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% 4 EA @t 45 7. (Sicyopterus lagocephalus) = = &% 53| (amphidromy) 4. %5 > &
Aokgia k2 Biwps s B o4 d B g - B A BRL e A7 2008 £
97 3 2009 £ 11 " B » & 1 34 A K L RIER T ALRIH 1)E P e L
A2 AR DFEHEA BPENE SR e BT kA o 1
B (R T~ R B2 A F (BT ) A 4T 0 fie & H IR
Bl MEFEFREATAL LRPEARY A E Fo ferdnd A el > T
17318 5258 (pelagic larval duration)sips 32 £ 8 2 H ¥ i engf AL o

SENT AL RIEDOT I LG 2EACI BB Y G B A o
HbmELiEp Fid, L& F¢ 309 % 5212:00 - 15:00 PFE o G2 BB ¢ 3R AL 0 3
REOBEABHT 2 5T BHETIFE DSBS BYE LS - HPLYI S = &
(PL2)~ 1 2 fa e — H (1) fo® = H U2 2 £ 4 (A) > + e B E Bp A
etk AL e L IR B d w2 i (terminal) g % = =t =3 = (inferior) ; & $RA5k d
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mm,n=99) » Tiop & 5 115 % (£ 84162 X, n=49) » Lo+ £ F 5 0.23
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Bpho @ BT ALETI G A RG] M EF R G o 3 PLD 824 2

HE ARG o KA B TRAR G T e AF 7 3 1 80 FRARE L
Er A GER B PR BT aw R AR e R

BaEs @ A e s TR R R P AU A AR

-



Abstract

Sicyopterus lagocephalus (Gobiidae: Sicydiinae) is an amphidromous goby and
the basic details about its early life history like the duration of pelagic larval stage is
still a mystery. In this study, we have used of the otolith microstructure (daily growth
increments, metamorphosis check, and increment width) and microchemistry (Sr/Ca
ratio) of S. lagocephalus collected from 2 stations in the lower reaches of Hsiukuluan
River and from Nanao and Lanyu in eastern Taiwan to understand its early life history,
dispersal ,and recruitment dynamics.

The results showed that S. lagocephalus has a whole-year spawning and
recruitment period. Recruitment time occurs mostly during the day with the peak at
around 15:40. Based on external morphology, the specimens were characterized into
five stages: post-larval stages PL1, PL2; juvenile stages J1, J2 and adult stage (A).
PL1 stage individuals were mostly found in station 1 (93%) while J1 stage individuals
in station 2 (78%). The total length of S. lagocephalus at recruitment to the estuary of
Hsiukuluan River were 27.7 mm (range 25.6-29.8 mm, n = 95) with daily age at about
115 days (range 84-162 days, n = 49), and somatic growth rate at about 0.23 mm/d
(range 0.2-0.27 mm/d, n = 49). No significant differentiation among seasons were
observed (p>0.05). The growth rate was slow at the beginning of larval life; it

increased first and then decrease until recruitment to the freshwater. It increased again
iii



after the deposition of the metamorphosis check but exhibited asymmetrical growth

afterwards. The otolith Sr/Ca ratio in the core was low at the beginning of larval life

and it then drastically increase as the fish migrates toward the sea. It will start to

decrease as soon as the fish migrates back to the freshwater. Also, there was a

geographic decline in the length at recruitment and PLD of S. lagocephalus larvae

from south to north in eastern Taiwan. This study has allowed us to improve our

knowledge on the early life history and recruitment dynamics of this species, and help

managers to implement conservation methods.

Key words : amphidromous, Sicyopterus lagocephalus, otolith daily growth increment,

Sr/Ca ratio, early life history
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1. @ 4w 3 adiad s g Bk

AW AFR PR -FPAEFTEE > F-o 2 e BB FLHE W
(migration) o 7 & 2. v % ﬁ@\pﬁ¢wmﬁl@Mmmw’*?@¢%0mﬂ
@0 5] (anadromy) 0 GldrkE . AR ERB Y 4 R A P AP (2 a S

3] (catadromy) » Gldeid k@B tim ¢ 4 E s @ tsw RS A P Ao(3)F Hiw i

P

A (amphidromy)#& L 45> fd -k &5 k2 w5 @ Hw g p 07 4%
Myers (1949)¥t 7 v 2541 445 ™ 7 P ageha s t () itk ? 2 £ ~ 29>
L S ()it 2 il A N SEFCRIEB TR C 0 A BKRE S ()R
A EARFES AL - EFERF R T FAD VT RAEEDPILELE (D)
PO e ATENFr o RESAAPFERRLL BF (5) AP P S
EIARAT RAFBLFL S 0)F LG ERBI T IFARMPEA P
(Herre, 1953 ; Ego, 1956 ; Kido and Heacock, 1991 ; Iguchi et al., 1998) > iz = & 7 ¢
RwPERAa o S Rw A A AR ZA T HRAFELEF D e %o B T
s 3 b 50 § AR oo ¢ 454 & fL(Plecoglossidae) > = 5 4. 4 (Galaxiidae)
i &4 1 (Prototroctidae) - 4% @ 44 (Eleotridae) » ™ 2 &7 7 F & 45 31 R 7L A2

(Gobiidae) % (McDowall, 1988) = e 4+ H # & g #ravindp g § 'L o

2. LHAMCLA AN Y B BLEE

SR EBF-TRFIR R FIEFE R Lenmmiw 5 A8 Frj i
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#5744 (Gobiidae) 5 2 /a F g ag e o ficE B 5 R L - 1 5 iE 20004044
2R SEEN A RA LR DREE o B EY Ly 8 L TR
(Rhinogobius Gill, 1859) = A £ 7. § (Sicyopterus Gill, 1860) - st & 4§ 4. sz %8 4] ]
B X AL ERTERE S ERPOGARLI B AR DF R AT F

-

-p

SE AR TR T B A E Y 2 REFFERT 2 6 Ty BHK
(%, 1997 ; Tzeng et al., 1998 ; 4, 2001 ; +k, 2009) -

AL AR 1 A 5 R hE B4 4R (ichthyoplankton) - H %3 chif 4t
B aiE R kA F % 2 ¢ 4 anBf % (Lobel and Robinson, 1986, 1988) - 5 % &
A2 312 (Kuroshio) s 58« Bp Fl g s i5fe S RFF - RT3 2 16 8

MEFES R A @0 LR BEETERL RS 0 SR ER

(North Equatorial Current)shiim o % 2 jnin S S8 dRpr > 2ot d = 1 s
W IR~ ;;%;a%, ¥- & 339k ’hi—gf;,?ﬁ‘\ﬁ_% IR ;% zZ @EJ‘%, LN 2

26° F)p g A M 0 P Aind o AR - F LT d B AN 0 R AT
AR P TR A A - B RS SRS PR RS

PEYIERL & B AT -

3. WA L IRAI g 2 24 R R PR

% % BA ft 45 7 (Sicyopterus lagocephalus)(Fig.1) » &4 %5+ B0 8+ 4 %
(Osteichthyes) » # 75 B (Perciformes) » 4 7. & P (Gobioidei) > #& 7 #* (Gobiidae) -
EAds 4R L 37 4 (Sicydiinae) » BAg 4R L (Sicyopterus) © & it Bkt 24 fE(1T
%,1999) o A s HE Niedd TP L AciT AP A B4R L (Sicyopterus
japonicus)( % ,1986a;® ¥,1993; mt % = ,1999) o 47| + > & g AHur £ > W LN
ERFHR BRI R  FINH RS AR /T A - 2 %
P AFEE B aBEe v T EEE P P ERRTERERN S TAE
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VoA A MG K- R R 0 ) 4 e g (sucker) 0tk FRPT 7 5]

THEd ~ PR P 5o gkifue L > Tz
P T AZE R - AT R B - PG LI s AR e 9 iRl F 19~20
1R o ppieenh A2 RS N AR Sapadpd Ao B AR
X R A S ) Ko S RER L VAT R SO
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PRI RER G ERAER
R EBEHBLPEOL SRR BHRALE T I R
EE R PR RIS o PR 2 B B EF G o
R BRI B R TSR o
oo A TR RROEa i 5 T RREE o SRR Ty
CBRERAGLE Tfed L TAFY ARG RANEN E N EY G
¢ " Bleeker | ~ i 3% 0 [ Bichiques ,~ & F < TEpon | ¥ % % o < g4 & /120 4
S8 2Bk A BHELIO A AR LS TN R LT ER Bl a P
BFZLTRIE Fenbi@Es & 0PT LA 3 0 fek B EIER b4
e £ %(Fang etal., 1999) 2 j& ¢ j% (% , 1986b) % -k i i PeefuEin e o ¥
ﬂ#iﬁ%ﬁv&ﬁ%i%%¢%&ﬁ%ﬁ°
BOREARAE LA E R Ao Fig.2 Ao L AN d - E SR AHRIVAE DR E
PR N7 A Py I8y 3 (Keith, 2003) > 7 ] % 0] 3k 2 4 A5 (Manacop, 1953 ;
Yamasaki, 2005) - “F %4 F > F B K R en4k g+ (Mizuno, 1960) > I d 2 4 5 2-3 %
R P fg it > MR ECTF do(larvae) F B PFiA Gy 4 0 MEEFRGUELF T 0 B xR
AR GRS A8 R (ichthyoplankton community) (Radtke et al., 1988) - #
— BpE B ehs 33258 (pelagic larval duration, PLD) 2 &2 60 € w 3@ v Tt
= % ix (metamorphosis) I = # 477 ' + j#(Keith et al., 2005 ; Berrebi et al., 2006) -
BPELRRDNFIFFRE AP S Y BB PR AT BRI BRI
£ % (Bell et al, 1995) » & 7 51 i 3 vR F]F+ ¢ BB H 4o » # & (recruitment
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dynamic) » B % {9 #rded 2 o

4. AEAW A ELE ] HE RS

-

e R S R RE R R EE T

FEiAg BBl it # K 12 (pelagic) & % £ 1% (demersal) 4. 55 » 74~ #p
AHRCFEEH - EFFY DR ANRE N H R L FLE S SATh R o I
.aﬁ%ﬁggw%@»ﬁ?%#%ﬁ@ﬁwbﬁwwiﬁw <8 £ 90% 12 b oo d
T fa g RECE A F E - fEARE e PR 0 X R R R 254 iR 2] (Hernandez-
Miranda et al., 2003) e F]pt > & jifois 5 iz e it 2 EBiEw okl 4 fen &
H IR N s P o B ehg J,;K? -3 2 mﬁ;f]g 3 %% % (Blaber,
1980 ; Tzeng and Wang, 1993 ; Govoni and Pietrafesa, 1994) o p* ¢t » i f& g c5odc »
7 % (recruitment behavior) » # /& i*x € £ & 4 (Boehlert and Mundy, 1988 ;
Cowen et al., 1993) o F]yt » By f# d 87 crod= B e 5 ¥ 3 f& A FE b » B AT
b PR AR ES iR 2 A E TR E o
WA REAA L S A R R h AP TR EM R B R A
BOEAFR AR 2P T AARREFTY c AR FART AR L P T
DNHEDFAR ARFAYLAHEE FHABRT L FF AT (%, 2001) >
WA R A E LT R R r Bhro 2 d TP A A AR )  REE
PRBERIERY A B and BT o BiakT 2> 1% BOHER - T
A P HRFIREZ I AP ANT L AL TR R ERTL
FIEL o FlPt 0 F 4 R RIEEARY DT L - B RY ARBIFR o B gﬁ%f#m
AR T UFERBRBARCHA DI EAHROAFEI L Fu SR
A RREEE N BRI DR TP A A I G R e EST AR
At el e AR RGE S FRT  mEAHFR) B2 AT o d

PR FEFRESNL A NG XSG DET R RIFN RE AR FEAE
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A A e B A G RN IR m P HER R TR oA M g g e 2 o
BF AT RNERRE - DV HTEGY UL S A ) XY ERRE o Fa
Ty HAH A EY o i E k> d 3 AR A B o4 47 B 8 (Secor, 1992
Campana, 1999 ; Begg et al., 2005 ; Campana, 2005) - #2 F fichm i 4 & Hojhe e i3
fag it A p RS FRABFHEI P A PREASD A FEL AL
(Pannella, 1971 ; Tzeng, 1990 ; Cheng and Tzeng, 1996 ; Shen and Tzeng, 2002 ;
Meisfjord et al., 2006) > B % } crjici* § > se e dk g 8548 2 B K P aiw 5 B
21 4 (Tzeng and Tsai, 1994 ; Severin et al., 1995 ; Turan, 2006 ; Rutten berg and
Warner, 2006) > £ A B fx g 5= 80 2 55 AT EPRTRAS o Bl > AR R A Y 3R
AR TG R MY F cha 4T HOR KB fR R RIAGAROL AL A e B A

