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1-1 £ERIVOZ7 EAYBIRE
b DY AT BT DM OMIE 2 AT D ERLA N =X L2 Hfif+ 5 2
LiE, ARFOTLNRT -~ D—D2ThDH. —RIIC, BUOBRESCHE -
WRBERZ L T &3 5 AW AER 23, é#@%ﬁ%ﬁm%ﬁiﬁﬂﬁ“é EEZD
TS, 2O OEROMIZAMIZ K 5 AREROWPRRILZ & £ 7=, Jones et al.
(1994) 728 AR, FIEAEMEREOWHERRELZZ(LSELH 2 LTk
ST, MMOAEMOERFHZZLIED ] T EOEEM AR L TLOR, 49
PEEEMEOWREHEKO—> L LTHHE & T/ (Boumaetal. 2009) .
ERRROYHUEZ R Z T EYZARRT V=T L0y, FIRARRRIC
BWTIE, AMEEENZNICY 25 EE 2 HivD  (Kristensen et al. 2012) . 4=
WPREEE L x, BEOEA, SRk CUREAIERICEET2EMOZ L&
WL AR EIIEE OB AN LT, JREOR T - KOBE) L EIITARE
T DIERE O PR 2 51 i 29 (Kristensen et al. 2012) . EM#iHEE 1C
L DEEBREOWEL, Wi km O A7 —LTRE 2B LIE4 (Murray et al.
2002). =D X5 I EWRRIC X D IREBRBE OWARL, RFTHINIAFAET 5 4EWIC
bREREELBIITTZEPMoNTEY, ZOFEHOBEEMITHE - A
BAMRIZHILET 2 L& X bt T % (Reise 2002) .
AEBIENREREB T OO D ARHEIZ G 2 2 B8O TE, i
F Thx RRAEMBIEH THEN 2SN TWD (27 X =Fd—FE Neohelice
granulata, Botto & Iribarne 1999, Lomovasky et al. 2006 ; 7} v 2O —fE
Upogebia pugettensis, Posey et al. 1991 ; 2 & 2~ U Bt —FE Trypaea australiensis,
Dittmann 1996, Webb & Eyre 2004). H'CH i bEFICHFENM THON TE 124
Wift¥EE & LC, Wadden Sea (2351F 5 ¥~ % 2 A FLo>—F& Arenicola marina
23N % . Arenicola marina [ZiEE 30 cm IEE D J FRIOB AR OFTERE L, EEH
DEIZHEARDIEDEERL T Z B0 AL, WL Lol REDKLFZ2 3 & LT
JREREICHEMNT 2. 20X REEOEIZE LT, ZOMITIKEEZEDN
REREEICRD Z & (Volkenborn et al. 2007) <0, JEE R MmICHBE 2 k9 5 /M
ZEHE Y S5 Z & (Volkenborn & Reise 2007, Volkenborn et al. 2009) 7 &
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NHE STV D

ERNOEYRREICB AT 2 &, BAREMBFRICBIT L L~ AT
£ 2" U Nihonotrypaea harmandi (2 & X s 2O LT 2078085 5 (e.q.
Ei& 2001). L~ ATETVITEZ 60 cm BREO Y FRIOBEIZ| Y, B

I E -T2 MBI T2 LI ko TRBEZ AR ELSE D (K&
1995). & MEFIIZIBNT, 1979 4F 5 1983 2T T~ ATE S
DAL L2 Z LIRS, EEORLENEA T =0, FATHIC
LTWEEREEA AV T L 2ofE FEHE, 2HEBANE) OFEkKE 5]
X Z L7z (K& 1995).
COEIICENICBNTH TRARROEMBHEORSIERNEE 25 9 2T,
EWREHE OBBEMEIIREWVWEEZ OGN, ERLIc IV~ X TFET T D
BILIAMZ FIRARERIZ T 2 MR E MO W2 KT T2 W - 7ot

X7 <, ENTITEMBEREOARRT V=T & L TOREIN 451 PR fF
SHILTND &IV 7200,

1-2 EPoMEIERER

& DO AL 2 B E 3 2 BAMRE RIS, AR EERZA ST 5
FTHEMRGETHS. FOHAE LT, RAOBHRES L BEHAICED HT
ZLEMTEDHZ L (Reise 1985), ERALEFSNHAE DS TITBHEE LKLY 2
AREtE R H D 2 L (FEF - B7H 2003) T HND.

EWIREE DNIEERE R K OMMOAMICE KT TRELFHLERICH, AP
BE LR T 2 EZRETIIEEREEZ NS ELEZERPHANLNTEZ (e
Botto & Iribarne 1999, Volkenborn & Reise 2007) . 72 Volkenborn & 7% 2002 4%
/5 2004 4EI2 73T T Wadden Sea (23U T1T- 72 A. marina OB ERIL, —>
DEFRXOHEFEA 20 mX20m & IEFIZRBUETH U, A. marina (2 & D% 7o fE
HZEH ST Uiz (ZEFHMOLZE : Volkenborn & Reise 2006, 2007, A A A
> b AR OUWZ ;- Leietal. 2010, EEWHA - (LFRIMHRDOEKZE - Volkenborn
etal. 2007 72 &) .

RO IO B MR EERI T AR O FERAERBRIZE T 2 5&E 2 50
W35 ETAMRFTETH LD, TORROMFICITEEICZ S 2TNIETR6
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720N BRAMERE SRR O FUTNLHIGAF0 R S AFHDN R T 2 0 35 PR I
BWCHREEOER NG LN DAL 2 & (Reise 1985, & F « BF [ 2003)
WM T, ABREEOFEMIGHTCREMIC LV ENL S 272D THD (e
Volkenborn & Reise 2007) . Ziud 12, EpAMRIESERRIC X - THEYBIEE OIE
MEWALCT 51T, RUEFT T IKLEREITH Z &2, EBREGHT
BT DAREZNRAMREZBHAREICL > THLIZEBMLETHS (Reise
1985) .

1-3 YY hAH A=

ENOTEIZBIT DIEHEME F AD—22%~ b4 4 = Macrophthalmus
japonicus (F#AEFT ; A= ER) B 5d (Fig. 1-1) . A IIHKFE 4 cm
FEEEC (Henmi 1992a), F & L CHEREWAE TH 5 (Kanayaetal. 2008a, 5415
2011) . AFEOENTOHAIE, AtifbE & i 4 bk < B AR OR Ao 5T
(Wada 1991) , HEOEEFETH Y, Fr HORFE TIXEL TS (Fig.
1-2) @R 2 B0 Tk 1 m?d 720 50 @k (Henmi 1992a) , 5 LW
IR ATk 1 m*& 72 0 30 f8{A (Otani et al. 2010) BB SN TV 5. AMIT
W30 emBEED, FAEOAY OxFi> JFRORRAIY  (Fig. 1-3) , #H
BICHAEHTHT 5 2~4 B/ ; KAES 2009) . AEFBEOSS &EE R
BEEOE I NG, AFEIZENOIRTIBICE T 22 A miitE o —fiZ L&
ZBID. FATEIC Ko C, REOAERERBEROZ I LN -TEY (i
HEK) 434 - Wada 1991, R4 7H) : Kitaura et al. 2002, ZE7% 5 : Henmi 1989a, 1992a,
2000, BLHEE : KA D 2009) , £ b b, AFEOEARCE G )
IR TRBERENUZESIND Z ERRESN TS (REREDZ7nr 7 ¢
a O RED 2007, FHEORFMEEIRE OELEE : Otani et al. 2010) .
YV AV =1L, ZOXIBRBREGEEZN LT, FRFICAERT L A
PECHLEEZBILETARR D=7 Tho L THREN, AMIZZNnET
EZ LN TV EICTEARRICE W CHRERZE 2 > TV D ATREMEN H
5. ¥~ MAHH=OFEREBRICBIT HEEZHALLICT L2 L0E, ERO
FIBIZIIT D EMBHER LD A T = XL OBRZESD, TIRERER DRI E
MO AR T D Z L3I S D .



1-4 AARDBER LR

LEDZ & kb, REFRIL, Y~ M =PNTFRAERRICBOTARERT
YO=TELTOREEAETONE I D ERFTHIEEHBE LT, ZE)
EIINALET 2 SO RIS W TEMR 2B/ A & 230 A EER %
MR ULAT o7z, 2 B TIHEINHEDOR RIZESE, FIBIZRIT 2 A4FE & o~
v N ADSA & ORFZEMEBOBREZ OG0T 5. 3ETIX2EEF L TET
T T2 B AMBEERRIC L D, AREIZ L DREREOEEIZ OV TH LMNTT 5.
4 FTIX 3T LR UBAMRIEERIC L Y, AHIC K D FPTICHEET 5 A
DEEEA~DFBEIZ OV TH LT 5. 5 ETIX 2 w0 D 4 TR LR
NG, AENTEARERICBWNTAHT O RE 2 ERT 5.



Fig. 1-1. A picture of Macrophthalmus japonicus at an intertidal mudflat of Tama River

Estuary.



Fig. 1-2. A picture of a population of Macrophthalmus japonicus distributing

dominantly at an intertidal mudflat of Tama River Estuary.



Fig. 1-3. A picture of a burrow cast of Macrophthalmus japonicus. Plastic object at the

center of the picture is a prop.



F2E VIR HAZERY FROSTOREMERMES

2-1 #8

FIRIZIH T o N AFFEOHIEL, EE ORI & AWM A/FERIC X
STXREIND EEZXDBNTWD (M 2003). EEEEO 9L, FFICEED
K141 X (Teske & Wooldridge 2003, Nanami et al. 2005), ME&{biE ke
(Gamenick et al. 1996, Kanaya & Kikuchi 2008), #i4; (Sanders et al. 1965,
Yamamuro et al. 1990, Teske & Wooldridge 2003) 73X k 2 D3RI B % 5 2
D2 EMBEATRIC L VRS CW\Wb. —J57 T, Peterson (1977) 237 A U 7
GREA Y 7 4L =TINEE D Mugu lagoon TIT - 7= BFAMREFEEBR TR Lz &
N, MR EER G £ P ADSMEIRET HEERIERTHDH. A&
WIRIAHEAER D 5 b, FRRFENRBEGR (B4 0 S DHFOM R - fRRBELR)
Wb EETH S0 (Gray & Elliot 2009a), EEEREE OWE % < AWt &
HThDH I EMEFER I TS (Bouma et al. 2009) .

A FEDOMENRFETH LY~ MAY T =X RERIEE Z A THfT 52
EME BTV (Henmi 1992b). 72, FHAKITHT TH P OFWIRZIE
FITEEN T 528, AILEE L7220V (Henmi 1989a). ZiLHDZ &0, ¥~ A
T = OEMBIRIC L D IRERE WS, EHM - FENICELT 2 EEX D
nb.

b Z &t RETEZE)INTOIET D Z2OFEICBNT, ¥~
FEYH =DM L OEREAR, EEERE, N 205 Mmaidi~, ko
EEHLNCTHZEEHE LTS

(1) ¥~ MY T =OfEEFEGES X OEDRPEORE I3, FHEirY - 22HY

(CED I DITEALT D02
(2) N2 b ZAD5AN OFHRY « ZEHN A IEEREB XY~ b ¥ =12
L oAMBRE EDO XD RERBRE AT D002

2-2 MM ETHIE
2-2-1 SAEHMDBE
AREZZLAFTRORTORAEL, L) HIAET D ~H>OFRTIT-

8



7= (Fig. 2-1). —oOFEOH L, JHOFEEZ“TE A" (G : K2 ha), FE
MoOFEZ“FE B” (#05ha) EMEAZLIZTD. EHLL0FEGEMET v
JFUIZHHEN TR Y, @IFE LE2 6 TEICT TEREDIRE ) S eE ~ & 4
b3 2. FEBIETEA LV LW BSOS 50 cm ZE &<, LEO
FHIRFE 2 2 FFRZ E RV (F8 B - K9 8 Iff], T A K6 FFfH). v~ b A
PH=FELLDOFRICBNTOROELETL2HBATHS (HY pers. obs.) .

