGRACGCCCCTARAGTCETGECCTGFEICT 200
GCGITGGITTATAARACTATCACGRACGCCCATARAGTCSTGECCTGEETICT 191
GOGITGGITTATARACTATCACGRACGCCCATARAGTCGTGECCTGFEICT 191
GIGITGGITTATAARACTATCACGRACGCCCATARAGTCSTGECCTGFETICT 200

d RERFERRRFEIRRFERRFETRRETIRGET R AR R Ad Rk drhkrkh ki had

IGCCAGCCGACATGATTTICTCCTGICTOGTL
GCCAGCCGACATGATTICTCCTGICTICGICACGFEAGCGTCGEATCTAT
IGCCAGCCGACGTGATTICTCCTGICTCGT CACGFRAGT GTCGEATCTAT
GCCAGCCGECGTGATTITICTCC

EEFERFTEET K FFEARFFEAIFFIAIFFAIRFNIF AT FRT F FErEkFr A A AR

GECITITCCTICAATGTATCCAGRACGCGTACCGOGFICCTICGEEETCALG
GECITITCCICAATGTATCCAGACGCGTACCGLGECCCTICGEEETCACG
GECITITCCICAATGTATCCAGACGCGTACCGOGRCCCTICGEEETCALG
GECITITCCTITAATGIATCCAGRCGCETACCGLOGFCCCTICGEEETCACG

hEEkE R TR ETF REFEREFRETRFIET R AR TR A A TR E FREkEArhkr Gk ihkard i e d

CGGAGTCGTGECTTARTGTA-—-TATATATATGATIGRATAT
CEEAGICGTIGECTI AT GTA-—-TATE———-TGATIGRARTAT
GFCGGAGTCGTGECTTARTATG-—-TATE———-TGATCGRR—-T
IGCGECGECEEAGTICEIGECTTARTGTIGETTATATATATATATARR T
R LT T T T T T T T ETT T * % *

GCACGCICTGICATCGCGARATGTCTGATGATTACCCTATARGTGCCTICG
GCACGCICTGTICATCGCGARATGTCTGAT GATTACCATATRARGTGCCTCG
GCACGCICTGICATCGCARRRTGTCTGACGACTACCTICATARGTGCCTIG
GCACGCTICTGTICATCGCARRRTGTCTGATGATTACTCTATGAGCGCCTIG

FREERFEF IR I R AT FrrhEEEEhd kd kEw FE kk kREEE &

GCGCTTCCC

GCGCTTCCC

TGCECITCCC
CGCECTITCCC
dhEkkEhE AR

(s BEIV R B 5.8S 3 ITS-2 A 74t i o
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CEEEAGCGTCEEATCTAT 25

IaICIua CACGGGAGTIGCCGGATICTAT 2



f®23.

e O FrILIS

— O erngefer’

Psoudopecoeloides sp.

——— necoclidae gen. sp.

SR AEIVER B 2 KA T o
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