R B ERE o

5. BT AAGAYLFLFY DR

2 % (oolith) XA & 48473 0l 2 o fIT R AL FHTEZ Py RL
E1A, X HhE LR P o# I 1/»'I‘1£?1J }.l—,’fﬂﬁﬁr‘nl“§ % kw

o H w PFIRE o A AE P 2 (inner ear) chuk B CE Lk Si(membranous labyrinth system)

B3 ApEE X g o 4wl E_FIF] 4 (Utr, utriculus vestibule) ~ 3§ 4 (Sac,

I

sacculus vestibule){= % % (Lag, lagena vestibule) » % oci& i = i erp 38> 5 = $4p

e g en® 7 —g@ 7 (lapillus) ~ = & 7 (sagitta)f- & ;& % (asteriscus) (Secor et al., 1992)

-

FPOURREE o At BT A REFT o AR AR E s o
FFZR I FARRDRES £ R A LLRE KL wre(haircell)s a4 > 34
A 2 T greni® * (Jennings et al., 2001 ; Mori et al., 2001) - B 7 3§ ~ & - fa 24
R R e ) R 2 e + (Accretionary growth) #7i¢ = % % » R w2 & B eh
M £ B4 e (Simkiss, 1974) @ # g iG> B 7 ymsk (0% LR 2§
F AR K iER 4 o Hunt (1992)4cit 3]0 B £ ek o] 2 g R eh o] (2 FEEE -
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LX) PRI A and fphEf o s ﬁ}b{;m VIR R T ehE(p)iGA; S e T
e wde s & ()@ A < o gt b B2 g WL v EEM T FIfE
BARBE I Fa LR > FIP L VO AN T RAEZEZE A EL
(Campana, 1990) -
5138 Fjicim iz

Pannella (1971) &g % & 58 cnB 7 ¢ BLE D] P DB 1S > 4 87 &0
T FHREDIUD S E e a BB I LT A dganp #(Campana & Neilson,
1985) ~ 4 & € FEf % it (Compana, 1984) ~ 4~ #p = & F (Volk et al., 1984) ~ 4v » £
Frsv= I (Healey, 1982) % % g #g4H 2 F 2 2 > 7 - B A7 - BATD
2R GHATITFELI I RFFERERE PTG A bl X
24 ] PEFHHEOD R 0 I §)F T SRS G0 F B FHES K
BEZ XL Fasad BRA ()G ALHEITMmEsE SR 3L
Sl 5 REF R BT B 7 Arip < chp 4 (light band) 2 £ 5
= & 7 (incremental zone) ; (2)4p & > A& AR A PFRATHR A BhE X T % > B L 5
foeniE B EM o 3 Tk E R 4 0 A5 w F (dark band) & A7 i 0 F
(discontinuous zone) » iz th— P — B LF A R O E L G E - o f L P R
o xR - Bk A BRET 7 ¢ s (Pannella, 1971) -

%ﬁﬂﬁ%“’igﬁﬁaﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂ BFE R LR R T
B O R 0 B 4e % fk #(metamorphosis check) (Victor, 1986 ; Cheng and Tzeng,

1996) o fo 4 AEcHE TIAEE 2 R PEE NS o bldoB B A 5

o

Wiz her Ripthd FeanEdey ¢ NMFLEH - & F T 4 B E 4D
(leptocephalus) > #8A1 Rl 5 > F & FIEE > EDEM LA CHEPEF B4o% 0
SHBB O FPEFHAER Y AEBFAN B P AEOER AR T T TRE
# 3= 5. (Cheng and Tzeng, 1996) - Shen and Tzeng (2002) ¥ p * EA i 4K 7.

(Sicyopterus japonicus) it f& & i& (TAT F 0 F I A A d B N R R AR
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s B MRS I RER G E AP RO R i d W
= (terminal) g % 5 = =4 = (inferior) » } S RERFINIINGE T 40
R e A AR DEARY >0 BRF P AR - G T EERSE DR

Fop g liiEAR Y PLEhd miER o
5.2 8 7 fci &

B F G (CaCOs) & 5 WA F < 3 1% % A7 end $+ g it % f (Carlstorm,
1963 ; Morales-Nin, 1987 ; Saito and Yamada, 1989 ; Zhang, 1992) > B 7 %32 7/ pF #p
,TAF#&;HjaV(Degens etal,1969) - B ¥ ch% 1 & kp 3t Ao KBRS 0 &
B AR i LY o B Rl d B R Pl

Bod S &2 F B T A& &4 B LT 04T (Ca)~ § (0)frak(C) -

J-

a2z}
PHcE ~ & 4rgi(Sr) ~ 42(Ba) ~ 4£(Mn) ~ 4 (Cu) ~ 45(Cr) % » T4t i

bLfS
s

+ %
Foe A

A2 %R Pl E 1% 0 £k 537 F g 4 (Campana, 1999) o bid4e 4L

Rl

*

fesfle 5 = Ben& gk o 2 3 2 JTAp i @ FALIE B R X P AT

‘1‘>

AP oS F kMY TUVERD B AR AR :‘E'JE‘Jév’ﬂﬁ’wau%‘ oom A
AORTRE Y AL R S 8.7x10°M> fik ok ¢ 5 9x107M> 48 £ %) 100 i (Campana,
1999) > £ F R £ ¢ 44T (Sr/Caratio) > { ¥ T F &Ik B B R M 7% (Secor
etal, 1995; Tzeng, 1996) » Efic & 4 = FFREMMERBE T3 > i £ B v

By oo Flt o B i BB EIE R AN ARk s Aok BB
4ot% s v P54 a4 (Casselman, 1982 ; Tzeng, 1996 ; Tzeng et al., 1997, 2005) » ;=
0w 23R cokk 4 5F (Kalish, 1990) ~ # 4. (Secor, 1992) » 2 & 42w 25 74| cf 7. 4.
(Radtke et al., 1996 ; Shen et al., 1998 ; Shen and Tzeng, 2002 ; Keith, 2003 ; Maeda
and Tachihara, 2005 ; Yamasaki and Tachihara, 2006 ; Hoareau et al., 2007 ; Lord et
al., 2009) & A AT Y ¥ o MeiS B D T S oI B Y BLAT VL chpE A R
ko FE RREAEAR RS 2 1 B o T bR e A0k B

A4S Q]‘bﬁhm/‘f’m’&iﬁQ °



6. RHIAMEE A E Y T AR

BRI L 2 E ¢ hB R 7 3 £ Manacop (1953) ¥t 4 F 2R i fd
A PIT L T fpat o BT 40 (5 0 A F 2 @ﬂ?dﬂz FEn A AL BT A PLE
FPEEBATREFDE CFRE R G AR P 0 212 0 TR
% (Delacroix, 1992) - @t 5 #7 fl* &+ @ H IR E AP 7 &% 1 (Berrebi,
2005 ; Keith, 2005 ; Hoareau, 2007a) - Hoareau et al. (2007b)f1* B % F cp ¥ 85 »
AAT g R LG T EAEAR L 3 48 4 crs R 58 (PLD) S 133-266 0 G EAY
# 7, b (Sicyopterus) ® & R iS4 Bk ch g fE o i8R L dBETl B M (e
#F 18000 = 2 )> &2 @4 #3035 & b endd g A4 L+ #2(78-150 days for Cotylopus
acutipinnis) » &7 /& 5 FlfE A & > TR/ D B EFEY R BEZLEAL
TR L L IR o s f*»%'-;éu cE AT ERER RIEE A s RS

“* B %2 o Lord etal. (2009)~ ZE [ 234

—\

i B F R DI ATEEREE AT kAT
BLoZ e W AR A A D g R feRtei 2 SRR A A KL PLD
£ 7&(131 + 3.4 days for S. lagocephalus, 79.2 + 4.6 days for S. aiensis, 76.5 £ 3.9
days for S. sarasini) - ¥ “t > Keith et al. (2008):#-}+ = ¢ 5§ FEAGE AR L 3 fa d. 1%
Peeb3RAf > WA = 7 B2 & copFdp (Post-larval stages 1 and 2, Juvenile stages 1
and 2, Adult stage) > i AR EF LRGSR - @B AR 0 L RE
(metamorphosis) o & 1 & % it ?u{r" 3R d vg 8554 f com 3 i (terminal) > &
EMGEIE 0 g B S FoRRE] G R ch=t o = (inferior) 0 14 2 B FRA A SR £
t % & v 250 4] k (fork-shape) % = &k 4 45 ¢ ¥ L «0[f)A) & (round-

shape) - ¥ *t » Valade et al. (2009)~ % 3% a4 817 & it {8 > & JF & 2-4 < p

it~ ok

P
ol

- HAE o FRFHEPBEL RG> H - 8 E 100% o
WEFA T B3 P S X FEN AT PR A RN R A
AR PR R SR B B T o KRR L g LA F A
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PRIERBUAERFER RN LA § o RA AR 2T RAR ALY g
Aoopw iyt iR R S OB APEE L B2 A2 MIDNA & S E i 1 oah

S RE A R g (R, 2001) 0§47 AR e A P A R FF R Ao 2 AR Y AT
R Rie g AR R T 22 A AARS BEAE ML Ay i

7 (11 0

7. FWEAGEAE LR T R AR EE

WER S AR b m? AT RIARE L T 0 C RA LR ST E- FHE
BB BYPEH %2 &4 kiR(Reunion Island, Vanuatu, French Polynesia,
Philippines, etc) (Manacop, 1953 ; Bell, 1999 ; Keith et al., 2006) - i&=faf = 2§ £
Pt LR D R F L feRY o RS ARG A 2 5
& ehif & ¥t % (Hoareau et al., 2007)- iz &_Ie 4% 4+ 4= 48 47 Flfc & 4~ > B~ & 2003
EH-H 5 L I BTG AR A SE(P ATRE S A RTRE AT 4 4 F 3k, 2003)
ABRERCPRT] D T EF MG ARSI RS T RF - AT > p AT
PEA TR § b ZREEALES TR ERYVBRF LETZARA
AERIFREFFBRE KBTS o0 SHEBRF LAY B R
PRECERIP R T EGFNAB AT B Vb e h e PFY AR
PP L FE L E AP kY BB TS R e g s R R
A2end g Y Mty *Y(Bell et al., 1995 ; Shen et al., 1998 ; Radtke et al., 2001 ;
Hoareau et al., 2007) -

WTE R ERE LABRB AT LA EAR S ERE LA Y AED
2R B o blAr R AR N B R X R A2 EHE L G R AR
I A TG M doT < BAEE4E L (Sicyopterus stimpsoni) % I ¢ & g
(Lentipes concolor) % (Deacon et al., 1979 ; Lindstrom, 1999) o iz 38 % & 7 4 55 7

RNET P EER o FP o AT RE RN ER m TG TUERALE 4

o



CEAYA AL AL FE P RMEIS  ENN AP R REFT AR

BAEEEE S PN E TR O ELEH T T g FE T ol B Hek 2
ELEEE S
8. &3 peh

AFTEY D opcm iR M E 44T fe £ P IRAI R T R R A
W A R LA A B IE i o
(Dt deFEp et » Y S BEfop 80T SR e 112 4 » iEA7
PRl BB AR R BB R T -
QfI* 2 rpdHmEkolpd kI EA7P 2 GELFDIEF > B RE
AL R s s R e
(B)i& * B 7 jcit B cglam vt A7 3 o %A A TR 3 4o » SRR PR AR PRTR R L
EE LR LA gl T AL

W R R R LA R R R e A BT R

dpl3Ta IR A AL T
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MR A

1 iR
% 45§ E(Hsiukuluan River) # Rt 2 S A A B2 B end < Lig i) o
oA E - AP FRPFREN104 22 s e A E 179046 T
22> T R G L3 AUEFEIFR G Ko FIREIE L% Ea L
TR e R AN AL > SEs ALIRES B X T FE
e - A B RTET i A A HIEE R AR F R
fad e SR A FREF DREFREILLP AAF R oL b0 K
) 99% > ¢ o MY M AAS B FF TR 2 - LT (Y, 1986b, 1996,
1997) o 3zip jid PR B ip 0 2 &Y 3 RTRRIEI B E - Xy g BT
BRFEOCEHE B FL R L o RIEEF U RPGE LTI L EE L e B
BT o
AT A b FE R & Bh4e Fig.3b fror 0 B A E3 2008 £ 9 * 1 2009
£ 110 > d R AT A LERIE A ¢ e = & e (Triangle net) 13 & > ot = iz 5
ABHEBE P OPE A CREFFELTRE  Rra ek - THEHRE Y
- LFEREREE AR R T TR RE S N AR R T RN e
FREARP v RE ks ) Fib 4 flRpr e b ool oot R 52 b
xR KY o d- R E R ARANEY  F A - AT, 9304 F
o E B0 AR T L A N 2R (EEE gl ¥ 500 2 )i i % 28 3k Bt e (Trap

72

%

net)— = » MHFH_FRP nEfA o B E R RBEF EZ > Fhv
TR R R AR R G TR IER EARACT A 1 B RP R D
FRLR VRS- LAk R RI B G HF L0 0 d S E AN
A F R R G B NEE Y R @ A SR R IS AW L L 1R