2-2-2 YT MAYH=DRIEDHE

Y= MY T = OEEEEZH LIS 5121E, v~ AU T =0FEM
REWLNICT HRERD S, —RIZ, I=HEHOEREDOREIIZIFES VS
N5, Y~ AV T=0BEORET, AREZHEL CHEBEN D ON 5D EE
ThHHA, AFETER LN, WELLY LIS ERREIIE-TL
FH7e, HEFHINIIRECTHS. Y~ AT =OFIRIZERANOES OFFHE
CHRENH L Z MBI TWSD (KA D 2009, Oftani et al. 2010) 73, HITD
WEHDVIIHFEE I CTRHIT 2 Z L3 L. 22T, B COFHUIINE
G BRDONAEENOAFEO PR AZHEET 272012, W& OREBRIROHEE %
ATz, 2009 4 6 H OKIIFEIIC, T AICBWT, BARARERESE, £0
BN S LA O FIE 23 L, fidk L7,

2-2-3 VI A Y HZOEERBEE & FY 1 JHEBORZER S

Y~ MAT T = OFEIEEEE & Z O ZEMEB 2RI 52 L2 B,
HEHIZBNTY~ NS T =D A& 51T > 7. FA1EL 2009 49 A, 2010 4
5H, 7H, 9H, 11 H, 201244 H, 7H, 10 A, 201341 H, 4 A, 7H,
10 A, 2014 4 1 H DG 13 [T~ 72, & TOMRE IR THIREZIT > 72, 2009
9 H~2010 4 11 A, T A lZBWTHRJIFRENZ R L CREOHRE T A >
T 3ARRRT, 5T A AT LD - s - TERO 3 MR 2k S 72 (Fig. 2-2a).
2012 = 4 H ~2014 - 1 AL A OFIIZEB W T, )ikt U CHRE O &
TA LR, £TA4 2RO 3 MBI OT VR EITRAMAT O 5
R A E L= (Fig. 2-2a, b). F#EHSIZTEO= KZ— K (2009 4F - 2010
£ : 60 x 60 cm, 2012 4~2014 4F : 50 x50 cm) ZMIELIC = FrakE L, 2 K

W

o=

9



T— MOV~ AT =DRIEEF L, BAHAMOERZFHA L.
FHE LI BR OB D Y~ A A = ORI 2 HfEE Lz, FHI L 72 BR
B O O B &R L VSO ER R S EEROFIEZHEE L, (KA X
FE Sy A L LT

2-2-4 [REIRIER & BEAMMELE

RIFi DY~ N A0 = Ofi# & [\ Uiid i mds X OFIAREIC, Ao s
B I OWEREREORE LT 7. JRAMMEEIY, NE2cam DT T AF v
a7 ZHWTERE L om OREZFEIL, MFEEICRDIF - T-20°C THHR
fFLle. 2 ToY 7Y U 70%, SR CEESITRAZ =7 T TITV, HE
TEREBEE Y- L. RERREOWEEB L, SARFER (TOC), 4%
FE (TN), R, &KL L. TOC, TN, kMK, SKEOH 7
X, HRERSTHARSmM O T 2F v 78 a7 2 HOCEE 10 cm OERE
ZERELL, 0-1cm, 1-5cm, 5-10 cm O =JBI243E L7z, EEIIIERICE HIF
h, TOC, TN, E/KEHOFEHT-20°C THEHIRTE L, KA DY 7 v
LR CRAF L T2,

BRELO IR D L 91T o 7. ERAMMEEOB A RIIEE O 7 v o
74V a & (chl-a) BLOT =AaHFE (phaeo) ZfEEL L7, chl-a BLW
phaco DRIEIZHF AL (2011) ITHEU /=, F7=, EABEEEORERROFEIE &
LT, chl-a/phaeo k. (chl-a/phaeo) Z % HiL 7= (Carman et al. 1997). TOC ¥ &
TN OJIEIFEHEADL (2011) (ZHE U7z, REMAITIERS D WL LS D 0
EaEMABDETON Lz, IMERETH 150 g OFREHIKEKZ M THEEL,
FriEth LB AEEECTHEZ L. WRICEEREKSEKE I Z CREH O G Y
R LTk, R CRlBl 2z S 72 (60°C, 48 h). Mg w7 mlEhE,
BREAZFNL72%, HAV 63 um Ofiz AW THAKF TS DV, ORI T
WS 72 (60°C, 48h). T, k&2 HAV2, 1, 05, 0.25, 0.125, 0.063
mm OffixERTHDTEHLH, HIRKIEME (um) & ETEE (%) ZRDO-.
BAKE (%) 1%, WEE 10 g FEE OB & i T+ IC i S E 72 1% (60°C,
48h), MEEREZFHIIL, RATOERE OEEENORM L.
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2-2-5 TVARY FRABEUVAMFAY FRBHFE

2-2-3 THRART-FAEMAUZKNT, v 7 XU NRAE A AR N ADOBTFE
DRMEZITo 2. AEIZ Y~ M AV T =0fE R X OEAMMREE - KEREE
DOIFE L RIFFZAT -7, 72720, AA A2 b AOFREIT 2012 45 4 H LIBED 2
Eii Lz, ~7/naxXv A, Y7 AFyr78a7EZHWTEE 10 cm OJEE
700 cm?Z4REL L, BB THAWV 05 mm O T55 > THE L. A A A~ b
ADBETIE, NE2em DT T AF v 7 ®a7 2R, BIELIRAE = »
bR EScm OEEZHEIL 11— L L. =7 axXy F2ABLIRAA
ARy b AOREHIM AR ICR DR - 7%, 5%~ - 01%2— A T)
JVESHR CREE - defa L7z,

~ 7 m_y b ZAORENE, BIRFERBEME F THD 5 W IEE Ll By sERE
ZRE L, WD EICEEEOHEETo7. AA ARy FAOREHIE &
VY63 um DOEF TS DY, TR A WIR FEARBERE T Colnt = & OERE A G
L7z.

2-2-6 HRETFARAT

Y~ M = ORI A EEAR & FIEOTEEUIEER ST (o Z3R1E)
2L > THL.

Y~ AV T = EIRREORFZER A OB A2 B 62T 572918, — bR
BRAGET /L (GLMM) & HWT, Y~ b4 0 = EREE O ZEifd, Hu
FOEWEZ TR I EICHNT. FHiTY~ N AT T =0iF8EFIZ &b C,
UTDEIICER LI i &F:3~5 H, B :6~8 H, Fk:9~10 A, %4 :11~2
H. BWZEBIZIEY~ MY 0 = OEEEE K %2, SRS, Fiiz,
T U AEBICITREEE TN ENEE Lz, RAESHIZIER DN D K
EL, link BB —®BIE Lz, BRBAERIZOWT, AEZ (p <005 28
HOHNTHEEITIL, S ELE A Holm-Bonferroni test |2 X 0 7o 7z,

Y~ AV H = DA ORI ZE A B 2 3T 2 BER A2 TR BD 7201,
GLMM ZH\WT, Y~ A3 = OEREE &R - RERER &
O Z T BAIZIT Y~ MY H = OEEEEEZ, FHEEIZI
FEESTEHEE 2, 7o LAEBIIRAEEETNREREE L. 2L,

11



Y~ NIV T=DBRRNB NI NS T2E&DT —Z TRV, BBESMIZER
IANZHED ERE L, link BEEIT—RBE%E & L7z, AR 2 BUGEIR L, R
TR EILEEE (AIC) DR B/NEWVETLERAMETLEL, XA MET VLD
AIC DFEN 2 LT OET VAR L.

~ 7 uNy N AFFEOTAROFHEB AP NI T 572010, RESh
~ 7 a Xy N AKPHEBEOBEBREICE SOV CTELEEL S 7Y v JE - £ F
BT LR, 7T AKX —50 24T - 7= FEPUE 121X Bray-Curtis JELLEFe 5%,
7 T AL — I TR 2 T

~ 7 uNy b AREEO N & EARGMESE, EEEREE, Y~ A =k
B & OMBAEZFARL 72012, fifrY 7 b7 =7 CANOCO for Windows ver.
45 R, JLEMSHT (redundancy analysis, RDA) %17 7-. fif#lrfSfEx
DRI YT NDH G, 4ENTY 725 50 2 7Ll ECHBL L aEiEE L
7o, Fo, RGO T — 213, HBEEER (%) 23 # (og (x+1) L
T2 OEMRHTICHAWE. A (RAMGEE, EEREY~ M=%
) 1% forward selection | & = T, fENTRIGFRRED /3BT 2 T 5 OF Bk
R’ p<0.05 DEBZAERERE LR L.

MR D53 A1 OIFHRYZE MBI E 2354 2 BR A 572012, GLMM % H]
WTC, BRROMBEREE L & EAMMEEE - KERRE L OMMEZHR~ . B
PRI R ORI EE 2, SAEBIZIIFH L AHEHRE, T8
BUITHEFEZ TN ENHEE LTz, RAESMITIERSAMIZNE D LE L, link B
BT —RBIS L Lo, SiAEHA BTSSR L, R SEEE (AIC) &b /b
SWETINENANETVEL, RANET/LED AIC DEN 2 LLFDET IV
IR LTz

Hafa8T, GLMM, 7 7 2% —43#71%, R 3.0.2 for Windows (R Development
Core Team 2013) (2 XV EfT L.

2-3 fER

2-3-1 ¥Y A HZDRTHE VRS A XD ERNEE)

2009 4 6 H OFHEICIB W T, v~ M4V H = 33 A5y D HICE] O ERE A &
EDF —% 257, WMFZEFOMIZIE, BRONEOHBEEGN AL (RP=0.74, df

12



=31, F=88.09, p<0.0001; Fig.2-3). Z 2/ b,

CW =0.66 x BE + 3.62

DOFPXEHT=. 22T, CWIEP~ b4 T=0HiE (mm), BEIXY~ A
YA =OHEAHAEELZ (mm) TH5H.

ZOXEHNT, EREHSICET 5 Y~ M4 H = OFEEREEE L FEH
g5 L OV L 2 5 7= (Table 2-1, Fig. 2-4). A OF# (2010 4 11 7, 2013
1 H, 200441 H) TlE, v~ AV H=DRIIHER T oz,

T A TIE, BEEHTIEREI, HATET VEBESLHMAE LTy~ My
= DOERE R FE N B > 7= (Table 2-1a, Fig. 2-4a). %52 2012 4E 7 H o4y b
HCIE, 64.0 indiv/m? &I b EVEREEE SNBSS, £ T T 10
indiv./m*Af & WO REEEMEE AL TH Y, ITHRAETICE W T AR G BlE
SN oTo. FIEB THHRE A & RERICE I K ORI R Ty MER S
FES, JTMRI D 3l s TR MIEHA SRR B2 23 Blsg S 7z (Table 2-1b, Fig. 2-4b). 5
B (CH T D EAREEE O F K MEIX 2013 45 7 A 07 VIREICE T 5 78.7 indiv./m?
TH Y, ITHRA T TIE— R L S h - 7. GLMM 5 X TV Holm-Bonferroni
test OFER, EHOLOFE G MO R (7 U IEER - @I BED) 052310
Hu A GEIRE A 0 - TTHRATE) L0 b A BICATED AL LA R 7> 7= (Table
2-2). T A CTIEFHIC LD EIALN R oTc. T8 B TIXEICMOZTHE L
D B EARECBE RN E £ DN SN, KEMICABERENA LN -
7z

T A IZBT 5 F T, WIFEE TS TR RE L, FAOHAT/HEWN
fHrmnfE oz (Table 2-1a). ZiuE, FHIOHSETCOE—2 Th 2 HiE 15~
20 mm XV &S VEERD, Z< OFHITEWTHEIMTFE T TIREE A ER D
NiemoloZ &1k D (Fig 2-4a). — T BIZHBWTIE, HS R CYE H R
ICRERENB SR o72 (Table 2-1b). ZiuE, T8 B TITEEREEE D
RV A BB KO o IicB W TS/ MO EE R A L2 STk D
(Fig. 2-4b). F7=, FHHIROFHNRZENIZL, 500 FEIZHEW T P
IREMIIG SN T
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2-3-2 EAMMEROTTHLUVEEREMER

JEAEGBE S L OVEEREOFAE DR K% Table 2-3 1" L7, 72d, A
W& (TOC « TN), &VesR, HIRAE, BKRIT, WSICL o THEENR D
>7=DT (p>0.05, GLMM), 10cm 5y D2 HH L7T-.

JEAEGRREEER O 3 AT O, FIRME TRz~ 7-. T8 A T, chl-a & phaeo
I3FIZE <, chl-a/phaeo (T E EIZBWTHK A L0 ,00m 0~ 72, £72, chl-a
& chl-a/phaeo I LA T ¥ T - 7223, phaeo 135S M CRAMR 22 22037 5 78
olo. T B TiX, chl-a TIEHIBRZRFRHIAEN DA BV > 7273, phaeo
IRk &4 TE <, chl-alphaeo 1ZFIZE > 7=, HUSHE T, IR FET chl-a
& phaeo 23t o> #i 5 IZ LE TR - 72, chl-a/phaeo 135S [ CRAMR 225134 5
oo, FeTRMETIE, T A THE B LY phaeo 235 <, chl-a/phaeo 73
RWME A 2B ST,

JEEBRIEOFFNZB R L OEAHIFRMA CREOHAmA LT, EH 5
DFEIZEBNT S, KEREOHWRRZFHOZENIA LN oT2h, FHlD
SN 23T THRRZRBRBEER DA Oz, BAloH R (07 S JRES - ik -
#8) T OIS AT, AHPE (TOC - TN), CIN H, FIER, EKHE)N
<, PICRIREDME o 7. TR TIL, AR, CIN L, SFTEE, &K
KRB, PRAEZREITRbE» -7, TERHCTEERELZ LD L, T
BADOTRHEB XV RROHB TOEEYE, ZieR, KRN, JIH
DM TOREAME -T2, 20720, KEREOERNITE A OHBTE
B LV &AM~ 7.

2-3-3 VY MY AZDOHNFEREMMES - EEREDIEE

GLMM (2 X 5T VBROMER, LODETIVNY~ MA YT =D 504 %
HT2ET /L E L TERIINT (Table 2-4). FHIZIETOET L TERINSN, F
BROEFKE Y bEEEEER < RDMEMAG 7z, AN ERIL
chl-a/phaeo AL TPHOET IV TEIRIN, Y~ NAV T =OEIEEIEE & ADH
BarR L. RERRECIIAHEYE (TOC - TN) L EFRFEN/ETOET LTk
Ran, HCEOMHBEZRLE.
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2-3-4 %Y O b A{EAKRE DA ZE R ZEE

ARFEIZBNT, —OOFEAF T 20 45%EEE, 41704 kD~ 7 v x> kA
INEREE S 47z (Table 2-5) . T A & F5 B & THEBIREIZ R E 228N TR0 o 7.
LN L HELL, T THY~ AU H A Hediste diadroma, ¥~ kA A
Prionospio japonica, ~~7 1B~ A X A J&®—Fff Heteromastus sp.? 3 FEAME 5 L,
B EEE O 8 BlF5 & 7o (T A:76.9%, T B:78.7%). —#KHTIL,
T8 A TlEv~ k¥ 2 Corbicula japonica 236ME 5 L7228, T B Tldv~ by
U OEEEEENTE A IZHRASTELS, ROVIZY AU A Laternula
marilina 282 < HEBL L 72, BEZEIE, FH4 2N RESH, TR A Tidae
A F 17 3 )7 Cyathura muromiensis 73, T8 B Tl K7 X AV Flo—F
Corophium sp. 728, ZHEINFHEA2HBE TH - 7.

7T AL =M OFER, FARE 50%1L T4 2D 71— (A~D) (2430
72 (Fig.2-5). Z V=7 DI bZ<< OV T Anbiy, EZEEEDOY T
AREENT. T—T A~ClIZENENDE LN L=V T anbih, EIZ
AV TR EENTZ. TiRA L TEB Tidgrnt, FRETy s ey
N ABHE DOFEAHAIC R E B VDR o T2 2 E DS S 7.

Ny N AKFEDZEM A AR T 72012, X h ARREOKZMAICBIT S
BRSO EAZF M L (BITRS . T8 A OB B3 - 3 - i
2009 4F 9 H~2014 £ 1 H DY 70 T LSO ML 2012 5 4 H ~2014 4
1ADY T IV), Fig.2-6 IR LIz, TORE, 7T AX—fEiTicky, X k=&
BERICFEHNEH N A ONTZOT, F- B - AL TENERE LD,
MEOY~ Fo YT 8B L0TBICE W T b T 5Tt b EIAREUR MR
o Teny, Y NE U TAMERBEEOC— 7 NTEETERY, T AT
IR TS, TR B CIRIM A R 7E o 72 (Fig. 2-6a). & H L OFEIZIBNT
b, I CEEICHB 2T o7z (Fig. 2-6a). ZEFHD I H, WEMED
RV YN A TIEEIEA FENS, TR B TIIEIEA LS, £t
EERBEEO Y —27 28 LTz (Fig. 2-6a). Y~ " AU IHhA X ELLOT
BCTHLEME NHICEEREEEOY—7 RS0, FRZTE B TiEL 411 + 315
indiv./700 cm®* (F¥J + 1SD) L IEFICEWEEREEE T - 7= (Fig. 2-6a). Y~
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P ZE AT A TIEFEICER 2 IR T EEEEEOE— 27 R -
7223, T B THEFEHiCEEEEEOY— s BN &R Y, F - BIET VR,
TRV T86, JTARAED =T, B - LTI FT, Thtivm A
1R$05% i %7~ L 7= (Fig. 2-6a) . Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata | X {/E{4%% % & o B
B — 2 & 7einotz (Fig. 2-6b). b 4FEOLEHHIL, H - EHHK
LT TERE R E DIR T3 A a7z (Fig. 2-6a, b). 4 M A FF3FE (%
¥ 7 7 @O —FE Capitella sp., ~T 0~ AZ AJ{FO—FE, / b~ AXAFRD—
i Notomastus sp.) (%, EIALUE OB — 7 BT A TIEFHIZER R < —ER

DIZXF L, T B CTIEEHICL Y £ -7= (Fig. 2-6b) : ¥ ¥ T 7RO —FET
X, T A TIEEIRE I, B B TR - BICHIRN s, Bk - ASWifEs
FEICEAREBEE DO — I DN o7z s ~T R AZ XFO—FTIE, FIH AT
IR 8, TR B TIEE - BICT VIRERS LONTHAHE, Bk - AR
EICEESEEO Y= RN ol J Py AZABO—FTIE, FB A T
WA, T B TIEFR - BEITWIA TE, K« AR s i Ao
Eov—rNbol-. Flo, oA MaABAF 3 FIX, FHiM CEESEE
DIEEENI B2 D> 7= (Fig. 2-6b) . FFEO =K K1 Y 2= ¥ Grandidierella
japonica, Ru 7 X AT EO—F, LnIAF IS F 7L, 7 —~<4F Cumacea
T EHLOFETHREBEEEOHRR Y —7 2R ST, FRAKIITITHE
2 LTz (Fig. 2-6¢c). L IR FTUIFTFT7UEE- HIZ, =F> Fa
yaxzy, Fas XA Ro—Ff, 7—<HITK - L2202 EEREE R
w27z (Fig. 2-6¢) .

2-3-5 A A AARY R EFRFEORERZEFIZEED
A A F X b AT BUEEEL D 95.8% & A 5 &, ZHLIIMIII A T U HE
NHOTNICHI L= TH o7 (Table 2-6). FRHEOFEAEEEE L, EHH50
?%:%wf%%ﬁfiﬁW%T%%i@ﬂﬁﬁﬁT%< ZHCIEERBLW
0o 7o, BB O BRI D e b o 7o D1 2013 4F 4 H O B T
MATITICR T % 1940.8 indiv./em® T, i HAK2 - 72 D1% 2012 4 10 H O TIH A @
ﬁ%mL%:$i569mmef%ot GLMM (T X v S, ZREifEco
BNETEI LA E DS, T8 B TOHMUS R TR OE S I A &
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=N B 5775, Holm-Bonferroni test TlI/KRUER CTHEREIZHL LN T-
(Table 2-7).

2-3-6 YU/ AORY FRABLTIRBONMREER

RDA ([Z LD~ 7 m_y b AKH & EARMMESE, KERE, Y~ MU=
EARE B & OB % Fig. 2-7 12" 9. MBLL7ZA 20 0O 5 B, fRHTICIT
Y~ U, VYIEFVTA, RIIVIN, ¥~ W UIADA, Y~ FRAE
74, Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata, o F =W A F 3FH, =FH > Fayaxzt,
7 —<¥O 11 5EREE V- (Table 2-5). BIR S 7=t BHZ %0 phaeo,
chl-a/phaeo, CIN tb, &IE%, EKE, v~ M4V ={EKEEEZD 6 >TH-
7o 85 LENX SRR, v~ N A = RS BE & IEDFEBI %, phaeo, chl-a/phaeo
CAOHBEAL, XU hADSGHD 12.1%% 3 L7z (Table 2-8). % 2 #ifix
chl-a/phaeo, Y~ b4 U =% L IEOHE%, phaco EEDOFBEEZH L2 K
ADGTHD 7.4%%FH L7z (Table 2-8). ~7 o~ AKX AFO—FILEIREL X
OGARREEOHBAZRL, RERRREICZ M T L ZENRBEENT. K
Uz, Y~ bho P, ¥Y¥ MAEYA, ¥ ETTEO—MIIFIEERL LUOEK
REAOHBEZ R LI Z &G, WHEMRREIZZ 0MT 52 ERRBEEN
7=. £/, ¥~ NAU A4, Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata, / F~ A% X &
DO —FEIL chl-a/phaeo & EDAHREZA L T2 Eonh, EARMMBEN Z D
DFEDOJAACHE LB LI T ENR@ Iz, suIXAF I FF7U0Ev
~ MAH T =L EOHGHMHEZ, Y AV HABLIORY I NEv~ b A
Y=L ADOBAHEZ, ThEhA L T\

GLMM |2 £ 5 E 7 VEROKR, MAOSMEZRHT5ETLE LTETO
AR NG ENT-ET L OBRPER Sz (Table 2-9).

2-4 ER
2-4-1 ¥ bAHH—ORHOEEEHEEE

ARFEHNZ 1T 5~ b AV A =B OB RS0 BT R & £ 208 &
52 EMNRER ST (Table 2-1, 2-4, Fig. 2-4). Henmi (1992a, 2000) 73 i I
WZBITE< S 4 B, FERINOWAFE TITo /oY~ A0 = OfE AR
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REOMFIETIX, AT =DIMAIL7T~8 AIZEATHL Z LR MEINTND. K
FEHIZBWTHEICHET =DOMARNEZ Y, ZOREE, RS EREL
2EBEZBND. 72 Henmi (1992a) 13, MEZEOIRTIROY~ A4 4 =1H
KEECOWTAIC—EOBETH 7 U 7 &7V, BRI ) 722 ZEH
EERHHZ L 2WMELTWAD., LoLenb, AROFE CIERMmEHERIZONT
(TR TR ZEN A DR Do 72 (Fig. 2-4) . FHi Z & IC— L9 AbFE
OB, Y~ M T RO FHEB 2T 513K -T2 8 F
ZHh5b.