Gk AP o R L 20me B 5 L4mo ARIE S 25em o i 9 & 0.5m/sec 0 &2
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http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E8%8A%B1%E8%93%AE%E7%B8%A3
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E5%8F%B0%E6%9D%B1%E7%B8%A3
http://zh.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=%E5%B4%99%E5%A4%A9%E5%B1%B1&action=edit&redlink=1
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E6%B5%B7%E5%B2%B8%E5%B1%B1%E8%84%88
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E7%91%9E%E7%A9%97%E9%84%89
http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E5%A4%AA%E5%B9%B3%E6%B4%8B

TR AR E(GIm/sec)ip E3F S om P R A DR EX ARTE Y o F
houtmI ik TR DR RP R RD S VA XREF LY ESS
il o P REERA X - R(IeiEp 2 TFA0 SRR S TRE40 4)
BREE e B PR GG LS N2 e EERIEE B OKF RS o e 450 & ~pH
B ETARITEBEF R REEREE I E R AR A e L BiE
Lo RE BT DRAREGE S > F AT I EELE kAT 0 40 2009 &
3-57 {#02000 & % F o v Hd o AP LG T BEE 2008 E AT
2 2009 #5552 (H P & 7 2008 2 2009 A & ¥ ek 5 L (THPR) o
“,fﬁbi o w3 2008 £ 4 0 250 3 e Ras AR B R AT ¢ R i
FIF 4o r AR~ 2 2010 2 9 7 12 p Al i T 5 ) i e
Smie e EA AR L~ B(Fig.38) 0 T F LR A DT 5 o

FTHRPFREFEIST LB 7 28 REFAT T A BTV N
WIE 101 £ BHEFE Filtm B2 I FE2 o7 AT Lk EoriE 2
3t 7 2. B A8 ke Table 1977 o
2. AMEEBEI ZFITIHFERRE

FHRIVNBU B 2 Tokfe 5o n BB F R &AM ERE
TEPFIE PR AR e £ (TL, total length) » #Frz & 2 0.1mm; = 4. > & > ¥ 12
T+ =R 2 4 £ (BW, body weight) » #Frz & T 0.01g - & {5 -1 80 B > 23| Ak
£(SMZ — 10, Nikon)™ gLz k3848 % ¢ % 3 7 4% » 4% Keith et al. (2008) 4%
GEINGEAR L cnd F R TIERAZ O TRREALGI BETHRE DT LY -
(PL1, post-larval stage 1) ~ % = #(PL2) ; & 4 % — # (J1, juvenile stage 1) ~ % =

(J2) 5 % = & 8 (A, adult stage) » T = = oF A PR o

3. BrHkAHHA
BREE 2 ME T %L 102 40%# BFTIFE DL E 2 Ak R

12



EARHY 2L APR T AN RN  RFREBILTARAE G DL

(1) 4B~ djsr %,é,%giﬁi%*rﬁ'é,;}%% ARSI T AAAN B 5 R
LI MR PSR o R EE AR Y £ HIFS - AR T ohjicit
AR TR

(2) %%:%ﬂﬂﬁkﬁ%#ESQMaUTﬁﬁﬂzm%ﬂ’uﬁéﬁiaa

W%ﬁ%’ﬁ%:ﬁ*mwhm’i%?ﬁ%%%§$ﬁ36éﬁiﬂ$%@%ﬁ

—E

B 3 TR BB T BB RS 0 2T~ g ik gt f (Eppendorff)

Moo BONERFE 24 PEIL ) > AR TN BRRE o

(3) ¢ BN fisenA A A 2 wg & 7R RlG (Internal face) 3P

TR ALY o ¥ U5 0.7 63 W%k F HH (Epofix Resin, Struers) % # i

| (Epofix Hardener)i® &% » dZdsd 3@ A A 2 F i@ » M2 3 34 F » ¢ BHECE

POE IR A R R BN EME T R R F i arind e Tz\m RTFFE
PREFD LSO EFE - F X @A AT 2 r 80°C ¢ e 40 3 60

Lo FRCAAE B Rl M o

v B Mk 27 248 (Isomet low speed

(4) @i @iENID T p & M E Y

B
saw, Buehler) t » #prg P B 2 or b RSB o T TERNTE 0 A

(5) A& * T ¥ A 5V B8 (Metaserv grinder-polisher, Buehler) 2 2000
t8 2 F) AR5 27 o (sagitta plane) (4= 5 77 = > £ 12 2400 BLew) Alm > e
Bk B R ACALT 1 4 @k (reflect light)fr % i sk (transmitted light) % 3 g7
2R > T B F ¢ o gh(primordium) it o F1* ¥ # (polishing cloths, Buehler)+e
+0.05um 7§ it 4Eds (ALOs) - & Pk - EARFF I A5 KT 1B F &g )

Pz 2 EEL F o B LR AE AR 2 “ﬁ%*fﬁa PR A o
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4. B EAEA Ao AR

B F e e LY Ak ks (Optiphot, Nikon) ™ 4p /8 > ke & 5 7 dp 0t
% (scale bar) » A7z & i 0.01mm > £ % 1 * §2 a2 $ 48 (Imaged Launcher) » ]
2 % & & (OL, otolith length W T HZB 7 L) AFFT ME L E X fho 4 7&—3\
5% 1 P &g e {5 dh(anterior — posterior axis) & 3t #cp F#E RIER 7 &
AR PPEFRZ2ALVETHAFTIFEZM G 2 RPENE L2 AR
WL ERE I EREFA GRS FFAM G Vb Appatemd g
MR RGHT VLR L EREM T RHRPT T REE ARG T
BOFRP AR L e Fo B ARARID € R TR B AT S
AR ETE LA T A RPN BlG ehinE o
4.2 P iE#EX

AFEY AR B - A58 - Sheni R TR 7P # it e i B BK 4945 ¢
(1) Pannella (1971)#% 114/ % g 2genB £ ¢ > & i X H = 5 p iF #(daily
increments) - (2)= il 25 314& 7. & Stenogobius genivittatus ¢ FF 5 2 % P i h
77 t(Radtke et al., 1988) ; @ I i3t EAEE 4K L &7 4 (Sicydiinae) sh 2. @ 4 7 4K 7L
Stiphodon percnopterygionus > % 4 1 & 2% %2 £ P i+ # =~ = (Yamasaki et al.,

2007) - (3) ®HIAMEAER L (& F % 4 45) P F#hS% % 0 © 4 Hoareau et al. (2007)

F A FYHEF > ZA 3 1 F % (ALC, alizarin complexone)iz ;% &2 4 48 o
N

2% SRR EF YA - BHFRBFLIANE BT H B 40 % HX
BowAIAT Y iihE FREEZAEAPP FEN T RE S AT R A
fhA L p kT A H P
43 P iEdm s A AR PR

s s chB 4k A 2 5% EDTA (Ethylene diamine tetracetate) & 46 60120
FpoRB B P RY A ING o R P FharcE ko A EEN RS
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B ficdt e+ 400 — 1000 R T iaRR{SELRIP FihBce HP MAEANE T4
(coating) 32 {5 » 1 * 4w 3¢ T 7 A #c 4 (FEI-SEM, scanning electronic microscopy,
Tatung) A~ %] <+ 600 ~ 1200 ~ 2000 5 » L2 7 Pficim 55 I3E P o FEut 8
kB RAELD FmAH Bk T g

P ¥ i o A LM hA F R 3% W g0 4l (autostitch) £ 4% - F R i
FJ2 g5 A8 (photoimpact X3)# 55 p7 o 41+ » &% %™ JI3 P ihindic s i3 ik
Botdco gt SRR PSRN AFHY FBRAFGEEL R
AL o o S - AP A (P TEE  FRHI PR B
Fow) Bda BTG EEPPRER S = 0P e o FER SR A
<3 10 o PR XA ITAIZAE R A > Bk AR iT- T355 KB
oo Hplek 1 AN ARE 22 p dde 2 T S RN A Pl S K 5

= £ F(Growthrate, mm/d) = (88 & —1.1)/ P & ;8¢ o 1.1mm 5 &
EABEAR L 17 4 mit pF endd £ (Manacop, 1953) e

PR o R B HORIZ I R ko B R P D BN L e 0 %

O O DR (o - [ ST .

Ay ¢ NP HEOLE > L ERERE AR T T T %L HMC, metamorphosis
check) - » F 2% d A ZicmiBH ~ A0 ~ U E R AR 2 247 0 B E

Sr/Catied BRLAZ T » %% TR LHLL -

A LT AR AR T A EFETHRORANLZ A A PIRANLBESTRE
WEPRZF Z B LA RPIE o B¢ i WR4Y(SI)réf(Ca) s 8 - s
Fis B RHR AN E T Ak A S > T gEsL &R (SPI Modle carbon coater,

15



SPI Supplies Division of Structure Probe) » %% £ % (10°-10torr);k i & » 4%+ -
K % 500A cpns s s bR AR T M o W el A 0 T3 HE R (EPMA,
Electron Probe Microanalyzer, JEOL JXA-8900R) & {7 4 47 » 3% ¥_fatcif T /& 15KV -
T nsk R 10nA~ % £ T3 4 5RAUmM hiE 2T > T AR iR 5
ERR TG b S e TG T ERIE 0 F - B RS S F X
10 #) o 4 %]12 CaCO3{=(Sr0.95Ca0.05)CO3 2 22 & » A 47 H (L F 2 o 2
& 7 4t (weight percentage, wWt%) o ik % #7 i | 3| e0 X-ray 5 Sr 2. LaX-ray v
Ca z. Ko X-ray » X-ray 3 B & ZAF #2;% (Criss and Birks, 1966) & i {4 » ¥7 L3 4%

hz s i TE RIEAY SIOfr Ca0 chE B At v £ d § (440 ¢

\.‘
\F‘*\ﬂ

LA AP nSrfrCachE £ A > B HR-Srend £ F 4 leu Ca
HEEF AT EHREFE RRE BALT L (Sr/Ca ratios) o d TR F R4
FRhIA 4o ¢ F TR FIF 5% R 5r/Ca vt %1 &2 B T ficke 5 HE

ol ¥ m g 2 Al e

6. ‘i p 2 FPH T

it p Ed FEALp o B2 B #1781 EF o Keith et al. (2003)
BSISRIAR L B P B IS 5 270 L WL 6 IR L
APl R A A I RB T R 1-2 X £ + (Delacroix et al., 1992) - & PpEREF
P AFREACER A AFET Y LR B EE R BEpP D AT

CppE s RS AT AR o L R 0 &S

7. BRI ESDEERD

B iR FAR L A SEh PLD K e Adp s XA FHRMLFEAE B
TEXEINCREBZ T A FI AR B AL BAFLRT A
ML SR R 4 B R KR PR Be Bt BOEPAEAR L 3 A p it FIHRFE A K
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z_ ¥ % 72 -] p&(Delacroix et al., 1992 ; Bell and Brown, 1995) » & 4 1 “miv § 5% {
&= KAt R E A BHCRIRE Y R A R R L 43 S G B
Gt~ PB4 L PLD WX X 34 X GhpER 0 AP B At B PLD ot
Evs o A r PEEARLBEEHEDPLEE V- 2 5 > B3 AP EHEL S o
PLD + » 2B 450 3 8 #H(MC) Y FF engldic# o+ (Lord et al.,, 2009) » iz d ¥
—RTEP AT AAIAET O FARDREBY AT fRAE N kRS 12
14 = (93 @A) {8 47 = (Keith et al, 2008) > Fpv » F % 6 & F ka4 = 72 >

PUEREC D R Y B oofkEord 4% kAT HPLDEE

8. FTALA4T

ARESE L E  AMEB PR AT ERPR A TSRS TR
M H RS Y = athX & 7 0 007 X $ 8k A 7 (Analysis of covariance,
ANCOVA)# <@ P32 F 2 4 8 > L 1 H » %3 2 47(0One-way ANOVA)+* #&
LEGTLR NE AMESLFE THELT MG od N AFHRY 0 AL
FEIL g R BE AT T e B AR B R A 47 ek A dic(sample size)# b A Ap £+
Foge | 2 fies 47 ¢ g Kruskal-Wallis test on ranks % > 124 T 2 # BLRF 9 PLD
£z £ B4 2 4% Mann-Whitney test i {75 b+ BER i R8 £ v fi o L
A0k > R * Microsoft office # = Excel 2007 % i3 #ic 48 Statistica 6.0

(StatSoft, Inc.):& & - H &g & -k 2 (significance level) 3 a=0.05 -
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i
*=

i

1. F a4 rd i
1.1 & 4 4c ~ 3

2008-2009 # FF & B X & A4S FEP v 2 THEEFED T RIS 0 BT
PEFFRGEIE Lo e 2 1 (Figd) o d ML ip A o Rl LE B
FA KA RE R FA £33 CPUE ki B B EA A L % 4
FEDAPFE TR K FFREE L LRI F BN GR kg 4 T TR &
M0 %5 196°C; F - #MF 5L 238Cr AL EhG o TkiEL 28°Co
12mpenp % it 2 75