Y~ b AT = E RO EM B EBNI TGS AERENGE LN, T~ M
YU =DNEROR A (7 VFER - #iFE B8 ICERPLTOMLTHEZ ER
B 572 o 7= (Table 2-2). AFRA#HOMIR# EHOEEIZRE T, AmE
P& inoT- (Table 2-3). Y~ bAYV T =IXHHEDEDO L WREDOLFTNZEL 4y
AT 52 ENMBITNS (Henmi 1989b, 1992b). AHFSED GLMM DOFEHR T
b, EHEL0FRTHLERENELS, AEMENZ VWG CY~ M =D
BEENE NI EAPRENTEY (Table 2-4), FEATHIEORERLE —&KT 5.
72, ¥~ FAH A4 =& chl-a, chl-a/phaeo & IZE DOFARENE S 7= (Table 2-4) .
chl-a IZJEABHEEE OB FRE D, chl-a/phaeo 1L EABGIEIEDOEFRROFHZ
NHEETHD Z Enh, AFEMIZB O CY~ b A0 = 3R EE 23
ROVGITICZ LS ML TV EBEZ NS, LY~ M =13F
(CEARMBIE 2 H AT 2 2 LN ZERNMAKLEOfFrbmbh Tl (Re
5 2006, Kanaya et al. 2008a, 44t 5 2012), AFHEHM TIIY~ A4 =138
T 5 EAWMBIAR DR NEINCE < M L TV Z LAVRSNTZ. 20X
IR~ AT =D AEMI T 58 & LT, ZODREMENRE X 6
2. =L, Y~ bV T=IC s o CUREERED T EERE L & HE b
WO R TH D, Y~ b T =0 DERTEHRBIGE MK, KRR OHNE
BT RME T 5720 (0n01965), 7= & z EAMMAEO BFEEN D
S EBREDOBHFEHFATHATHENIRITHS. b H—2i%, thok
WA 2B W CTHA LD AEMBRIC X 2 EKAMMEBE~DOADRERN (¥~
¥ I A Fo—FE Arenicola marina, Volkenborn et al. 2007 ; A+ €7 U £
Trypaea australiensis, Webb & Eyre 2004), ¥~ kA4 = & KA EE ORI
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bIFETHAREMETH 5. IRAEMMBEHOIFRITZR RN EH WS TL <2
%75 (Delgado 1989), AFHEHI CIIETEROEHWEMOMS LY &, FIRED
R THAIO #15T chl-a 285m0 o 7o, IO HLE TiXv~ b A3 7 = OfE AL
ERE L, AW OFENRAN D, EKAMEBEEOBFENMEL kol b
WO TH 5.

FERL A2~ B, WA TS II3ORBE AR 2 DS/ N R DS D 72N 2 & 3R
2 & i 7z (Fig. 2-2). Henmi (1992b) (34 B MR ERRIC L v, KAUEA T/
BRI LR TAEGFRE N B EW 28, 185 T2 D < HBARI LWIRE 05T
;D%,m%@m&w@ﬁg®%%% BIRT D2 LW L., AFAHICES
WTh, 2D < DA [EhEE L 72 RAYER A B AR 72 W Je & Ol A T
A BRI LA R, WA N CIIRBMER OB G R & < e o o ATREMED & 5

2-4-2 TV ARY F RO R OB ZERNEER

Rt O~ 7 v b AERERT R, Z2MICZB L TR Y (Fig. 2-6),
RDA DR G, £ ORI ERE, JKAERMEE, Y~ VT =0ffE
WEEIC L > TXRL SN D Z &Rz (Fig. 2-7, Table2-8). LI, ZEH
RN & ZERIEB DD L TAE LT EZ N ENEET 5.

2-4-2-1 XU ORY FADHRMDEHHIEE)

HBLLT~ 27X h 2D b, R IHUR, Y~ hhuahA, ¥~ b
Z 7, Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata, A2 I 2 F 7 IFFT7U3EF - HiIc
, =Ry Fuevaxzv, 7—<H, FaJZXL Bo—fIIk - Zi2Lhro
7= (Fig. 2-6).

I DIRDOIMANIE~ 7 m X2 b 2EEFEOZFHI A B O BE R K DO —>
Thad. 2T Y~ MV ITNADHETENPGEICEEDEY—7RH5 2
ENRFLNTED (Kikuchi & Yasuda 2006), AHMFETHY~ b T I A4 Off
BB ENE - EICE-7z (Fig. 2-6a) DIFSEMADTDIELEEZEZ D,
Lv I AT U T T VERISHIEPEFTENAT 720 (Y 2012), & -
HIEAEBEE R mroTl- L& bILD (Fig. 2-6c). LML b, ITFfEIC
BWTHRICHHAEMANE Z 5 Z & (Heteromastus filiformis, Shaffer 1983) D3EN B
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NTNDHAT R RAZ AFO—FETIE, WARRFHNEBNS bR ehoT.
ZOZ X, SAEMARETTiE~ 7 oy s AERBEOFEHNEB 2 F T
RN LRI D,

Y~ N U I A OFEELREEEHRITEAMMEFE CH Y (Kanaya et al. 2008b,
2013), RDA IZBWTH¥~ MU T H A% chl-alphaeco & EDFHBEN A BT

(Fig. 2-7). Chl-a/phaeo IZ&FIZEmVMEM A A B4, A U <RI chl-a 0L
722 &inh (Table 2-3), FITEABMBEHOBFENEN-TZEELLND.
bz Ent, B~ U I DA OBEEEENREN-T-OIX, BETH
DIEAEMASEEOBF BN RN -T2 2 & b ENE LRI, [k, R
BT EABMBEOEWEFRIL, —RICBREMELZITI EIND/NMIOR
EARZEE (v~ b A4 & Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata) D% - B 21T
DEMEEEEEE (Fig. 2-6b) #@iMld2LE2bND. 61T, ¥~ FAEA
& Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata OEAEE LN m 722 LI XV, HEMETH
LAY IV IANDK - BICBT DEREEEREGLS Kol it b d 5.
Y~ MY T = IFTARIRT 572012 (Henmi 1989a), Y~ AP H=IZ L5 K
BHOWEOREIZHOFHOEINNH 5. KEREIWN 2 BAREERT 5 =8
yReyaxvd Fa 7 ZLAUFO—FITHK - £0J 035k « B MEEREE
FERNE Do 7oy (Fig. 2-6¢), ZAUTEK - LZiEv~ AV T =D REHELIC &
LMD ZEP NS 72D, G axz tHOARENELS RDTHIELERD
N5, FREMD 7 —<HEIX, RDAIZBWTY~ M4V T =OEEEEEEAD
BN A DN Z LD (Fig. 2-7), ¥~ MAY =0 X2 EERELS 7 —~ 5
DAL B DOZEHI S & ST 2 R DO—2 L E X i,

2-4-2-2 XY AR FRDOHHDZERMIZEED
AFHEHIZB W TIX M H ESBEHTIIEMPEBH R AL, TD 5 HAT
B~ AL AJFO—MANFME L TE <, RSO IZFEITHIBA NI
VMBI 23 7z (Fig. 2-6) .
JEBERE T~ 7 v X N 2AOGAEFESCEENRIIEBELHEX L7720
(Rhoads & Young 1970), ~ 7 1> f A DZEMHIEE) %2 il 9 2% HE /R K T
BB ENEL O TR ST 5 (e.g. Teske & Wooldridge 2003, Nanami et
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al. 2005) . AFHAEHLOWIFIAT THEZ, IR LIS TEREMELS, EED
KIEASDE LV PP IR oTc 2 b, FEESIEDAE KR DATRRNEmN-o T
EEZLND. T, KEORLEY OV, BEHEE (P~ v,
Y AV HA, ¥~ hAEA, Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata) DOFEEEZh=R % 5
WHEZEZOBND. L DO~ 7 Xy N AOTEEREEEHR TH 5 AR
(Kanaya et al. 2013) DO BUFEN IR FTEH TRrololod, £ D~ my
N 2 DEAREE E A FIRR T TEm< o/t EZXAbND.

Y~ b AV = OMEREE IS BR8N H 5 Z L5 (Table 2-1, 2-2),
AFEDOEMIRILI X D BIITZEMO R EB N H D EEZXbND. Bt
FEE NMEORLEEILRT 22 & T, TRICERTLINY N AOKEEZED
52 0B D (Flint & Kalke 1986). Y~ b A4 4 = OB RS0 FE 23 5 O O
MR TIE, Y~ AV =OERIEEIC L REORRILE N IR L TWizz®
2, EETETAEERTLAZ~ATrYAZZARO—HEOBFENEmN ST LIl
72\ (Fig. 2-6). RDA ([ZBW TV~ AV =L EOMHENRINT-LE IR
FTUIFFT7Y (Fig. 2-7) bEETFTETEET LD, Y~ NI T=D4EY
ML D KEORLEIL RN L n I AT U I T T 7 VICEDORELZBLITL
B2 d. KA (v~ U, YEFUTA) BRONMILE
MRV IHR, < b A4, Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata, v &7 7
BO—FE) X, Y~ MY T=LOMICADOHEND L Z L nrEn/ (Fig.
2-7). Y~ AU =OAEYRRITIEERE O AN L ENMERE, HREHE (v~
cUX, VY ENFVAA) RBREYEFR (v~ N AYA, Pseudopolydora p. cf.
reticulata) DEEEAFHESTH 2 & T, HOWI/NMEDO~ 7 v N 2OHEF %
F<ZET, ThHDORICADEELBIIEL, FllOMRIZB T ENLLD
FE OB ARBE L 2 AR T SET At & 5 .

2-4-3 A AFARY FRADH T ORFHEHZEREE
RFAEHD A A F X2 N ATZE A EDRBRBTED 7z (Table 2-6). #RiH
OEEEE L, FEHTIIRERBLOKICHE L, MR TI)IMloETEL 2D
ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁLﬁmMZQfﬁ$@\ﬁjpfgﬁﬁﬂﬁwmnmﬂzm&GMWd
et al. 2005), fH T&d 2% EAENM B O B (F & (Middelburg et al. 2000,
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Rzeznik-Orignac et al. 2003, Van Colen et al. 2009) 72 iz k> TS5, K
AT TR AE O R O B B CIEARIS, MR TR T EsoT TR
fHE TR olcd (Table 2-3), ZHENOZHE L OHLE TH B OBFEN
mnoltBEZ NS, E)IMIIOHEITEREMEN 722 & bR OB
ENEL RO EBERO—2LEZ LD, EWBEEFEIC L D IEE OB ELIZHR R
I L THROEEZBXITTZ LB 5 (Botto & Iribarne 1999) . 435 L OVIIMAI
DR TIEY~ NV T =DEMBEOZE PN D720, HREOMKE
BENEESTZAREERD 5.

MBS ZHIT HET N TIE, ETOMRIALEE G LTEETT VOHRHRR
i (Table 2-9), EHTICH =T — & 720 CIIBR RO 5341 2 o3 I T & 72
WZ EPTRR SNz BANEE T, BREREOY T 2B L+ mH
fRTITo72hy, ~7 X2 F ALY IRV A XN WERRD 540 Z i3 %
ZOIZiE, bo LW RT =N TH TN T RATOMERD>TeDh b L
RN ETEARFRTITHR R ZFE L L THE L RrolcZ &b, HBOSAME
KEZW LN TERPSTZEHR DO =272 EZBND.