REE2 B0l B E B A N e B R R BT BRI L AL
el G R DGR R @ 2 EEe  (Figh) e iR BAE S pF R
TR 20 11:40 - 15140 > K ib- X ¢ 4P ER 954.9% 0 @ R BLPEFE ] A 3 FT
T A 15:40-19:40 » E3 I 1 & > B7 IR L guniE 7 5 B
AT a TR SR EL by B z%ﬂ*% r-—ﬁ-iim wih Lo B
IR R 0 R PFEP] S W R o
13 * 4 p FliF 2 BmESS

AFZ Y2010 £ 70 7p2 90 120 % ARl FiEEE -
FEX GURT F AR EERA G A R L > F e Lin o x T
FPEOBKkM: P Tt a g Ao u i 2250mm s 3942mm R B ESme KiES
20-50cm > (KB T 3529.6°C o AR F M P v L K40 M Al F OB FERGEAR L
R g FF A ERE T A20mBEE T Lo goaF oo 4 i f e AR
Gk E AR RS NEBIREREORR > AP EOHEREE L ¥ I R
ARG LR A R R G R I AN X - BRITF BRI T - RELEE L

PUEtR T N B b WRRARAR L e R NEBF AR F R o g R R R



HEEX FHLEME Q€5 ATHEET 7 LHEHE L dmw kit o

2. WEZ I FFETREERBN
21 ARE PpET A

A de SRR B2 B EHAE R A F 4o Fig.6 - Table 2.#77% < iplxk 1 crip #8
TiofE 2 27.7+£2.1mm (giw ¥l 22.6 - 32.3 mm, n = 95) ; Plxk 2 B 48T 3548 £ B
» 29.1+ 1.7 mm (4 [ 26.9 - 32.1 mm, n = 31) » 12 unpaired t test & Tz % - IR
ARl BE G EEELE(P<005) &7 BMI P BTG - 5t
o R A e ¥ b A FE ST T oME g L R (p>0.05) 0 BT BRI
A h- ERT G S BARRRE e ~ B o % 5 2009 & G Evipak 2 4 -

o= h oo RBE 5 58.5mm o riE & B8

]

x\‘\

EGOMEAST > ZA A ET T
- ho R RHBEEEY A AT e R v KEDE L > HTIOHME G
29.8 £ 1.5 mm (# & 27.5-31.9mm,n=9) ~ ek Fikip v BTl g H T
PHE 5 47.6£7.2mm (4 & 39.1 -63.2mm, n=21) -
2.2 M IMARE 2 B TR Atk B 1

BRI LD B KRB Y 0 HHACTEIE RS AR

Ao g b Al G eh R i flz 5 ¥ A o Table 3.{- Fig.7 Bor T BE ¥ RSP B eh b 0t

AR e FAEARY PR G (V)RS Eaehs R 5 B g PLL
FRE S B B F oPL2FF BB 4ot Bk d Boa JLI B and Aoas % g o
FIRIEETPER D Fme REFB RS > &3 fdg; Qo 3najfkd )
i (terminal) p? &g #& % I =< = i~ (inferior) » BR300 " PRAEF 3 ¥ % HF2) 5 () ip)
¢ Farp PLLFFE G #icip ¢ R B 5] PL2 A I IRAGKR A F > @ Jl FFE

Pl 3 28e0d ZHE7] - R IFEEHMBd ST hE>EL F AFELCH

&

20k A T R AR (43R R A 2 3] & (fork-shape)iE ibrec
% = 4 eh[f) 3] £ (round-shape) - # @ pl=k 102 PLL #p % 2 (93%) 5 ipl=k 2 B2 J1
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# % 3 (78%) (Fig.8) -
23 ME B I 2 HETIFER L 2HM %

BOREAEAR L LB T PF B enT 358 £ e Table 4,477 - 12 Kruskal-Wallis test
R R E R R B PLL BRI R B ) v B g T g E(p<0.05) (Fig.9)-
Hepz B TR 2ZFRE LR (p>0.05) dgr T fadh AR EEARY WL
ABE IR o AR PFR I I PLI-PL2 endgdepr i » » 1+ §_Fg 30 é:—’}?)i 4yl 7l

iR

3. Bz
3.1 #h3nal g

Fig.10 377 % FFAMGAR L 02 Z AP 28 - WY 7 L5 HE 1 R - H
= &t % (sagitta) > # =t 5 2% % (Lapillus) - 5 ;i % (Asteriscus) .| o &k % sop

Pl &7 & 0 p Rls $ s T jicw 5 iF & (Sulcus acusticus) > F s Bl & g

BT FERRR R ARG DL BRZRE BT AL M Rz
R E X FRAFIQLL 7 0 MR NR F A ] AE L ER R PRGRT

BEFHET Ko 47 o

Figl2 2%t ¢ B VA B R 7 bR » 7 4 8 (PLLand PL2)pF » B
A5k G ERA 0 S AR ERRIRBTRE S R DA m Sl g SRk E o BT
WA ¢ B 7w 15 gh(Anterior-Posterior axis) = £ i B P B E b H =X R A
g #h(Dorsal-Ventral axis) » & |- e78_p “ gih(Proximal-Distal axis) » x4 7 k ik

wE R T AR R S

3.2 P I SR

BE N RGBS 0 T R S h R B RhDRC o A kR
RAELE #rde 38 T HACE™ » & B BB S 4e Fig.13 777 o B AR AR L
8 7 5 H - 7w (mono-primordium) > & vk g o CH R G - Bl Blahp i
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(daily growth increments, DGI) - p ¥ $&d — i = & 7 (incremental zone, 1Z2) % - i
# i@ 3 4 (discontinuous zone, DZ)HE = » k F R T ERP F ~ HF 2 &
(Fig.14a) » T & BE ekt ™ B % 70 5% (Fig.14b) o ¥ ¢ » & J2 FEELcniB 4l > 7 14
FEF AR RGN0 BIPESOR I fhv o e b Sr/Ca vt g fpt ruhd s o
A BRE T i s AENE BAY L B ERRIIL BB E T ane
B 3% 2% it #(metamorphosis check, MC) o ot @5 & -k B Ap e ™ a4 5k §
2 ¢ Fk(Fig.15a) > @ £ SEM T { 4o P B > w0 Feeridh % (Fig.15b) o % 3 i k)
e r P U EFAREY TAFR A APl 2 OBME R FERE 4R
PP ORTRRPEORES I FEINEF - §F ANH - oo R EHE ALK
TR N R edBARY S PL2 % JLPEA A58 o PR G BRI TR L hd

W2 e g e i (Keith et al., 2008) -

4, B . & E
41 B £ & AL 2 B %
A % £ (OL, pm)fr 4. #8 > £ (TL, mm)z. & e s4p b 58 5 ¢
Station 1 : OL = 17.35TL + 132.48 ...(1)
(R =0.7143, n = 49)
Station 2 : OL = 17.11TL + 172.66 ...(2)
(R*=0.4876, n = 23)
= ANCOVA # %t % » & B A N P (A5 % £ B (p<0.05) (Fig.16) » & ;% 2 4
FAPRLIE A TIRMET RH2HOBHIFEEF XNRE 1L OB -
42 B E e pEt Mk
A % £ (OL, um)fr p &£ (Age, day) 2z fF cfd % 58 4o
Station 1 : OL = 2.09Age + 369.82 ...(4)
(R* = 0.6618, n = 49)
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Station 2 : OL = 0.80Age + 544.91 ...(5)
(R?=0.3542, n = 23)
% ANCOVA ¥ 2 %% > a B 3 T A F L B (p>0.05) > £ 73 £eha &
FRPIHFDLRE G & Ra Rl EH Y B 7 £ F ] 521-750 pm >
&b p el 1 84-218 days 2 B 0 E A GFR RN Ao
OL = 1.36Age + 454.64...(6)
(R? = 0.6452, n = 72) (Fig.17)
Fe s e NAB Lap 2L K L 1.36 um/day ©
4.3 B 7 & K HE
KA BEGER e r P o hiF 40 L6 8H 2 8 2HSEM B Y
BIEASF A TS & 10 # 5 - P 8cH oh T a2 %1 o Fig.18 #1ig
FHEFAFESOBYEE LR R 0 K At e 0 @ 10 #heT B Bk
k¥ s 1.35+£053um . 2 KA EGH 0 2 0 mPEEERFE > THBRT A
562+£0.94um- 40 Fh2 BT EBEF > THI N 1lum L EFEF I EG 0 7
TRLEGEHE L AR F o B FE PR A L H FRI(Figl9) 0 d 3 E
BREHp # A oo BT AE T H 10 - 120 fhens £ TS o B R F IR I
AR PR R - R RGBT LB S %o 2 ANOVARK T2 3
GFEEF AR FFHEFLE- 2 Duncan’s i# s S b i FIR A S 20
T ol g 0 2009 £ 4 X BAIEE F ) 5 2008 £ & - A4 % B AE(p<0.05) 5 A A
110 # P > 2008 # * % & % + %2 2009 £ % ~ § % iR 48 (p<0.05) » H 4t T
PR AL FETYAFFALR MG VEFF LG BHFSLR Al
MY e HRFERPRE A EF R FEEHL R T A
44 RS D7 2 B il £ g0
T aFEE > B ik & S K dh B fs 2y (posterior, P) > @ A2 (S afe g o H
Bt A E SR T H 4= s Fig20 w1 o AT RS X E ML sP) T
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LT % 404.52 £ 28.93 um > P& < 3t =B (A) ~ FEEB (V) ~ F 23(D) = =4 1188.69
+27.05 um ~ 255.29 £ 29.09 um * 188.97 + 8.94 um(n = 6) « ix j&_6 3 F % ik Wy
ALHRA?P OFRFREDIE T ESIE A= o [ (S A Brbre REMR E
Fig20 r 7 i Bgg i v P L bt L A AV D = phehB i
h e I % 0 27 AT B chd 7ok A5 B(Fig.12 - J2 and A stage) B 4p vt fifs o
% ? AR NA SF R R DFHREL od T LB R E A XL e
REEFAMBLEA R L WL A RERBIT R AT AP A BT AR
ook fhz BL S B BT kB 7 Sr/Ca i A AR IC A 1L Bt b
Roo ¥oh o BFRADTFEGD ST L3771 (Fig.21) » IR % B EiT
L BT s E 5 0.55+0.05um> @ & Mk %14 chm L T e 5 0.92+0.51 um

(N=3) > FEBse T g 7 LBHFLFESE

34 h- sl N
€T B R

A
F

L
L

¥ B I oo

5. B E s
5.1 4e ~BEE - PRBMAEE F g S

BOAREAEAR L A~ P T PR T ORI E 5 27.7 £ 2.1 mm (4§ 22.6 - 32.3 mm,
n=95) Tizpdrs 115+17.33 % (#F 84 — 186 =, n = 49) » Tapf & £ & 4
0.2335+0.25 mm/d (& [ 0.1857 — 0.2837 mm/d, n = 49)(Table 5.) » k5 #& 17 Frp* =
FEPNTIOE L EFTET o P R F AR (p>0.05) 0 e F - 3 SR 1 R
EF L AT EHIARE L AL EE T e P BRE LR Y L o
5.2 hHE & p#bz B %

A48 E (TL, mm)fe p #(Age, day) 2. & crff %58 4o

Station 1 : TL = 0.09Age + 16.92 ...(7)

(R% = 0.5544, n = 49)
Station 2 : TL = 0.028Age + 24.89 ...(8)
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(R?=0.2641, n = 23)

& ANCOVA # {5 (F40a B (25N 5 B % 4 B (p<0.05) (Fig.22) o 3% ¥ 4l
FW L AR L ok 1 5 0.09 mm/day @ RlxE 2 i< > W% 0.028 mm/day -
P S BT R REAMEAR Lt b R AR Y T S Rk eDRE S £ 5 G R
FeARE > AWM G L FigO R %A o

Rleb 1 enBHE S p &P L ETEF 2k > 2009 £ % ~ T 5 B agsis
B i > RO EH IS 0 A w5 03764 40 03375 B4 & Wit 0.7 24 0 B
BREFEOREEY e r PRI ERENAEFME A7 F(Fig23) m¥iE

Fad Se » PR L T A 27 & & & B (age-independent) o

6. AP Wit

AR W IJR AR RO P EE DT p o E e R T TR
wERAPHAR Y K o FE R F 2 (Fig.24) o F F A ke §LR ¢ ATER R SE &
X hw- Eafkck 2 A (1110 )4 0 A B E LA E 40 BT 0 chg
TEoa 4 FBHAPIAF(B107)0 252009 % FenBad >t p LB RS
vtz A PYRE 0 f F A REHFFEQRS5 )R 2 A AHFRE o AP