2-5 &

ARETIE, FAEHICBT S Y~ AT =00/, CoRHAB AR ZHiRY
EENE, HABAREMAEEINGS D Z LEATRRENZ. 202 L bAREDAEY
BRI, EREBLOWIME LI WTEA T, A8 I OWIRHE P iz
AT nWEZE X bNTe. KO~ 7 vy N AR I
Th, FEEAIZEELEEA A BN, RDAICKY v~ A H =130 LB %%
BT 2RO —2THDHI ENRBINT. AREHIZE TS A A4 A
FXIFIEM B OL TRER SN, ¥~ AT = OB B OB (5%
EOEE 2 XE T HHERDO—DTHD I EIRBINTZN, DI & EXFFT
DA NI E AT RIS S o T,
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Table 2-1. Density and mean carapace width (CW) (mean = SD) of Macrophthalmus
japonicus (a) at A flat and (b) B flat.

(@) A flat spring summer fall
2009 September
. density mean CW density mean CW density mean CW
point . L) S
(indiv./m") (mm) (indiv./m’) (mm) (indiv./m’) (mm)
upper 398 £ 6.9 184 + 1.3
middle no data no data 31.8 % 129 204 £ 16
lower 99 + 42 256 + 2.8
2010 May July September
. density mean CW density mean CW density mean CW
point . L) S
(indiv./m") (mm) (indiv./m’) (mm) (indiv./m’) (mm)
upper 36.1 + 10.6 177 + 24 333 + 89 169 + 2.0 414 + 10.2 103 + 0.6
middle 210 + 139 200 * 6.4 216 + 135 185 + 25 265 + 37 122 + 27
lower 68 + 76 252 * 6.6 74 + 83 252 + 58 37 £57 130 + 204
2012 April July October
. density mean CW density mean CW density mean CW
point o ) S
(indiv./n) (mm) (indiv./m”) (mm) (indiv./m") (mm)
reededge 373 + 8.3 199 + 21 440 + 250 301 + 6.6 307 £ 23 256 + 39
upper 453 + 83 228 + 49 640 + 144 177 + 15 347 +£83 265 + 1.8
middle 387 + 46 251 * 45 40.0 * 40 234 £ 30 333 + 129 252 + 42
lower 6.7 + 23 395 + 55 27 + 23 454 + 84 40 + 40 304 + 1.7
river edge no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab
2013 April July October
point density mean CW density mean CW density mean CW
(indiv./m?) (mm) (indiv./m?) (mm) (indiv./m?) (mm)
reededge 293 * 23 218 + 13 493 + 115 224 £ 19 307 £ 23 194 + 4.0
upper 347 + 140 244 + 17 453 + 115 226 + 56 347 23 224 + 15
middle 28.0 * 10.6 278 + 53 160 + 4.0 245 + 39 29.3 + 83 228 + 24
lower 13 = 23 371 = NA no crab no crab 13 =23 348 £ NA
river edge no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab
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Table 2-1. Continued.

(b) B flat spring summer fall
2012 April July October
point density2 mean CW density mean CW density mean CW
(indiv./m’) (mm) (indiv./m?) (mm) (indiv./m?) (mm)
reededge 533 * 16.7 183 = 238 653 * 83 164 = 1.7 26.7 £ 83 20.8 + 2.2
upper 493 % 6.1 213 += 6.9 440 =+ 10.6 18.1 + 34 453 * 129 178 £ 0.6
middle 53 + 23 255 + 44 21.3 £ 129 159 £+ 22 10.7 + 6.1 196 = 24
lower 36.0 = 40 165 + 2.7 293 + 92 16.7 £ 1.0 293 £ 6.1 212 + 18
river edge no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab
2013 April July October
. density mean CW density mean CW density mean CW
point N o -
(indiv./m") (mm) (indiv./m") (mm) (indiv./m?) (mm)
reed edge 453 * 8.3 198 + 17 78.7 * 140 138 = 17 440 = 8.0 186 = 2.5
upper 293 £ 23 179 + 22 61.3 * 189 138 = 1.7 28.0 = 4.0 13.0 = 33
middle 93 + 23 252 + 33 267 * 6.1 132 = 36 10.7 + 8.3 171 £ 23
lower 27 + 23 115 + 5.0 160 + 6.9 192 £ 22 173 + 9.2 21.7 + 31
river edge no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab no crab
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Table 2-2. Results of generalized linear mixed model (GLMM) examining the effects of
sampling point and season on crab density at A flat and B flat. Bold values indicate
significant factor effects (p < 0.05). Holm-Bonferroni test (HBT) was conducted when

GLMM indicate significant factor effects.

A flat LR Chisqg df p HBT

point 21296 4  <0.001 upper > reed edge = middle > lower = river edge
season 044 2 0.804

point x season 498 8 0.760

B flat LR Chisq df p HBT

point 156.01 4  <0.001 reed edge = upper > middle = lower > river edge
season 719 2 0.027 N.S.

point x season 490 8 0.768
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Table 2-3. Mean values of microphytobenthos (MPB) and sediment environment
parameters at each point and in each season. The results of A flat were placed on the left

and those of B flat were placed on the right.

Aflat B flat
spring summer fall winter spring summer fall winter
MPB
chl-a (ng/g)
reed edge 1.49 0.88 0.51 0.65 1.75 1.05 1.32 3.00
upper 251 0.71 1.00 1.56 3.21 1.55 1.76 1.94
middle 3.40 0.56 1.34 1.83 0.82 0.83 1.19 2.25
lower 9.06 2.34 217 2.99 6.29 5.70 1.68 2.14
river edge 5.94 3.24 1.66 131 3.85 2.56 242 1.83
phaeo (ng/g)
reed edge 10.15 7.61 11.37 9.74 6.58 4.98 9.50 13.14
upper 20.72 5.15 9.42 10.55 6.63 6.06 8.61 9.66
middle 22.66 6.48 13.16 1117 2.61 434 4.09 6.63
lower 16.60 4.72 11.19 13.32 8.17 5.63 7.67 9.46
river edge 24.12 17.35 16.35 7.88 8.34 6.80 22.10 19.31
chl-a/phaeo
reed edge 0.17 0.18 0.05 0.07 0.27 0.21 0.14 0.23
upper 0.16 0.13 0.15 0.13 0.44 0.26 0.20 0.21
middle 0.18 0.15 0.18 0.14 0.37 0.24 0.27 0.41
lower 0.52 0.66 0.30 0.25 0.69 0.65 0.29 0.23
river edge 0.29 0.47 0.13 0.16 0.50 0.37 0.11 0.10
sediment environment
TOC (%)
reed edge 1.26 1.25 1.33 0.94 1.08 1.08 1.05 111
upper 1.20 1.25 131 127 0.83 0.75 0.78 0.76
middle 1.02 1.05 1.07 0.88 0.68 0.69 0.51 0.64
lower 0.62 0.55 0.69 0.48 1.02 0.55 0.58 0.71
river edge 0.26 0.20 0.46 0.30 0.52 0.47 0.61 0.61
TN(%)
reed edge 0.102 0.075 0.102 0.075 0.085 0.084 0.082 0.081
upper 0.102 0.095 0.106 0.110 0.074 0.071 0.068 0.076
middle 0.090 0.080 0.090 0.086 0.067 0.061 0.048 0.062
lower 0.067 0.051 0.065 0.058 0.089 0.049 0.060 0.075
river edge 0.037 0.038 0.049 0.043 0.058 0.040 0.063 0.064
CIN ratio
reed edge 12.52 17.73 13.09 12.43 12.8 127 12.7 13.7
upper 11.78 13.43 12.31 11.54 11.3 105 115 10.1
middle 11.34 13.60 11.83 10.07 10.2 114 10.6 10.3
lower 9.28 10.92 10.27 8.18 11.3 134 9.7 9.4
river edge 6.90 5.18 8.99 6.79 8.9 133 9.8 9.4
median grain size (um)
reed edge 66.3 71.0 89.4 116.9 29.9 36.3 39.8 33.6
upper 44.9 22.3 29.2 21.4 68.6 68.3 57.2 68.8
middle 70.9 70.0 68.0 68.8 97.0 120.1 102.2 95.0
lower 133.0 128.0 110.9 1431 126.6 134.2 102.6 1333
river edge 184.9 207.8 147.0 204.0 149.8 149.7 133.7 139.5
silt-clay content (%)
reed edge 45.8 46.1 40.5 30.1 61.5 58.1 56.2 58.8
upper 54.5 67.8 67.2 68.6 444 46.4 50.0 448
middle 40.0 40.3 435 40.5 249 279 19.1 23.7
lower 14.6 144 20.0 10.4 231 19.9 26.9 19.7
river edge 57 3.7 14.3 54 147 209 20.2 19.6
water content (%)
reed edge 31.0 317 31.6 29.2 31.0 28.7 31.2 313
upper 34.6 348 371 37.2 29.2 26.3 30.5 295
middle 32.7 323 35.1 32.7 254 26.9 30.2 26.8
lower 28.3 275 305 28.7 289 26.3 30.0 28.6
river edge 25.4 24.0 28.3 28.4 25.7 24.9 29.4 30.1
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Table 2-4. Results of top models selection based on Akaike's information criterion

(AIC) about crab density.

season microphytobenthos sediment environment
median  silt-clay water

Model  Intercept chl-a phaeo chi-a/ AIC AAIC

sprin summer fall TOC (%) TN (%) C/Nratio grainsize content  content

P (g (g pheeo ¢ TNGD T oo o
1 -10.72 4.16 5.78 - -5.78 12.81 36.79 0.45 674.63 0.00
2 -8.06 419 5.82 - -5.58 16.69 -11.03 -0.23 0.45 674.79 0.16
3 -10.57 4.43 573 - -0.33 -4.25 11.45 51.60 0.45 675.99 1.36
4 -9.55 4.44 5.75 - -0.32 -4.20 12.95 33.11 -0.09 0.45 676.17 1.54
5 -6.27 3.99 5.50 - -6.19 13.82 39.07 0.46 -0.17 676.53 1.90
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Table 2-5. Individual density of macrobenthos (mean + SD 700 cm™) and frequency
(Freq.) in each flat. Density was calculated by taking the average of all sampling sites
and times (n = 85 in A flat; n = 40 in B flat). Frequency is the number of times that a

particular species occurred.

taxa A flat Freq. B flat Freq.
mean + SD mean + SD
Bivalvia
Musculista senhousia 0.09 + 043 5 0.03 + 0.16
Mactra veneriformis 0 £0 0 0.03 = 0.16
Corbicula japonica 37 + 48 85 5 + 10 22
Cyclina sinensis 0 0 0 0.03 + 0.16 1
Meretriz lusoria 001 x= 011 1 0 £0
Ruditapes philippinarum 02 + 20 2 01 + 06 2
Laternula marilina 1 £ 4 37 3 =4 23
Polychaeta
Eteone sp. cf. longa 6 £ 8 72 6 = 12 29
Hediste diadroma 68 + 73 80 108 + 191 39
Prionospio japonica 161 + 147 85 49 + 133 33
Pseudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata 3 =7 44 1 =2 10
Pseudopolydora paucibranchiata 001 + 011 1 + 0 0
Armandia amakusaensis 1 £ 3 0.1 = 05 2
Capitella sp. 16 = 21 73 + 8 29
Heteromastus sp. 57 + 46 85 39 + 31 40
Notomastus sp. 12 + 20 48 1 =2 13
Crustacea
Grandidierella japonica 2 = 3 53 3 =7 19
Corophium sp. 02 = 06 10 20 + 58 17
Cyathura muromiensis + 5 49 0.1 = 0.2 2
Cumacea 6 =+ 53 8 + 23 19
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Table 2-6. Mean density (indiv./cm?) of meiobenthos (nematodes and copepods) at each
point and in each season. The results of A flat were placed on the left and those of B flat

were placed on the right.