Hp e i 4o Table 5.%751 o

7. B g
7.1 B % Sr/Carvt &= @R 2 B i
Az tgariFles  FTERABRFHE D2 A RBRR o &7 v (P
s )i BB A > HB 7 Sr/Cat iz TR P OKIRB R 0 T i d 3
BORRE R PIACKFRITP A e @ PR 2 SR IRE > FL R 2 B 7
i enSriCa v PAET % > L0 274x10%(n=3) s B E % 3.89x10° 4 7
AZiB 4x 10°) ;L B % B H(1998) e+ £ e kP v BB enfi A > HplE@a
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FSr/Cart g hkapile ATy L 4X 10° %2 B 7 Sr/Cavtikia ke B @ > T 4
Aok PSR RRE
7.2 Sr/Ca b cnpF B 71 5% 1L e B 4 B Rk 14

Fig.25 & % Aft AR . 8 7 B~ $hern Sr/Ca v B enpd B 7 % 1 B > #cEx100
{6 > 12 100(Sr/Ca)4 7+ - B Z Sr/Ca+ 11 0.4 24 R » v 2 B AuhiE P &g
H B R B TR L e TR 2 R £ T A kRS
TS PP RN A RTRB 0 - BRI A L RN Rk R EL S O o
ga

5 BRIBEFSHCav A2 % 3 118 (N=3) MFFEE PR T 4 R el pREp E
s 4 s

W

B F ek '—H# BB e enSr/Catt ik A 024n=3) A

EACRTRE Y 0 B S ERE AR Ay BARSE S ot ERBEL O
3 4p 7 (Manacop, 1953 ; Delacroix, 1992 ; Hoareau, 2005 ; Hoareau et al., 2007 ;
Pierre et al., 2009) - #X /@ » % & BAE 2w Sr/Cav Eih % » X208 =+ (n=4) >
© AR ks T E(Fig.26 Type 2) 0 ¥ R R FIALA R SN ICRRR B Y
pF R 2 &_EPMA epF [ & #£5 (time resolution) B* 38 » 33 m |25 8- HP o
R kg o 1% Sr/Cavt v 5 I HRPAEAR L A B F AR B AR UK RE
PooSr/Cavt Bt g - B MIFRE > 20.63-1322F oA FFEY s
REBEGE . PR B adns > A% 18 - 19 Bip|gEpF Sr/Ca vt B T
3% 038 fikdtokA K B2 T o B AR LD JARE N KR TRB AR St B %
W @A Rl AU » 7 % (Kalish, 1990 ; Shen et al., 1998) - i&— # 22 jic'm
BEVREEL ) SEBAOT 610 - 20 PIEPEE 0 A7 FEH A SIUCat ih
TREIEARY 4 A5 0 F|P Sr/Cat TR I AR - BB B ATRE
SRFERIRHF LD BEAFTHELI BRORLEF) o EF - fE Pl
B F kA% W & Sr/Ca vt T 'k A (n = 5)(Fig.27) » ¥ i d 3% 2hiB G
ARaERIP R ERAR o A RAERE A4 o EAPE 2B o 8T S/Ca

Rk iR IR % (Fig.24 leftside) » e R 4 - e ThrA i AriE 0 B £ F 2 ¥
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Frr TR AR LR A A ER R ROERIT A E X2 BTN o

8. X5 (PLD)E menph 7 %1
AR L PLD enp TR R 2 0 G @Al o AP AN
TR TEARFEE PRl R R A TR e~
2 PLD-2 7 o fiEenii 2 5 2 & 5 TLE T @ FhPLD & 2 £ (p>0.05) -
FIP B i E T AR - A BH B S r FORH T R RREHD
PLD 355 178+24.99 = (4 [ 151-218 %, n = 9)» &7 ¥ * »* - i i3 4 ¢77115+17.33
% (§5 84186 = n= 49)4r fif 2 = 4. B A8 w 4815 0 118216.75 = (109 — 163,n =
14) > @ 7S e B B A E L B (p>0.05) 0 = 4 4% 8B i1 PLD A 4o Table 6.
#5750 ¥ Boxplot (B4 7 = ¥ % FPLD £ B B 4(Fig.28) » I 5%
A0 EAAPLD § 8 A R % o F 2h o 12 Mann-Whitney test # < % » < &
RF| % RE gt » M E T 35297 + 1.54 mm(# B 27.5-31.9mm, n=9) » & ¥ ~
3 e BT ARHE 27.7 £ 2.1 mm($ ) 22.6 - 32.3 mm, n = 95) (p<0.05) k- p¥ it
B # 7 (Fig.29) - iz B % 471 > SBAINDOTHIAMM L > 2 Hh A4 » HE L

PLD &£/ > ¥} fa M F chilbd s f o
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3t

1. FAABHFIEDRIE LI L FEHBT > 2B %
FraR2fEHRMC)EN R e drFi it aoRg > J1 ofe 41 &
BARENR- &> HRa P EBOBHT L A SFRLEY > 2 J2 fgh

E TR REE A2 F T

F.

(N=6)em fipr Berdf iz 4 BAE > ¥ AR
IR 0 2t % % & Re‘union § 1 chiB 482548 I (Keith et al., 2008) » = £ S.
japonicus » 7 4p ¢ ¥ % (Shen and Tzeng, 2002) - Keith et al.(2008) &~ & # #& 3] -
MC 9 B G L » P r 2 15 12-14 % 244 35 > L pF B
fo g rg £ o @ Shenand Tzeng(2002) € i&— # 45 &1 MC 2) = 7 4 JE 3k 5 s e % (74 7K

—),%\7}\)75 B iem WRIFBGF SN E 207 4 h2RA R b doEp 38 ¢

FORBRE B AUEA PRSI AR EE TG R
FEER s RRAEPF > B33 o] L) FEHDLF 8L bpw

FRARE R L P T IR B 5 FAER F AR D R enfe P BT A
o0 Flpt i g x FE 5 o E gm(settlement mark) » 7 Wilson and McCormick (1999)
e F 0 0 A 4T A4 FEIP IR A SO ISAT ] 0 X R R 2o A 3w AT
Type 1 & 40 A% dh(abrupt) > s p FEER E# 7 % > "t 50% 0 #7
T AFEY 0%y 80% 3 et ik Type 2 5 k3] "% #h(zonal) » dp 6 B Gt I B
ERT B RATRI R AT R THEI A AR & A4 4 £ (Labridae) -
1 & 4 1 (Acanthurus sp.) ® #cfd #g B2 3| 47 o2 ch3R % (Victor, 1982, 1986) ; Type 3
5 rig A (gradual) - &5 =rff 4 (Naso brevirostris)— f& />0t & 5 B - ﬁﬁ}
A AR e BRI AF R a2 A iz Az e
- Al A Typed s ¥ L H jhiFi o
FRBLESLS L BAT-SEDTAREA RESE L L EHAKT TR
B

MEEZA - B0 SEM T { F RaEenbi o i S E R L £ A
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o RE B N FROBH AL IR FRIIREGRE  REBT
BEOFG AL AWM EFARES Bevr B ptaly VAR

RE FOPL2YJ12 RME2ZFapM IHMEELE MRy IRERE
GEPUV IR RBANIFELE > AR E AR R oA AR FT
(Keith et al., 2008) - ¥ J2 FF gL ts cnip 48 > H ¢hIRA | fx ¢ B2 g L §E7 5 > & o1 @
ERER O EIFALTCEALTEAEBLARE R I I LT ELAT R
(Keith et al., 2008) » @ 4v ¥+t /a3 eh & & 4% 7. Gnatholepis thompsoni 4=
Coryphopterus glaucofraenum ~ 3 #p e 4% #x(Sponaugle and Cowen, 1994) - d g+
Lo B P REBEAFE T RERE R T T k- BN L& e @l

0 e E LA A R LR RE — B2 ke

,

Bhe FREBEZ T AT AFRDBY R LSRR FEFAH B
e A DB o fraF i @ = gL WG PP ¥ oo wrivre {OK
R L (S e hFE o Flpt o D X AP B 7 b Ald § AT B R
A5 iR 2 ) 0 P i % & S japonicus e — i A (1997) 4% Bl A A B %
EEARY >R LA Efhd FAET OSBRI F R e P BRI P A pF

GERE BT E R R L S SN

(ﬂm

FFRER VAl ENe AN R R &0 RE TR ¥ -
B A i@ dp doag A0t P A (flatfish) U5 P8P & 5 5 00 "% o {8 P BEeb A% 0
R FRE R NIRRT S Efh o L B w (AP, accessory
primordial) (Campana, 1984 ; Sogard, 1991 ; Toole et al., 1993) » i i#i&— ¥4
St P AR T B 0 AP and gz et g3 I 9h (Alhossaini et al., 1989 ;
Karakiri et al., 1989) - Modin et al. (1996)%f+* p & Pleuronectes platessa i& {7 &' %
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T MREEEARY 0 MR RR M E B AR T BRFR AT
p ) (stage 4b)eh B 7 % $HALeF] A 0 @ o TUE 8 - % (stageB) o v P 4 P pR by
BHERS T LR A LD LR DY - B AP K R el o S
{senp B b > AP By BIEH 4> EFIS 10X CAP L 4B HEE F B o B
Prime SR L R R A RS S RSB ARG RES A g

AP 3 o ST B I A MR B d B LR R R 41515

514 2 =7 f #7424 (Ambrose et al., 1993 ; Toole et al., 1993) > ® % & 4. fit 2

3

R e o AR B et G PR FIUL AR AR iR T G e E
KA MR E B £ fheni Flelidaet al. (2009)41] * -k T gL S. japonicus iF 4.
e NPT PEAT R BFILE 13-:}1’:9;1'“)2 FenZ i sv g ine o lj”)»pi‘l iﬁtﬁ?

7 14 (Keith, 2003) » ez K3 R & > BRHEF @R A7 A D v F 0

=

FiE(ED ok Tdh) o AT RETT IR LE T 2 £ phig g hiin > Vi
NEFRAMY FFULCER S RBEAEF AMEAFLOR 514 292k
ERIEMES I AT B nRBPLEFL L FRBALRS (50 L brbre
BAMA KRR R AN E G od 27 L B2 RAHBAFEFRAT TR

g1 o - A Jorrend PR

3. B Z Sr/Ca it Lkt B
d 3 Sr ~F hisokY ERRENR A ST AFX FEBRA LY
Ca Bt Een? BAR-RP EAR M 20 FP A 7 enSr/Catt ¥4 * RF7F A uf s
Kfeidok 2 B A5 B chdp i o BB S A E 2 A pliv 253 (diadromous) 4. 8 50
W 5%k B ¢ (Casselman, 1982 ; Kalish, 1990 ; Secor, 1992 ; Limburg, 1995 ; Tzeng,
1996 ; Radtke and Kinize, 1996 ; Limburg et al., 2001 ; Tzeng et al., 1997, 2005 ;
Daverat et al., 2005) - #F 7 2 % - B fI* B Fhcit § kin o B @AM v PF
B Y § oy P BEEE AR EAE LT (H, 1998) 2 B 7
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B SriCa v LR BE AR M i PE o 12 Ax100 3 A s Ak B e T A
Tk R Sk A FEEERE Sr/Ca vt v 2 B KRB L R REAR 010 P R TR
Ao Fp AL e d A oREE ~ KR AR o B F e Sr/Ca vt R 0 )
0.24(n = 3) > JHFEEF P T ARG it PR BB KR TR Y a0 * SR (maternal
effect) » @ &% - BRI Sr/Cavt £ %1 118 (n=3) > &7 BHWE 2 &
B ACRER A BRGS0 ¥ by XM Sr/Cat ERE 0 0.8
=e(N=4) ¥ it &d »F % &K EDEPMA pF B bt enfd47 & 4] 1ig = o 7]
ALY T AR T BEDS 3§ LAY 5xAum shk 2 Al R BT T o Tt AP
ﬁ%%ﬁ%mff» WOV - BETe 70 BXOPFEREF S ,T*ua"»\;m v % b AY - i
T AafCEapr B R IA K 7oA € R g T o g 0@ R IR AN LR

HEHERFHSH/Carv B ks R BRI T ED] A KA PER A

=

AT F RN R RERES A R R R 5 0 2 {8 eh Sr/Ca v i
BE BT BT NRERFY > TR ANBRZFI PRI R o2 PR E
W ir SriCa vt B 4nT "o o REor AR L A d A REE N R e AR (0, 1997) o
BB ADIEBRALRESBAF T Ed 3RR2 20 REBE KBR2 LA
Tk Flm E 5k Sr/Ca vt *E M e 4] 4 K (Tzeng and Tsai, 1994) - Shen et al.(1998)
FI* DLt B> Py SN, R REY 1L AR A IR B
$enB 7 Sr/Cavt G g i r @ 1 W d B 1O &8 R EAG AR L i A e
2 >4 100 FEEAREAR LB A A - BT S fliw 53] 3% dc(Fitzsimons et al.,
1993 ; Bell et al., 1995 ; Radtke et al., 2001 ; Keith, 2003) - #]}* » ¢ B % Sr/Ca +*

g R rHAE LA AGRE RCEER RS

4., 2EFPHEREB L FEL KRG
gﬁp#:fﬁ;jf;(23°N)ﬁﬂﬁ"%s§§ﬁ\§,§ﬁ LA CPH R D #idea 1§ Y R i P
;ﬁlg,o@@ﬁwﬁﬁuﬁ@a@ﬁﬁ%%é@%m’xﬁiﬁéwﬂﬁi
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F£ oo gl g 2 Y B K (8°N)eh e 4& 1B A8 48 - (Manacop, 1953) >+ £ H &
# o A A 4K 7L #8457 (Sicydiinae) 4p i (Hawaii = Sicyopterus stimpsoni (Fitzsimons
et al., 1993) ; Dominica 7 Sicydium punctatum (Bielsa et al., 2003)) » e i m L 5§
Re“union % (19°S)} i@ %8 & “F 85 £ (7-9 months)(Bielsa et al., 2003) » & 4+ = #
F LA R R L fEEE S & IRAP B i (Hawaii < Lentipes concolor (Kinize,
1993) ; Okinawa 7 Stiphdon percnopterygionus (Yamasaki and Tachihara, 2006)) -

BRom 2 E A Al WA L E AT A F AL AR b e 2R

# 4 S japonicus 4pit o BEAR G R A PH o B ST T Y > ALt A
B EE L3N & BIEe % S, japonicus A P 5 5 F 4 F (7-9
mos) > fAzalpferia g s B> HY 3 2AB% > 2 L AP R A I(group
synchronism) & #g » 4c » 88 K ¥2 & “P ) 4 A ¥ chik 9 B % 3% A (Shen, 1997 ; Ju,
2001): & p 4 (32°N~34°N) i3 48 § 44 B &5 % 0 & 73 3 %% 7 (Dotu and Mito,
1955 ; lidaetal.,, 2009) » # & “rHy £ &5 ST F FR M 4r @ ‘ﬂﬁfimﬁ‘q/ s RKR
SRS A AR - B A& %S (Gill et al., 1996; 4, 1997; Yamasaki, 2006) -
wH A A FARRR ke B AD T o BRFIB - E S AR 2EY
ARG EA B G Bes F 24 F § & (Beumer and Sloane, 1990 ; Arai et
al., 1999 ; Marui et al., 2001 ; Silberschneider, 2001 ; #, 2002 ; Tsukamoto et al., 2011) -
t &4 R L G S. lagocephalus - S. japonicuss W A & A Bg Y 2

TEFE R APHLDE  RELEFECARBFIELEFI IR 7 AR F

FAOBHT RS R RRETF T RER A EETEE B F AT ERG
F@-p A AIRE FESRLEL T LRI LTRSS 2
AAFA i st - A 0 AR I T EY o a4 &4 (primary

production)sn i FLpE R 2 £ 4 M 0 BERMEAR L et A Kk 00T B T i0s AR
BYeRMAGFRTABFELE  m M PR AL ZFTE R T A PR

FE AP U IR F o
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5. A F P AL F i 4R B REAEAR L h S £ 050

A FHAELZES AR FHRET RN e L 0 T 10 TR T
FEH 95 1854053 um > 2 SR A A 0 2 30 M E AR 9562+
094 um > & 40 Fhz (ST B R E > THIHNIum I LEF I D 5 0 p
RARFSPNIRE Ghod MV AL GHERE I ZAENER  EBETERA
RS F A 0 B IR IR L A A TR R R F A R B
34 X pGED|AAL s FSr/Cart s AR U E S LGP 230
2 ENNEBE > BRI R BB FEG o M EEE S
japonicus #p F (4, 1997) - ¥ - f& % ¥ A& “r 7| (demersal spawners) i3 SR 4R L
Coryphopterus glaucofraenum 7= f= (Sponaugle and Cowen, 1994) - @ i&fd4~ # 2 &
ol s B do4p 0 0 Kuroki et al.(2007)# 7 7 & % "8 & a7 g @ Anguilla
bicolor bicolor » A A= #FFEenB 85 5 > i {84 B = £ F (% (0.69 + 0.09
umiday) > @ {65 - &% S A 30 % (1.13 + 0.09 pm/day) > st FEH & B HrE 4
4y (preleptocephalus) i % = - & 4. (leptocephalus)4~ #p » i 1 2 {4 = £ ZF bk 5
3138 7i#%5(052+005um/day) - ® R F B AT B PHFERF IR G 0 bl
A. japonica (Tsukamoto & Umezawa, 1990) ~ A. anguilla (Lecomte-Finiger, 1992) ~
A. b. pacifica (Arai et al., 2001) ~ A. australia ~ A. reinhardtii ~ A. dieffenbachia (Shiao,
2002) ~ A. marmorata (Arai et al., 2001; Kuroki et al., 2005 ; Robinet et al., 2008) -
RPERAFIEFNRFEDRTF] 7 i Ad 30 ARB DY R IE 2 RAF B
“ E ettt & 4~ (exogenous diet) o i & iR S 0 & 4FAT g i T P E @A I AT
FTeie B 0 Fla A EF e 2 kg o A A5 gt 3 % (Kuroki et al.,
2007) o gt b > WrE B A 7 G HFEARAOY KL F o B4R S LG
GAG(glycosaminoglycan)(Pfeiler, 1984) » 3744 i ik i3 K fgic £ 4% £ R L P H3Z
FovERLPEF LR F A g (Lord et al, 2009) - A o 4 G T R
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¥ - f&5 72 » Kuroki et al.(2005)7% & & =& I} 3 7 Anguilla marmorata 4~ # = %
Py - BRECIAZEMAFEFAREIEFZ AL RENEIE N AR
8 $3% - Shiao and Hwang(2004) { i& - % # 7+ 7 j# %t % (Thyroid hormones) 4 i
¥ Megalops cyprinoides 2 2 s @ AR A €8 > P ERA F K F
NI BE ¥ - 2 5o Keithetal. (2009) % 4 5 % BAGE AR L e i3 g Fg o it o
L1 FFfc s & F o 4 a2 5(Bell, 1994) > ¢ Psg = A-kind A3 BR P v
bR R A ) 42 e (Valade, 2001) > 1 88 B 4o fa P chiE R A4t A oK
HB? CBRE N EE WA LT - (AR g ¢ 450
T Aer WA frodm g H o aCKRBR Y 2 EF 2 B I AL FRAARFR S
I FE R R APE T WA R iz Ea BHEBAL RS EK
5v= & @3 eni-A5(Lindstrom and Brown, 1994 ; Bell and Brown, 1995 ; Yokoi and
Hosoya, 2005) > & F|:&E » 342 o 3 L2 FFE > T A B 4nF v 4 2 a it eb &k
sd o e s e d o RPFEG P HMOYEAZ MRS FRELESE P
WGz S WA A 7 & F g A - McDowall (2009)~ 4% 148 ik

X F3n G A _Sicyopterus B A A W H B A S G E R HF Kk - o

6. PLD & ‘@& 5 b 7 A FhAcd B2 B ik
FAFIEF TSR F D R GETALZBHOB RS EE TELEF
e xERE BWTIOPLD 5 115+£17.33 % (##184-186 <, n=49) > & 4
b % chiE R 4p 0t 0 S, lagocephalus 7 PLD % Re’union(19°S) + % 199 + 33 =< (4
[F 133 - 266 =) (Hoareau et al., 2007a) ; A8 784 £ fr® % #7¢3 2 5 £ 17 § (15°S)
% 131+ 3.4 = (Lord et al., 2009) » & 7 I} % W [ i kg B 28
¥%3 2 100 = 2+ oo f =xf2 % S, lagocephalus & i & 5 A iLeha i R o 2 2 i
AAETT LIS IR 0 IR A 3 5 4P S Japonicus PLD & 163.72 £ 12.79 = (4
ff] 125 — 212 % )(Shen and Tzeng, 2008) - } it 4 4 & A3t B 2.7 (cosmopolitan)#&
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T8 2 PLD # ¥ A0 @ A Rk F i Al (endemism)gE g 0 B
4 S. sarasini » 76.5+ 3.9 % ~S. aiensis » 79.2 £ 4.6 % (Lord et al., 2009); Cotylopus
acutipinnis = 101 + 14 = (Hoareau et al., 2007a) ; S. punctatum =7 83(54 — 136) = ~
S. antillarum =7 87(63 — 139) = (Bell et al., 1995) ; L. concolor 3 86(63 — 106) %

(Radtke et al., 2001) ; S. percnopterygionus 7 99(78 — 146) = (Yamasaki and Maeda,
2007) % Fe 4% % 4 &% hRhinogobius gigas /& ¥ pF 8 %) 40 = = % (Shiao, 1998) -

2 BEEF AL 20 - 60 % 2 B e KRR E H s AR A8 (Brothers et al.,
1983; Victor, 1986 ; Wellington and Victor, 1989; Sponaugle and Cowen, 1994 ; Shafer,
1998 ; Wilson and McCormick, 1999) - & & % 45§ % S. lagocephalus » % 3% % &
rEenh b EE N DA B4 » (self-recruitment) g3 % 0 B F & 4opt £ eHPLD
TREEBT LS BEY Hu 3 ke pw AT S lagocephalus
“73 Sicydiinae ¢ ~ # §# BB A iZ - fa(Keithetal, 2005) » ¢ 356 -~ T ¥
B e g o 105 18000 km 12 + (Watson et al., 2000) » @ & «9PLD » & H 57 §E
B2 EHSH I HFY £& i d o Keithetal (2005) %48 - i B #F8E7 at # 3%
AR AFACL PR G B BA T A R - T F a2 §oF § 4o )T Berrebi et
al.(2005)4 * % i=f= T A % (allozyme electrophoresis) 17 #- & & Indo-Pacific i £
= H - %% [ @ Hoareau et al.(2007b)** Madagascar *+3iT -7 Mayotte ~ Mauritius
% LaReunion & 1} 8 > & ¥ chip a8 ¢ & A F) 4 i (genetic divergences)In % o it
# f# f} Madagascar %3 8 d & & F e i & ku(current system) & ¥ JE i 4.
8 SR L FLIE 9 1 (Step-by-step)# 47 2 Madagascar FiiT %% § > 3-mm 3 o

BRET fo4e r T4 G0 Benfps FT - NENRGEERB T A @

I
o
|

[

St
I

BRI R ARECR § (5 (FAe x> @ REEARY 0 BEFE 2T 7 ETG S

FeenI g > 3 R FIi(gene flow) » Frd] 1 EFH DL > Aige VUER L@

<

Re’union § + enip 48 PLD £ £ 4t + (133 -266 * ) * i @ dp b1 > & 7 PLD
B e F g R AR AP S OB T
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S.lagocephalus snPLD*t 2 & B a L B> Ut R & AR ann oo » e

PO R FHEOT QAL BHEPLDY N A F /R F SR A Al

I\}

B EROBRITILE - A5 > A Reunion & F Fr7 f 4ot > BEE PLD

2 & R &1t (varies annually) : 1 3] 3 7 a4 » BRI EL > 200 % > @ 53] 9

P enip g 150 X B Egs(Lord et al., 2009) » T R &G e BRFAH B oo A

2% S japonicus (hPLD 5 4+ Ffc] » § T o JRIEZARIL L A4 o

F & %17 B (Shen ant Tzeng, 2008) o ¥ *t » T EAMEAR . ce » P L2 R K

1.%4%1@_3&&?&?{&;\ =0 e ApBAEA F 0 RYE 0.5544 5 B 4~ PSR R X

AoA R EEBOMEZ pEH 2N hRY 03~ ~0.7 %% 5 - Shen and Tzeng (2008)

S. japonicus ¥ R it i s+ H-35(R* = 0.123) » H i 4e L. concolor % % #&iv #5148
TORARE . 3 IR G 5F 00 IR % (Radtke et al., 1988 ; Radtke et al., 2001) -

LA BERBREY B Rga BREMHPLD T25 178+ 24,99 =
(151-218 =, n=9) > AFF A FLE BRI~ 4 B4 v 32 14 ¢ 118 + 16.75
% (109-163 = ,n=14) > ¢ &% % 5 11 S, lagocephalus %4 e # ¢ > 1 3RE
RHPLD B F s 84nE 60 X - 92 B 2 4 o 2B %A 1 R AR L

SPLDEF F AR M 4@ § 4o cndfd A7 7 BR B 4% 2 BB LA

1:1

PRRE Rk Rd Tk *‘F’ﬁ‘”‘q‘ﬁ’ WEIED T A2 DR OERE N PRIk
2

fRE L hBAl > LB PLD tha A £ 8 5 ol 20 A Mng S o o (0
uﬁﬁzmomwwm;ﬁw,.u BB IR A RS L2 AT RER