A flat B flat
spring summer fall winter spring summer fall winter

nematodes

reed edge 258.7 92.6 171 533.8 226.6 121.3 1884 667.4

upper 686.6 101.1 180.0 398.6 99.4 163.2 208.9 652.2

middle 353.7 190.4 412.9 373.4 201.2 119.6 151.6 347.4

lower 284.9 3194 365.7 1106.8 7924 329.0 215.7 1269.4

river edge 593.3 478.9 240.0 706.9 1067.8 620.2 316.7 808.1
copepods

reed edge 1.0 0.0 0.0 68.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 70.7

upper 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 172.7

middle 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.4

lower 0.0 0.0 0.0 70.7 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0

river edge 0.8 0.0 0.0 27.0 0.5 41 0.0 264.5
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Table 2-7. Results of GLMM examining the effects of sampling point and season on
nematode density at A flat and B flat. Bold values indicate significant factor effects (p <
0.05). Holm-Bonferroni test (HBT) was conducted when GLMM indicate significant

factor effects.

A flat LR Chisg df p HBT
point 6.45 4 0.156

season 6.65 3 0.092

point X season 1241 12 0413

B flat LR Chisq  df p HBT
point 16.57 4 0.002 N.S.
season 5.25 3 0.154

point X season 10.21 12 0.598
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Table 2-8. Summarized results of redundancy analysis. Inter-set correlations between
the first two axes are shown. Significant correlations between each environmental
variable and the axes are indicated with asterisks: ***, p < 0.001; **, p < 0.01; *, p <

0.05.

Axisl AXis2

Eignvalues 0.121 0.074
Species-environment correlations 0.672 0.631
Commulative percentage variance

of species data 12.1 195

of species-environmental relation 45.2 72.8
Inter-set correlations of environmental variables with axes

phaeo -0.39 -0.56 "

chl-a /phaeo -0.34 © 0.66

C/N ratio 0.47 0.56

silt-clay content 073 -0.21

water content 0.16 -0.06

crab density 0.63 ™ 0.29 *
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Table 2-9. Results of top models selection based on Akaike's information criterion

(AIC) about nematode density.

season microphytobenthos sediment environment parameters
median  silt-clay water
Model | - - Al
ode nercept crab spring summer fall winter (Ch;a) :Jh;eo) CI:L: TOC (%) TN (%) C/Nratio grainsize content  content c
new ey P @
1 -1191.43 2.09 153.21 -40.26 - 390.64 -9.09 11.96 286.37 -883.59  9147.51 48.14 5.00 7.32 0.62 1036.44
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Fig. 2-1. Maps showing study sites at the Tama River Estuary in Tokyo Bay.
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Fig. 2-2. Sampling stations (a) in A flat and (b) in B flat. White stars show sampling
stations from September in 2009 to November in 2010 and black circles show sampling

stations from April in 2012 to January in 2014. ¥, indicates reed bed.
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Fig. 2-3. Relationship between burrow entrance and carapace width of crab. The line

shows a linear regression straight line.
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Bray-Curtis Similarity Index (%)
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Fig. 2-5. Dendrogram of cluster analysis based on number of individuals of each
macrobenthic species at each study site (A: A flat; B: B flat) in each season. Four groups
(A-D) were delineated at a Bray-Curtis similarity index level of around 50% in the

dendrogram.
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Fig. 2-6. Spatial distributions of the 13 major macrobenthic species at A flat (left) and B
flat (right). Black bars indicate mean density (indiv. / 700 cm?) in spring and summer,

while gray bars indicate that in fall and winter. Error bars show 1 SD.
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Fig. 2-6. Continued.
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Fig. 2-6. Continued.
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Fig. 2-7. Redundancy analysis (RDA) ordination diagram. Black line arrows indicate

macrobenthic species and red dashed arrows indicate environmental variables.
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BI3E VY IMYAAEERRESVEEAMMERICSRETZE

3-1 #8

AR IC L D EEREOWZEX, EERFOBEIIES b0 & EE KR
KOBENIFED D EITKBISD (see review by Kristensen et al. 2012). Rii&
TIE, W OR MO LZS (Volkenborn et al. 2007), JEE DAL ELNEB &
% (Tamaki & Suzukawa 1991) . #2 % T, JKE OE{LJE D45 K (Webb & Eyre 2004,
Daleo & Iribarne 2006, Volkenborn et al. 2007) A 14 55 f DIEE  (Webb & Eyre
2004, Volkenborn et al. 2007) BB X%, T, AWBELE I IRAEMMEEOB
FEOKTEZH Z L L H D (Lelieveld et al. 2004, Webb & Eyre 2004, Volkenborn
et al. 2007). EAMMEBBIITRAERRICBIT D EHE R —REFEELETHY

(Underwood & Kromkamp 1999), %< O-X> h ADEFEHR TH & 5 (e.g. Kanaya
etal. 2013). L7o23 o THMMRFRE 1T L 2 AR b 5 O 7o RGBT O i A
X, FEARBRICKE R EE2 529 % (see review by Meysman et al. 2006) .

Y~ AV H=PEERRICB T TREL L, EEREIERIZED
A et (REFS 1997) & WVEEER L OHIR (Otani et al. 2010), A
(2 XD A OB (KA S 2006, KA 2007) 72 E3@E S hTn
D, ZHHIIHATOTCERED D WVITENERICIAFETHD. Fm T
btz LBV, EMRERE OB LW T D720I2iE, BAMCRIT 5
A OEEE EZBIE LT ERP AR TH S, BTy~ AT = DL
ZPAE LT FERAAT o T F2EBIE, AFEOBEHIC X 5 chl-a D) 27~ L7 R
5 (2007) DHT, EWRILOLBEOBIED O TIHIZE T 2 A O ERE W ZEE
M ZBF5E U T2 SeATHT SR 220,

LTI CAETIE, Y~ MY = ERERE S X OEAMMEREIC S JET
WEZHOLICT D720, WHAREZIT - 122 I 0O 7 FroeTiRIc
BWTY~ b4V T =DHRERZIT - 70, AP I L2 EESREERIX
Z < DIFRICB N THE SN TWED, ZORBIIFICIIEHNHH Z &M
HHALTW S (Volkenborn & Rise 2007). % Z °C 2011~2013 4D, B4 FH %
fToTHEEEBEL, Y~ NV T=0FBEHLNITEDLLHIITLT.
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32 MEEAE
3-2-1 FEH
Y~ b A = PERRFERRIE 2011 4RIZ TR A T, 2012 4F - 2013 ARIZ TR A &
T B TiTole. EBRIZELLOFRICENTHY~Y M T =nNE 5T
DI BB N T, Y~ b= XD EERENE RIS D LB 2D
NDEINATo T2, BT 27 VIRIZIZT INT = S =8N EET 5
, FIRECIEHEVHTZ Wi, KREROERICEEBLB LTS 2ho
TeEEZONS.

3-2-2 EBRTHA >

ARERIL, FTRTUSOFER7 ey 7 23R EL, 7 v v 7 RoOER T 2011
LK 30 m, 2012 4FEB LTV 2013 4FIFAI 5 m & L7 (Fig. 3-1a). H#FEHR7 = >
TN T D = 2DEIEX G725 (Fig. 3-1b, ©)

(1) H =B ; &Ry — (50x50cm, &S 40ecm, HAWV12mm) % K
B 120 cm OFE ST D X OICTFRICERER Lz, 77—V OB AW TIEIvNEE R
DIFAZBG T 2=, BEW2mm DO MU B ry b (XFxa dl) 27—
DJEE E 10cm, EEH 10 cm OB X O 7. EBRBAtRRRC, 7 — T N%E
MOIRLTCY~ MY T =% a7 R0 PEFR L 7.

(2) r—UxRIX ; =R & RSB  — P2 FRICHR L. v~
AV H=DBEMBRHAY 2RO, F—YVEKEEEHNOES 10 cm £ T

OES L0 IRY, WA D E2Fo 7.

(3) JELLIX 5 A DHEAE S i S 72 hx o 7z

FHAEX OMAEIE 50 cm x 50 cm = 2500 cm® & L7z, 7 — Y ORER LY~
kA H = OPERRITAE 7 AIZ TV, 2011 4E13 8 A £ T, 2012 4 & 2013 451 9
H & THEBRZIT 72 (Table3-1).

323 Ty

oY %, 2011 X 8 HIZ 1 [E], 2012 4E & 2013 41X 8 ArH 9 HIZ
T TCER3 L, R A RO KT T 72 (Table 3-1). %7V 7
HEZY~ AV =, EEHERERE, EAMMEES Lz,
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Y~ M AV T =3B BRERNO R & S ERORIEZ, B HRiE & [
UHETHEE LT,
JREREIIAHEY (TOC - TN) &&, EERE, &K, BRTENEHR
Ni= B E R, EERE, SGKRIINESm DT T AF v 7 fla T &
C, 2011 AE13EJE 10 cm T, 2012 4F & 2013 AHITRE 1 om K TORHE & HrREX
L7z, A E OREMETR L O O FIEIXRTEICHE U, 2011 2BV Tl
BRI L7-JRE % 0-1, 1-5, 5-10cm O 3J@IcEIL, B LIoraiTo7z.
BB ITENLIT 2011 D AHE 217\, ORP Ef (Y%, 9300-10D) % H T,
FJE 5 cm O S O iEICEMN 2B THIE L.

JEC A ORISR O BB B X OV 0 7 I IRl Bl U U 7.

3-2-4 fRETHEEAT

2011 FOT =X Z AN, JEHEEREAHE S HRIEXE R L ORER TERH
LHE D D E—RAEBIEET L (GLM) (ZES < BEEHREIZ Ko T~ 7.
F7o, Y~ AV T =R KON EHE, KiE (0-1cm) OREBREESH
H, EAMGHEESFED, BREXHEBIOTFRETERNHLINE >0 E, —
ACBIZIR S E T /L (GLMM) (2D < BEHREIL & o T~ Ayt
FHORBIIFIZ L -T2 H Z L5 (Volkenborn & Reise 2007), 2 &% 1
A2 FRE L7z, GLM 3 X U GLMM DFR 24554 8 L OV link BI#kz >V Ty,
SHWEBOT —Z ORI LY, UToXSIZtEELL ;, Y~ H =D
{EA$3 Tl Poisson 4341, kA BAR A FaE LTz ; £ LISk o0 H BYZE % T id Gaussian
G3A, —WBMEIEE L. GLM B XU GLMM 2B W TR RN B2 7=
(p<0.05) 2k Eh7=¥6, 2 E % Holm-Bonferroni test (2 & W {T- 7.
ETOHEBAIZBWT, F—UdRIX L EUX & THERENRRP-TZDT,
IS ZOOEERE ot T =HBRKITH T o X & Lz, & ToOMT
1% R 3.0.2 for Windows (R Development Core Team 2013) (2 & ¥ 34T L7=.

3-3 #ER
3-3-1 Y bAYHZEAXRBORE
BHAEX. O~ b AV T =R & S HIE % Table 3-2 (2R L7z,
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WTNOEIZEB N T, MFOTIBTH=HREXD > LN 20075 —T T
Y~ A= #gIn/ (Table 3-2). r—UxRX B I OBEIX OV~ k
FYH=DFEZ, TEATIILZr—YY720 876K THBEB X1y —v
W=V LLERT, T B OGN Fm o7z (Table 3-2). GLMM OfEE,
Y~ AV T = ORIk L TEIER L FIRORBEERARAE TH DL Z
LARENTEDOT, FIBILICY~ b = O A5 5 B EX O
WBLERENZEZAS, WTROTBICEWTHL I = RKICB T 5~ b4
T = OEREE I RIX L0 S FE BRI -2 2 E 3R E T (Table 3-3).