© At R v AR A BT ¢ % i (Tsukamoto, 1990 ; Sugisaki, 1996 ;
Sekiguchi and Inoue, 2002 ; Miller et al., 2002 ; Sassa et al., 2004 ; Liu et al., 2008) -
lida et al.(2009) %L & 1 & 478 & » # 4]0 S. japonicus # & E i35 > BT S.
japonicus éPLD % p # fodt L (Wakayama)(34°N) % 173 - 253 = (lida et al., 2008);
% p A+ & (Okinawa) (26°N) 2 182 - 215 = (Yamasaki, 2006) ; @ & & 445
(Fulong)(23°N) 5 125 - 186 = (Shen et al., 1998) - &7 #! PLD #ig % B3 25 E
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Faa a2 g a bk k odb% s fom S, japonicus ek RS A F OFE E 2 0 (7R o
FEPT L ERLA TR BLET - & %A IR % (Watanabe et al., 2006) o
b5 4k(2009)41* MIDNA A4k p B RN evigis ~ 2R A L S A F
Z B gk 119 & > w2 p A%~ 3 ofi(Kochi) ~ oL ~ # b (Shizuoka) =
B B2 77 & 50 S, japonicus F & 0 BEor CEOM TR AGH B HRAT 5 P AR
BAR O TRREREAT A AL, TR EET AT AT e AR R
ARFOFIL R T A A INEE LG RER T AT M o
Frig-hiEg 2P ﬁis?l i@ B FF_5 96(77-116) km/day » @ S. japonicus £
PLD #p A(208+22 =)+ 4 %(163.72+ 1279 2 )% 45 % - &1/ BAE % 4 $ L
Ipkod REEGTEL AP RS E XL (Amami-Island) T 4 8 & ok k dER
3 (%,2001) ¢ ik S R EEESCNER £ 6 5 vy F B¢hF A Radtke
etal.(2001)%+ % = % ¥ £ ehL.concolor & pdein & »d & A A 3 = 5 & W E_
Kaua’i ~ O’ahu ~ Maui 2 Hawai’i > % % &7+ PLD %% =3¢ Kaua’i 2 Hawai’i §

F# £ (87.3+£0.09 2 88.3+0.07 %) A ¥ FenMaui § #%2(80.7£0.11 =) &
S AL A G hE R TR e Ed T AL e E BT REE

Be? i fER LB PLD 28 - ZF T HRNEBR LT L8 Maui § i3 Fin
(eddies) i 7 B > 3% & P B AL T o AL UH] AT AR 0 A (5 P A4

(self-recruitment) sri-25 » 3 3% A B 48 PLD #i® o Fpt adg I 4 B A 30s

xzn

l:

gﬁ%@?ﬁ@ﬁ%é@ﬁ»ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁiﬁﬂf PR R ILTE B R RS

g%
WoR & T e s 0 B 1S 8 IR > v - 5 7] i ok T 8 (eddy region) B 2 iR g
Bk Sk TR BB S R IGEET L B AL R 2 PR
o dm s BB PLD v THEZ e BE Y2 B R ERs 2 pah

i o WRds 2% 250-300 22 if o SPEBHE 2-3% > HARSEET

i
TRRLE D S 20 AR 2R A T R R o ¥ - 26 0 b
o ficd SR feiC A PLD & £ 897 i R 4ot it 0 [EE A PLD
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s SIE isd BopiEiE s TR R { e B R 0 PR ISIEE T

WoEF L AT R A n o e r b nB R AT G - EERE D T ek

&=

FodeEt g R ERNMP G - Ra g BBy § T kg FHNES

ETIS

fq ‘g‘: ’ E’ rau L’I‘J’}'{ ﬂ\&(n = 9)7~ il/ Fjl ;‘J} iimé] ,}\ ’ Iﬁhgb /[}\ }i»é;\ k] __" ﬁ;’%§
Ped A PLDo g% S 4 ¢ » 7 R(Kimura et al., 1994 ; Kimura
et al., 2001 ; Kimura and Tsukamoto, 2006 ; Zenimoto et al., 2009) - d ¢+ # L » PLD

LB R - B2 5 RE 0 2 AP B ARART- 0T 4 h

7. Fd4cr ¥ ~fEZ LR F

AETFRFLEIARE L AL BFED N P L 2 Ed RN ER T HH
b PR RRA AR il g ER G RO NRPFRESRET
RHEL R ARE  FETEAAT AR T T GRS g
HEF200 EFFFZHJR26=x> 2975 F&° B Fo» FEFTEFA D B
B o3 ENLESRHEEEKT 2R 229 CPUER R > &7 HHm TR
EABRBEFFEADLE c FASHTHIAEB LD E S PEEHNH SR
kfed b a e HFOBMAPR N RA PEEFEGRAEL P P Y L 2 E
Bd o A B A G 0 4R b r F k3 Ao 4 WA R 513 7 (Manacop,
1953) ; 2 § R pLf e 12 * (Delacroix, 1992) - 325 %~ & H & #4 -3 . 7% IAft
1E 7 #g s i2(Bell et al., 1995 ; Nishimoto and Kuamo’o, 1997 ; Radtke et al., 2001) -
S. japonicus E_p m #rirde » PR EATEAREHE L 0 ERL 9B oA hp AT
24 o faplERE G MR AR REEe T 2R BAITRE D
BF AP o fp Axw (Ota River) ki g7 3 9°C» MORET iR
4o~ #p & 2(lida et al., 2009) o @ fd 4d SREHRF > 2ET G 16°C L o

FI BT E S AT - B FFFE A FRIKFLFCEE S AP T WA M
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16ppt B » }}%;r?rz? DA~ R F 2 ABRABIE GF b P B2
HE > Z857 e Exipr A %G M (Shen, 1997) - Ft » M AR
KT A B R PL AT AR T TS 2 - o

TOREAEAE L A A et » BHE 55 277 £ 2.1 mm(# F 22.6 -
32.3 mm, n=95) T 3afg & £ F 5 0.2335+ 0.25 mm/d (4 & 0.1857 — 0.2837 mm/d,

= 49) o W 2 E(TL) B H @ 3 % fs 8 > 500 BEF (259 + 0.7
mm)(Manacop, 1953) » fe ek |- 3> § R P g (32.7 £ 1.1 mm): 1 %8 (Hoareau et al.,
2007) » F7RRArRTR L S A L F X T E ) Bt 2 A G £ AL R (2096 £
0.46 mm for Penaorou ; 30.98 + 0.33 mm for Peavot ; 32.30 = 0.51 mm for
Maewo)(Hoareau, 2005) » 7= §2 S. japonicus £ # % (26-33mm)(:%x, 1997 ; lida et al.,
2009) > @ &g ¥ ~ >t H s BAgh AR L (Fitzsimons et al., 1993 ; Kinize, 1993 ; Bell et al.,
1995 ; Radtke et al., 2001 ; Yamasaki et al., 2007 ; Hoareau et al., 2007) - 4c » 8 &
X P|3F 5 F)E g 5 > Lord et al.(2009) 4 ¥ 0t TR % 3% 4 0 T BRI o

DFESHFHFN - TEPEEL AL L FEN I MEfrS L F 238
Fa £ R > & 1245 Shenand Tzeng (2008) - S. japonicus #c » #8 £ fr= & I E3F
PPgit o R aF R T EPRARF > THPIEFE RSP F S
o T ARG DL R Flom BRI L AT i R EF AL
PEFRMERBET AT AA R 2ZIETHEZI S LFVATERLE o

(e rp s TFix g amdEPowm o &b FaoEF 2 R (Bell et al., 1995)
%ﬁ’#%iﬁﬁ%%%%ﬁﬂﬁiiﬁwﬁoipiﬁmﬁéﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%B
#oANFTEDBEYG2BE? @ s 2 HE 5 29.7 £ 1.54 mm (4 ] 27.5-31.9 mm,

9) » A F AT %ﬁv‘if%éjx’ R RSN L IR
SHEF O L AP EAPOBRR FPREFAd e B PR EG FRI T A
R % o

Q)BMFEF B ERBR AL EL DT o bldcd P KRN 5 - 30
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LI BAE T o T RELMAE > S RIF B B aE TR .

8. IR L T 5 2 4

AELR R AR E - R Y TR R4 FlA REHE R

e
(\x
[
&.‘?

ST R B b R TR o B AR (1996) % % 45 K e MR
A BRI R TP MEAEEAR LR G PGRen) jRa 4 0 TR A F RRIE R AR

-

Ao A G PR AZE 80kme @ R EAMAR T T LA E B h g S A F e

ey

T & FEP T 7 3% A&JBalon and Bruton, 1994) - fiz < e A A ¥ o iR T R b A
LEFFPUIERH A L TG M 2 AR ST E T G BN A A

# & (Valade et al., 2001 ; McDowall, 2009) - @ #7 7 8 B 5+ jf 42 & 7§ 7% K & BLip]

a~

BEET A od BV LB FE B KRR L PR R TG E
AR Ee RS 2 ERE o d M AT REFER LR TR
BAGRES T RA KRR @RS AR SR BT Y0 AL EEE -
KA b hE A LA UAEA R Y T R CERREPL RIS R
WH R Echa P (%, 1998) 053 BLRFT Y 4 F o h A e

PIECRE BT RIER R > B A Y At B - B R L AR R

AT ORF TSR 4 0w A RE kB P B o BTy B e L
FEAVR TR E oo A G LR T S NS R e R g e 1 e

3 3 7 3 4P iz(Schoenfuss and Blob, 2007) » &g 7% = & ¥ 1S dudase -Kiw > Fpt
A TG EAFE A R R FfAREr oA 2 A g oo OB A R

A g E L R

39



AR I B L B R BT IR 8 BY R TR L DA R 2
7o BT L FDFN Gl TREHA 2B FRNE R B3F F AT
SVE IR o R o PR PUNF S RRETF)|F OUF A £ 2 g AR AR EFE

ET RF B FEE O e o U LRI Ry
(1)F1* mDNA Z F 5518346 A = T EFQEAmME L il B g Ed g I
N H U R R FREBREPTALME 2 X TEF 5 3 3§+ (Berrebi et al,
2005 ; Keith et al., 2005 ; Hoareau et al., 2007) > 4>t & #* =~ LT X are¥FfwE ¥ &
P oA (44 (2001)f-+£(2009) ¢ * mMtDNA k&= 7 £ #-p & chp AEAGEE L > B
BEATHFMEERM G TR 2 SR AT RGBS VG AT A4
TE P AR AT s e - BEF > X EHE PLD 5B o st T EP
Wk R RN L N A A TR T R AR AL e U 2P kMR T AR
BB AT o AT F oA P 0 EFE B s b oo A K F 2T mIDNA

T LR B R G A A TR R R AR L R

()R] T2 F ¥1 o fic g ~ % 4p * Bl (otolith elemental signature) v 3 vf 5 3 - A 7 ¢
HEAZ A Al PRI B PR N 4 2R (Dove et al.,

1996 ; Brown et al., 2001 : Chang et al., 2006 ; Tzeng et al., 2007) » B = 524 F
s kP Sr-BasMg ¥ kA ¢ EEPEE F k& (Bath et al, 2000 ;

Milton and Chenery, 2001 ; Elsdon and Gillanders, 2003) » @ <& =% Ba~ Cd ~ Zn
plegrie = 43 B (Bruland, 1983 ; Alibert et al., 2003 ; Wells et al., 2003) - i& 2 3%
(2008a) ¢ * 37 PAHTIE BiS H T AR E e L B AL A 0 2R 5 F i 93% 1t o

BMrakirr @y 8 8R0E g ~ 4 1R o 2 ¢t > Lord and Keith (2008)
Py EBATE R 5 R & e S osarasini o 35 g B R WM N)FRE > A s
FEREACHE AL TR VS GAELUHEEF 25 LB F
® BT R R AT A EERE A PR o I T w3 R R AR L D
ArA s k- HEP L BT R o
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(3)14 # & i 75 #v(DNA Barcoding Methods) if Biss i 5758 cnis g 8o b o B4
PAGEAR L D 3t A B TR ARG b B4 B B AP HGes ¥ B
WA Y TR BB R AT 4 AR E R ST {1 DNA
A EEBMT TR ERTRE R REL L FEF AT
EHRITAB A OA TR T R TAE A B 2 AR BT e

7 14 (4, 2007 ; 3E, 2008b) -
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AEFEPPLD) R B2 e »REE VR FRG 5 KA F A ARG > BT
TOEAREAR L R BT D 20k rs‘ifé”n“ﬁia?lﬁi EAAINAE o (O
FEABEAR b P U (S IR A R A[ R o P R SRR X AR T A
AP EREG . A RAEB T AR E S 2 d DL E(P)RERI e 2 BH

AL T A AERFA G R RAET P PR D it RS

7 M o (5)R 7 Sr/Ca it B ehph B 5| % 1 B3 ) BRI L chd fRiw 5T 2

U e (B) 4 HRie 4 B9 0H R LB TRMR L e L P A e
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BEMNT RS AFTFRTQIME LA £ 9 PLD 0 ¥ it U5 0 A 4L
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LARSIE L A

4 4 8g T4 (http://fishdb.sinica.edu.tw/2001new/mainl.asp )

S E G 2B (1999) PR FikR A BN AT o ARk
RFE R §#73 25 F5 7w 59T o

Mgz, > 4 (7 (1999)c 4 4k k2 P v gifzhe M= 554 B 4288 F o

Ak (1993) 0 £ A MR A B ko LA 534T o

¥ T (1986a) o &gtk AAF o £ KT RA AEE 125 0 1047 o

¥ o F (1986b) o CiEFHEZ AE ALK P c B RFSAE R
B F (1996) A4k AT T AL (- ) FRMRE ¥4 R £85& 4
ATy $ 198 5 40F o

Bk R (1997) c A FEw HE AT FRZAEL (D) AR £4 0 864 4

=7 5185 > 20F o
AL (2007) 0 BB R HEZ B A AR ¢ p A B EEGE £ e TR

B2y R2L2F A ER¥EFEFTTMLIHB? 627 -

REG (2009) o & At = TEA R RO A P AR R OEHEHL B AT o
Rz 4L B EpEmy L% > 258F o

ic#s (2003) - f1* B2 R B A BB P EIEL S G Dp LR o B2 4 H
BREFPTHLHEZ BTE
Rd - Fdr8P 7 TR 027 -

FEL (2007)c % o R 2 EA B AHB2ZEL AT 2 DNAL &isrs d
2t o WY LA EREAFET L% o 104F o

Tzt (1998) c A4 FiEw FEB L AP L EETHE R FEF2

GFE ALY 58 T o
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v % A. dieffenbachii 4= 8 2 /& ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ@iiﬁ*%#%%?i%
#1L#Hm> 1107 -

% %3 (20082) o fI* B P AKdg WRAT Y FALA BIP T B ORFETR — IR L
SR LL e M2 A A RREPES T Lk o 1127 -

2 (1997)od A ofichmip @Rt kiP T B G Afadhp Sk B2
LA RREPEEL L% 82T -

34 (2003) o A T HcmiE R AL B A BTR G A2 B 2 Hiw g

R FEFFEy Ly 0 102 F
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CERIT M LR EBFEE T LG 062 F o
g (2002) 4 ¥ RR PRI FLERFLE AR E AP L FL 2T o
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Fig.1 External morphology of male and female of amphidromous goby
Sicyopterus lagocephalus collected in the Tung-Chin River estuary,
Lanyu on Sep. 12, 2010. (Male & = 46.16mm TL, Female Q@ =
42.81mm TL)
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Fig.2 Life cycle of amphidromous goby Sicyopterus lagocephalus.
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Fig.3 Sampling sites of S. lagocephalus collected in three sampling locations in eastern Taiwan (a) and in two stations in the

lower reaches of Hsiukuluan River in Hualien (b).
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Fig.4 Seasonal changes in numbers of S. lagocephalus collected from 2
stations in the lower reaches of Hsiukuluan River and water

temperature. n = sample size.
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Fig.5 Diel change in the number of recruiting individuals collected every
4 hours a day in Station 2 in the lower reaches of Hsiukuluan
River during the period from Oct. 25, 2008 to Oct. 20, 2009.

n = sample size.
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Fig.6 Length-frequency distribution of the larval and juvenile individuals
of S. lagocephalus collected from 2 stations in the lower reaches
of Hsiukuluan River during the period from Oct. 29, 2008 to Sep.
23, 2009. n = sample size.
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Fig.7 Changes of external morphology of S. lagocephalus from post larvae (PL1, PL2) through juveniles (J1, J2) until adult.
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Fig.8 Developmental stages composition of S. lagocephalus collected
from two stations in the lower reaches of Hsiukuluan River during
the period from Oct. 25, 2008 to Oct. 20, 2009. PL1, PL2, J1, J2

refer to Fig.7. n= sample size.
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Fig.9 Changes in mean total body length of S. lagoccephalus during

metamorphosis from post larva to juvenile stages. PL1, PL2. J1,

J2 refer to Fig.7. Asterisk (*) indicates significant difference from

other three stages (p<0.05). n = sample size.

72



Fig.10 Horizontal section of the head showing the internal and external

faces of sagittal otoliths of S. lagocephalus (25.9 mmTL, PL1
stage) collected in Hsiukuluan River on May. 25, 2009.
S = Sagitta, L = Lapillus.
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Lapillus  Asteriscus

Fig.11 Size and morphology of the 3 pairs of otoliths, Sagitta (a), Lapillus
(b), and Asteriscus (c).

Scale bar =500 um.
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Fig.12 Changes of otolith morphology and external morphology from
post larval (PL) to adult (A) stages of S. lagocephalus collected in

Hsiukuluan River. MC = metamorphosis check, A = anterior, D =

dorsal, V = ventral, P = posterior.
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Fig.13 Otolith microstructure observed in the light microscopy (a) and

scanning electron microscope (SEM) (b). Scale bar = 200 pum.
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Fig.14 Otolith primordium and daily growth increments counted in light

microscopy (a) and SEM (b). Scale bar = 40 um.
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Fig.15 Otolith metamorphosis check (MC) shown in light microscopy (a)
and SEM (b). Scale bar = 40 um.
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Fig.16 Relationship between otolith length (OL) and total length (TL) of
S. lagocephalus collected from the 2 stations in the lower reaches
of Hsiukuluan River during the period from Oct. 25, 2008 to Oct.

20, 2009. n = sample size.
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Fig.17 Otolith growth as indicated by the relationship between otolith
length (OL) and daily age of S. lagocephalus collected from the 2
stations in the lower reaches of Hsiukuluan River during the

period from Oct. 25, 2008 to Oct. 20, 2009. n = sample size.
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Fig.18 Ontogenetic changes in otolith growth rate (um/day) in the early stage of S. lagocephalus by seasons.

n = sample size.
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Fig.19 Comparison of otolith growth rate (um/day) of S. lagocephalus

collected among seasons. Asterisk (*) indicates that the growth

rate of otolith was significant difference among seasons (p<0.05).
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Fig.20. Asymmetrical growth (a) of the otolith of S. lagocephalus as indicated by the appearance of metamorphosis check (MC)

(b). C = core (otolith primordium), A=anterior, D=dorsal, V=ventral, P=posterior.
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Fig.21 Drastic changes of mean increment widths in the otoliths of the 3 S.
lagocephalus collected in lower reaches of Hsiukuluan River. The
mean width during metamorphosis was calculated for every 10
increments. (a) 32.1mmTL fish, (b) 31.4mmTL fish, and (c)
37mmTL fish collected on Dec. 24, 2008. Arrows indicate the

position of metamorphosis check (MC).
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Fig.22 Relationship between total length (TL) and daily age (day) of S.
lagocephalus collected from the 2 stations in the lower reaches of

Hsiukuluan River during the period from Oct. 25, 2008 to Oct. 20,

2009. n = sample size.
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Fig.23 Relationship between total length and daily age of S. lagocephalus

collected from station 1 of Hsiukuluan River estuary among

different seasons. n = sample size.
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Fig.24 Distribution of back-calculated hatching dates of post-larval S.
lagocephalus collected from the station 1 in the estuary of
Hsiukuluan River during the period from Oct.25, 2008 to Oct.
20,2009.
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Fig.25 Temporal changes of Sr/Ca ratios from the anterior edge through primordium to the posterior edge of the otolith of S.
lagocephalus collected from the station 2 of Hsiukuluan River. Otolith length = 750.71um. (a) Sagittal section of the
otolith, (b) magnified from (a), and (c) Sr/Ca ratios. 0.4 represents the boundary between fresh and sea water. MC =

metamorphosis check.
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Fig.26 Two types of Sr/Ca ratios in the primordium of otoliths of S.
lagocephalus collected in the station 2 in the lower reaches of
Hsiukuluan River. Light blue areas indicate the boundary of Sr/Ca
ratios between seawater and freshwater.

Type 1 (a, b, ¢) : Lower Sr/Ca ratios in the primordium.

Type 2 (d, e, f, g) : Higher Sr/Ca ratios in the primordium.
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Fig.27 Temporal changes of otolith Sr/Ca ratios from the edge through

primordium to the other edge of S. lagocephalus collected in the

station 1 in the estuary of Hsiukuluan River.
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Fig.28 Comparison of the length of pelagic larval duration (PLD) of S.

lagocephalus among three sampling locations along eastern

Taiwan. Asterisk (*) indicates significant difference (p<0.05).

n = sample size.
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Fig.29 Comparison of the total length in post-larval S. lagocephalus

collected from Nanao and Hualien. Asterisk (*) indicates

significant difference (p<0.05). n = sample size.
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Table 1. Sampling information for S. lagocephalus and the number of individuals used for body length, pigmentation stage,

otolith microstructure and microchemistry analyses.

Number of individuals used for

Sampling sampling date No. of _
site individuals Body Developmental Otolith . Increments Sr/Ca
Daily age : .
Length stage Length width ratio
Stationl, 2008 Autumn 9 9 9 9 9 6 -
Hualien Winter 18 18 18 10 10 6 -
2009 Spring 35 35 35 10 10 6 5
Summer 22 22 22 10 10 6 -
Autumn 11 11 11 10 10 6 -
Station2, 2008 Autumn 2 2 2 2 2 2 1
Hualien Winter 18 18 18 12 11 5 2
2009 Spring 3 3 3 3 3 3 1
Summer 7 7 7 7 7 7 5
Autumn 1 1 1 1 1 1 -
Lan-Yu 2010 July & 27 21 27 22 14 ) )
September
Nan-Ao 2008 April 9 9 9 9 5 - -

Total 157 156 157 101 92 48 14
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Table 2. Comparison of mean(+SD) total length of S. lagocephalus between stations 1 & 2 among seasons collected in the

lower reaches of Hsiukuluan River during the period from Oct. 25, 2008 to Oct. 20, 2009.

San'!pling Sampling date Sar_nple Total length (mm)
site size Range Mean (+SD)

Station 1 Autumn, 2008 9 27.0-31.6 29.5+1.7
Winter 18 24.3-32.3 27.912.4
Spring, 2009 35 22.6-31.6 27.312.0
Summer 22 24.7-30.8 27.6%1.7
Autumn 11 23.8-31.2 27.1+2.3
Total 95 22.6-32.3 27.712.1
Station 2 Autumn, 2008 3 26.9-31.2 29.3+3.0
Winter 18 28.1-32.1 29.7+1.3
Spring, 2009 3 27.1-29.4 28.311.0
Summer 6 27.0-30.6 29.0+1.8

Autumn 1 30.8 -
Total 31 26.9-32.1 29.1*+1.7
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Table 3. Criteria used for the characterization of the different life stages
of S. lagocephalus as modified from Keith et al. 2008.
PL1 = Post larval stage 1, PL2 = Post larval atage 2,
J1 = Juvenile stage 1, J2 = Juvenile stage 2, A = Adult stage.

PL1 PL2 J1 J2 A
Head spot (%) <60% 60 - 90% 90 - 95% 95 - 100% 100%
Mouth
l.J . Terminal Sub-inferior Inferior Inferior Inferior

position
Caudal fin

" ! Forked Forked Forked Nearly straight Rounded
shape
Body Translucent The line formed Practically Complete Sexual
pigmentation | ; few spots by spots complete pigmentation dimorphism

Table 4. Development stages, sample size, and total length of S.
lagocephalus collected in the lower reaches of Hsiukuluan River.

Different letters in the superscript indicate significant difference

(p<0.05).
Developmental Sample Total length (mm)
stage size Range Mean(+SD)
PL1 87 25.5-29.7 27.6%£2.1°
PL2 8 26.6-30.6 28.6+2.0°"
J1 25 27.7-30.3 20+1.3"

12 6 28.8-32.0  30.4+1.6"
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Table 5. Mean daily age at recruitment, somatic growth rate, and back-calculated hatching dates of S. lagocephalus

collected from station 1 in the estuary of Hsiukuluan River during the period from Oct. 25, 2008 to Oct. 20, 2009.

Sampling date Sample Age at recruitment (day) Somatic growth rate (mm/d) Back-cqlculated
size Range Mean(1SD) Range Mean(1SD) hatching date

Autumn, 2008 9 100- 146 122.22114.665 0.2090-0.2588 0.2355%0.24  Jun.01-Jul.24

Winter 10 90-168 129%21.457 0.2061-0.2572 0.228810.23  Aug.08 - Oct. 29

Spring, 2009 10 101-143 115.6119.312  0.2046-0.2647 0.2316X0.26 Nov.04-Jan. 28

summer 10 36-142 114.6117.538  0.2079-0.2748 0.237110.29 Feb.04 - May. 03

Autumn 10 84-162 111.9%¥19.035 0.1857-0.2837  0.2367%0.25  Apr.02 - Jun. 30
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Table 6. Comparison of PLD and the mean of length at recruitment of S. lagocephalus collected in NanAo, Hualien, and

Lanyu. Different letters in the superscript indicate significant difference (p<0.05).

Sampling  Sample Pelagiclarval duration (day) Length at recruitment (mm)

location size Range Mean(£SD) Range Mean(£SD)
NanAo 9 151-218 178+24.9° 27.5-31.9 29.7%1.5°
Hualien 49 84 - 168 115+17.3" 22.6-32.3 27.712.1°

Lanyu 14 109-163 118+16.8" - -
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