Fio, T A O =HBRIX TIL, v~ M T =DEEED Do 7720,
FHJFEARTRX & K& < e o7z B2 0F 2012 EOFER T, FEIFIEN
=HERRX CIE 31.2mm (n=2) 2o 72Dk LT, 7—URBX Tl 24.2mm (n
=77), JFEHXTIE25.6 mm (n=96) 7Z-7= (Table 3-2). — T, F#B TiX
WTILOBEIEXIZEB W TS FEHHMEITK 20 mm TEIIA LR -7 (Table
3-2). FBHTIEL, T A DOFRTIEB L0 & EEHIEA K Z 7)o 72 (Table 3-2).
ETNENDOFIRIZEBNT, v~ MY = OEIEEEE &L REOFEIZ XL D
EXH 2o 7= (Table 3-2).

INHDZ END, =R T, Y~ MY T=0aRPERIETE 22
ST2b DD, Y~ MY T L HEEOBRILITI 052 nTE LS
b,

3-3-2 EERE (B ~DxE

2011 21T % B BREE A TH H OTRE R DO 3R 4 Table 3-4 (2779, TOC [T\
THOEEXIZBWTHERE (0-1ecm) (98 (1-5cm) - T/ (5-10cm) XV
Lol INED =HBRX CIERBATE - TRED bEnon, r—v
RTPRX & EL X CIREEIC L D EIT/NS o7z, GLM OfESR, TOC & TN O
5 CHER EREORZBEERANERE THD Z EIWIRENT=ZDOT, RET LITH
EXM OB NERANT-E 25, FRBICBW T =HRX THEX XY TOC - TN
MABIZENWZ E3RE N7 (Table 3-5). C/N FLIZEI X OFREIZEWT 15.9
ERMoTED, ENLSNTIER 12 TH Y (Table 3-4), HREX I L OVRER]T
BRFETIA LN o7 (Table 3-5). &RREFFETEL, FE TRV VETR
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2N, HIRREIERE TS, FTEBTREWEHAL S T (eg. FIXIZ
BWTHREIIELE T 58.1%, FET44.3%, Table3-4). L»L, GLM lZHW\»
TaEER - PREEEOWTN O EEXFB L ORER THEREITA LI
Mmofz (Table 3-5). @/KFRIL, V=#REKOXET41%LHkbm<, 2w
THOBERIZE W THRETHE < THETIRWER 23 547z (Table 3-4).
GLM DOF5R, BIEX CIREDOREERNARE THDL Z LN RINT-DT, RE
T CEMER R OEWEFIAR T E 2 A, TOC - TN & RERICEBICBWTH =5k
R OE KRB LD AREIZEWND 2RSS (Table 3-4).

333 REEERES JUVEEMHEEE~DOZE

B B EAEIXKIC I T 2 R8O EE BRI K OURABGIBEEE O F5 5 % Table 3-6
(29, T A TlE 2012 4F1% 2011 47, 2013 4F & LR TIRE OYE LB A B i,
GIRE, AHMME R, GKRENED L, PIRRMEA LA L7 (Table 3-6). —
77T, FE B X 2012 £ & 2013 4F & TIEEERERIC H 3L - 722 kid /e 0o 7= (Table
3-6). EAMMEHOBEIZE DL L OFIIZBNTHHREICL Y RESELL, F
12 2012 4FE) 5 2013 FE DAL N K X o720 chl-a i, HEBRIX Tl 2013 4213 2012
ORI 5, 77—V HRIX & JEI XTI 7 (512800 L7z ; phaeo 1%, 2013 41X
2012 FEDF) 2 fFIZHEIN L 7= ; chl-a/phaeo 1%, T8 A TlE 2013 4E1% 2012 4 D)
2 512, T8 B T3 34, T kA L7 (Table 3-6).

GLMM OfER, 1 =HEBRX Tldsa X &t LT, A= &E (TOC - TN)
N BEIZEWZ EARE7- (Table3-7). F7=, TOCITTHEM THEZENAD
N>, TN T FE A OFBXFE B LV BARICEWI LRSS

(Table 3-7). CIN HITHMEXEI CHEZITA DR >T72h, TR B OHERT
HAXO L ERICEN-T (Table 3-7). HHUURIEME & S VRRITEEXE CI3A
BN, FRETEAEEZNALN, TEBIITFEA XLV LAEEIR
B (FIRIRED NS <, BIREREVERE) Th b Z LR &EiLi (Table
3-7). @AKEL ORP IZBWTIE, BEXKHTHEENALI, U =HRX TIX
SRR TEKRENFREICHE L, ORP DA EIZIENZ &R &7 (Table
3-7). JEABGEERIZ BV TIE, B =HEBRKI30e R & B~ T Ao e e &
RESHEML TR 8lE s vz (Fig. 3-2). GLMM OF5RIZEB W T B E

47



AEREEE DT R THA I =HERK T IX L 0 A EICHE <, FRZ chl-allk
W, 7 =HEBRIXII XX 0 2 5L 72> 7 (Table 3-6, 3-7). F£7-, phaeo
& chl-a/phaeo IZFBWTIE, FIBEITHOAERENR AL, T A TIEFEB X
V1, phaeo WA EIZE <, chl-a/phaeo NAEIZIL) > 7= (Table 3-7).

34 B
34-1 EBRTHA

ARERIZBIT2HEHEEE2TIZBWT, F—UxBX EBEIX E DR THE
BREDHONRNSTZ s, REBRICHWEr—20%, ERERICEEY
HBxleholobZzbihd., LrL, =R E T —IURMXTIE, e
N — VIR e pduEa e Lz, 1 =48R Tl NEEARD A Y 285 <72

W2 —VICHEW 2mm D R ARy REBEXDTTEY, r—UXRX T
Y~ b T=DEIEKAN~HHICHAD TEL L0 7r—YO—EH %280 i
> CHOEAZR T (Fig. 3-1b, ¢). ZOEEDE W LY, b =HERX Tk
DIINDBFIL 720, KT OHFEEZET ST iEEITIH S, Ll s, #
EXRBICERBIZARBREZN N2 D, LLOFREMEIIERTX 512
FEWZ/ NS WEE 2T,

UbDZ Lint, UBROBLETIE, REBRIZBWTH =HEBRX & XFRIX E D
M CHALNTEAEEITIY~Y MY T =DERTEICLD D EE T,

342 ¥ MY HZICKZEBREORE
KREBROFERND, Y~ MV H = TEABMSEEEZ D S &5 2 E0NRE
. JEATHRZE T, AREHRE I EE O ELIC X 0 EARMRRIZ A D
ZBIIFETZENHEIN TS (Lelieveld et al. 2004, Webb & Eyre 2004,
Armitage & Fong 2006, Volkenborn et al. 2007). 7=, v~ hAW T =3HEREY
BTHY, BIEAMHEBELZERT LI EE (KBS 2006, Kanaya et al.
2008a, SFFH 2011), AFEIIEEREOHELLZ T TR, HEIZK - THEA
IR A O T B bND. I, I =HEFRX Ti chl-a/phaeo 73 %FHRIX
L b HAEICE DT (Table 3-7). Chl-a/phaeo |35 A= SIS 0 [E]i5 R D FE
Toh Y, chl-a/phaeo 23/N SV MFE ERERFENEWT &5 (Carman et al. 1997),
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r— UK EJEAKIZEBT A~ AV T =0 ER L L O RE, KA
oA A2 L S8, FEEEZ O TWND LB LN 5. JERANGH AT
AhE oy 138 (extracellular polymeric substances ; EPS) % 23ied % Z & CTECE
JEE mm i~y FERRL, KEZLZELIE S (Gray & Elliot 2009b) . JEA:
WA A 5 L RED AL ET D22 R TH Y  (Lelieveld et al.
2004, Van Colen et al. 2008), ¥~ AV T =DEWHEEL, KEORNLELE
m<EEZOND.

B =PRI TIRBERIE O TOC, TN, BKRPMBX LY bAFICEmP-72Z
&3 (Table3-5, 3-7), H =HEFRIXIZISIT 2 JEAMAEIHDO TN & - THEAT
&%. TOC & TN OHINIEAFMAMEIAO —RAEPEREDOIINIERT 5 &5 %
Hivd. F£io, EAMMEEO~ v MIRKERE L, EEREOEKELE
5 (Gray & ENliot 2009b) . ZiHD Z b, 7r—UsRIXES X ORI KICE
WT, v MY T TEARM R A D S5 2 LT, HENICEERE
O E (TOC-TN) L EKFELER NI ELLZEZ NS, EETE (1-5cm)
BLOTE (5-10 cm) TIXAMYE L GKRPEIEXF TRAR SR o722 L
X, ¥~ AT KD EEREOUENEAMMEEEZN LD THD
L EXFTS.

Y~ AV H=FEE AT 5 2 & borShviz., EREEIIIEE O
i@z kL, KETOME OB « pialRlEdT 22 LMo TnDd

(Webb & Eyre 2004, Volkenborn etal. 2007). ¥~ AV =128\ T, JKE
DEAVIE Z IR % 2 & TIERE T OA#EY (Otani etal. 2010) Ofifk#s (K& S
2007) DREEREZ 5 2 &N ERE SN TWDHDY, KREBRIZBWTIED =4k
BRIX & GFHRIX & DT, KB RELUED G EICH BIRZENA LRI - T

(Table 3-5). Z O Z &%, AFEHICIHBNTCIL, Y~ NV T =04WiEeric
&2 EERALBILRITIEE T O O eI B B RIES RN &%
RET 5. =HEBRIXIC I 1T 2 KB D 5em OEES @ ORP (L T+111 mV T
&Y (Table 3-6), XPRXICILARTHEISETLH TIEH S0 (Table 3-7) 478
BRI TH T, ZD7D, I =HRXIZBWTHIEE T OFEERY O FIT+57
TONTEY, Y~ MV T =T LD EERCEILRDEEN DN > T
EEZBND.
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%2 DFATHIFEIZ W T, AWBREEE PNIEE OR MR A NET D Z & 05H
HEINTWD A (Tamaki 1984, Webb & Eyre 2004, Volkenborn et al. 2007), A3
B ClI@me R B KO R AE I X B E X THEREILA DR 7 (Table
3-7). MA T, BIEOBIFIAE DR O AR EMIZ I 1T 2 EE ORI
10 cm DR E TIHHE TH -7 (data not shown). TN HDZ &b, ¥~ b
FY T =DEYTRITIEE OREMKEAZWE Lot ZExbND. Y~ |
FYH=1%, BROMEFFOIZDIZTENORE~EIEE L ERT 50, £ O
W TR 12 K DB 21T D72 “regenerator”  (Kristensen et al. 2012) TH 5 & &z
bID. JEEZET A BRIk OB A2 1T 5 “upward conveyor” (e.g. % ~ %
=71 A #t>—F& Arenicola marina) <>“downward conveyor” (e.g. I Xt F T4 A
O —7F& Cirriformia grandis) & 13720 (Kristensen et al. 2012), “regenerator”
DEYBIEE I FEE OR MR ZZ S ERWZ ERHE I TWD (EEME
H7%%H Neohelice granulata: Lomovasky et al. 2006, 77 ¥+ = —F Trypaea
australiensis: Webb & Eyre 2004) .

UbEDZ Ennn, KEOLGE, EEOREMBOWE TR, JEANMH
BEOBFAEZRDSEL LI, BEEHREAZWET D Z LN ARERIZL
WS, ¥20Y~ MY T =2 XD EEREERIE, AL 5%
BT elno 7z (Table 3-7) . (RERMIR AW RILF TH S A marina [ZEE H D
By ENEX Yy B HERTDHZ LIy, ZOMOEERE (6.9 &/KE,
A a i) 28ZE+T5LE251TW5 (e.g. Volkenborn et al. 2007). D 7=
%, A. marina |2 X 2 KB BREE AAER TR ORI EFRIC L > T D Z &R
HE I T2 (Volkenborn et al. 2007). ¥~ b A4 =2 X 2 EWERE DKL
VBT E ARG OB 23 5728, A marina O X 5 7ok LR O W4 %
I LT E BRI L3R 722 0, TR ORI MR DR 8 & 32 22 FTREME N
W 22 L, RMREIT T TRIEE L O b IEARMMBEE OB FEN m o T
ZEND, JEAMMBIROBAFE PR I RNFRIZBWTX, Y~ MY
SR D EESEITH LN WATRENEILS 5.
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Table 3-1. Schedules of the crab exclusion experiment. In 2011, sampling was

conducted once.

year cage setting sampling

1st 2nd 3rd
2011 W 8/17 - -
2012 7/20 8/17 8/30 9/13
2013 7/23 8/19 9/3 9/19
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Table 3-2. Density and mean carapace width (CW) (mean £ SE) of Macrophthalmus

japonicus in the crab exclusion experiment from 2011 to 2013.

A flat B flat
exclusion cage control non-cage exclusion cage control non-cage
control control

2011
density (indiv./cage) 05 + 1.0 58 + 1.2 73 £ 13 - - -
carapace width (mm) 273 £ NA 222 + 10 20.3 £ 0.9 - - -
2012
density (indiv./cage) 02 + 00 6.4 + 04 8.0 = 1.0 35 + 0.6 113 + 14 132 £ 18
carapace width (mm) 312 + 04 242 £ 11 256 + 0.9 195 + 1.0 210 + 06 20.7 £ 0.5
2013
density (indiv./cage) 09 + 04 75+ 10 82 + 12 27 £13 110 + 21 103 £ 16
carapace width (mm) 188 = 1.9 22.1 + 0.8 220 = 0.7 208 + 0.9 188 = 05 199 £ 05

52



Table 3-3. Results of generalized linear mixed model (GLMM) examining the effects of
treatment and tidal flat on crab density. Bold values indicate significant factor effects (p
< 0.05). Holm-Bonferroni test (HBT) was conducted when GLMM indicated significant

factor effects (Ex: exclusion; Co: control (cage control and non-cage control)).

df LRChisy p HBT

Treatment 1 191.61 <0.001

Tidal flat 1 63.68 <0.001
Treatmentx Tidal flat 1 20.31 <0.001

A flat

Treatment 1 99.53 <0.001 Co > Ex
B flat

Treatment 1 112.35 <0.001 Co > Ex
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Table 3-4. Mean values * SE of sediment environments in each treatments of each depth

(surface, 0-1; middle, 1-5; bottom, 5-10 cm in depth) at the crab exclusion experiment

in 2011.

exclusion cage control non-cage control
surface middle bottom surface middle bottom surface middle bottom
TOC (%) 173 + 014 112 + 010 129 + 014 158 + 022 125 = 0.09 130 = 0.09 146 + 015 118 + 012 112 + 015
TN (%) 016 =+ 0.01 009 + 0.00 010 + 0.00 012 = 0.01 011 + 001 011 =+ 0.01 010 + 0.01 009 + 001 0.09 =+ 0.01
CIN ratio 11.0 = 05 125 = 12 125 = 12 126 = 12 118 = 09 126 = 10 159 + 40 124 = 11 132 = 09
median grain size (um) 382 = 142 441 + 113 353 + 135 328 = 82 589 + 145 436 + 146 383 = 152 423 + 158 666 + 156
silt-clay content (%) 612 = 84 564 = 44 605 * 65 621 = 55 507 = 74 582 + 6.9 581 = 81 568 *+ 88 443 = 80
water content (%) 441 = 23 349 = 32 328 + 13 390 + 07 352 = 09 337 + 11 358 = 17 340 = 10 302 + 12
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Table 3-5. Results of generalized linear model (GLM) examining the effects of
treatment and depth on sediment environments. Bold values indicate significant factor
effects (p < 0.05). Holm-Bonferroni test (HBT) was conducted when GLM indicated

significant factor effects (Ex: exclusion; Co: control (cage control and non-cage

TOC (%) TN (%) CIN ratio median grain size (um) silt-clay content (%) water content (%)
df  LRChsq p HBT LRChisy p HBT LRChisy p HBT LRChsq p HBT LRChisy p HBT LRChsq p HBT

Treatment 1 4.00 0.045 419 0.041 0.02 0.890 0.72  0.396 0.67 0414 8.13  0.004

Depth 2 6.45 0.040 19.05 <0.001 4.43 0.109 1.40 0.497 1.55 0.462 17.01  0.000
TreatmentxDepth 2 9.47 0.009 11.93 0.003 0.24 0.887 0.48 0.785 0.91 0.633 1142 0.003

surface

Treatment 1 14.73 <0.001 Ex>Co 12.17 <0.001 Ex>Co 18.40 <0.001 Ex>Co
middle

Treatment 1 0.60 0.439 112 0.290 0.00 0.897

bottom

Treatment 1 0.27 0.601 0.56  0.456 0.23  0.631
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Table 3-6. Mean values + SE of surface sediment environment and MPB in each

treatment of the crab exclusion experiment (n =4 in 2011, n = 12 in 2012 and 2013).

A flat B flat
exclusion cage control non-cage control exclusion cage control non-cage control
2011
sediment environment
TOC (%) 173 + 014 158 + 0.22 146 + 0.09 - - -
TN (%) 016 + 0.01 012 + 0.01 010 + 001 - - -
C/N ratio 11.03 + 054 1255 + 114 1586 + 141 - - -
median grain size (pm) 3821 + 1420 3284 + 816 3830 + 569 - - -
silt-clay content (%) 61.17 * 842 62.14 * 547 58.15 * 325 - - -
water content (%) 4413 + 229 39.01 + 1.26 3582 + 126 - - -
ORP (mV) 111 =+ 14 130 + 12 123 * 15 - - -
MPB
chl-a (“g/cmz) 279 + 0.68 075 + 0.12 093 * 0.08 - - -
phaco (uglent) 1870 + 208 934 + 109 943 = 056 - - -
chl-a/phaeo 015 + 0.03 0.08 +* 0.01 010 * 001 - - -

2012

sediment environment

TOC (%) 073 = 0.07 0.74 + 0.05 0.67 = 0.07 122 + 007 109 + 0.05 102 + 011
TN (%) 007 = 001 0.07 £+ 0.00 0.06 + 0.01 0.09 + 0.00 0.08 +* 0.00 0.08 + 0.00
C/N ratio 1089 *+ 051 1095 + 0.38 1058 + 0.51 1362 + 047 1325 + 037 1343 + 101
median grain size (pm) 10041 = 4.09 93.06 + 485 9713 +* 585 2312 + 172 2538 + 147 2885 + 172
silt-clay content (%) 3320 + 163 3572 + 197 3337 +* 260 66.02 + 200 64.03 + 175 6157 + 524
water content (%) 2693 +* 196 2574 + 148 2566 * 1.38 3375 * 217 2991 + 147 28.78 + 149
MPB
chl-a (pg/cmz) 090 + 031 030 + 0.07 038 + 0.07 088 + 0.18 038 + 011 029 + 0.09
phaeo (chmZ) 10.02 + 157 789 = 1.00 756 + 106 780 + 153 547 + 158 501 £ 110
chl-a/phaeo 009 + 002 0.04 + 0.01 0.05 * 0.01 012 + 001 007 +* 001 006 * 001
2013
sediment environment
TOC (%) 152 +* 012 122 + 0.10 121 +* 010 118 +* 013 099 * 012 085 * 0.08
TN (%) 013 + 001 0.10 + 0.01 010 £+ 0.01 0.09 + 001 0.08 + 0.01 007 + 001
C/N ratio 1191 + 018 1194 + 025 12.04 + 017 1269 +* 038 1276 + 064 1231 + 034
median grain size (um) 2113 + 146 2724 + 585 3001 + 264 2248 + 229 2429 + 184 3403 + 240
silt-clay content (%) 6820 * 3.04 6356 * 299 5995 + 231 6759 + 349 6549 + 298 5952 + 226
water content (%) 4355 + 184 3712 + 187 37.72 £ 149 36.08 + 1.69 3187 + 130 3049 + 097
MPB
chl-a (“gcmz) 428 £ 105 232 + 0.68 224 + 062 464 £ 116 222 £ 043 191 + 038
phaeo (ug/cmz) 2818 +* 256 2423 +* 320 19.70 * 258 1535 +* 182 11.03 +* 167 1054 + 161
chl-a/phaeo ratio 015 + 004 0.09 + 0.03 011 + 0.03 030 £ 0.07 020 £ 0.03 018 + 0.03
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Table 3-7. Results of GLMM examining the effects of treatment and tidal flat on
parameters of sediment environment and MPB abundance. Bold values indicate
significant factor effects (p < 0.05). Holm-Bonferroni test (HBT) was conducted when
GLMM indicated significant factor effects (Ex: exclusion; Co: control (cage control and

non-cage control); A: Aflat; B: B flat).

sediment environment

df TOC (%) TN (%) CIN ratio median grain size (um) silt-clay content (%)
LR Chisq p HBT LR Chisq p HBT LR Chisq p HBT LR Chisq p HBT LR Chisq p HBT
Treatment 1 18.28 <0.001 Ex> Co 30.69 <0.001 Ex>Co 0.23  0.630 0.93 0334 3.84 0.050
Tidal flat 1 0.73  0.392 580 0.016 A>B 3417 <0.001B>A 100.31 <0.001 A>B 8857 <0.001B>A
TreatmentxTidal flat 1 021  0.651 025 0.617 1.39 0.239 0.20 0.654 031 0.576
sediment environment MPB
df water content (%) ORP (MV) chia (uglem?) phaco (ug/ent) chi-a /phaeo
LRChisq p HBT LRChisq p HBT LRChisg p HBT LRChisg p HBT LRChisq p HBT
Treatment 1 33.88 <0.001 Ex>Co 3.87 0.049 Co>Ex 55.55 <0.001 Ex>Co 31.61 <0.001 Ex>Co 39.21 <0.001 Ex>Co
Tidal flat 1 1.90 0.168 - 0.00 0.989 89.26 <0.001A>B 43.88 <0.001B>A
TreatmentxTidal flat 1 0.13  0.720 0.29 0.590 0.94 0.333 2.06 0.151
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(a)
non-cage
control

[ <@ - 0 m
exclusion O
. . i . D

cage control

>5m

(b) exclusion cage control non-cage control

Fig. 3-1. Design of the crab exclusion experiment. (a) Arrangements of plots of the

experiment in the study flat. (b) Design of the plots of each treatment. (c) Pictures of the
cages set up at the study site. Back side of the picture is the cage for the exclusion

treatment and front side of the picture is the cage for the cage control treatment.
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Fig. 3-2. Pictures of the plots at ca. 1 month after starting the experiment in 2013. (a)

The plot of the exclusion treatment. The surface sediment was brownish for increased

MPB. (b) The plot of the cage control treatment.
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FAE VIRFTHAZIARY FPRICELETEE

4-1 8

b5 TIITBITHN NABEZRET DO 2T, EWRILEICL D IEEER
BEOWER, REVRMEFBEMR & FRICHERER TH S (Reise 2002). 44
REPEE DR L 12 P AT LTER LI OWT, LFO XD 2258 5
LTV A K H OEBEIRTE (Rhose & Young 1970, Lomovasky et al.
2006) ; KBHEYREFE B L OEEMEZ EHOPERR (Posey et al. 1991, Botto &
Iribarne 1999, Volkenborn & Reise 2006, 2007, Volkenborn etal. 2009) ; T & HEFH
W o (Flint & Kalke 1986, Volkenborn & Reise 2007) ; Hi/GIEETD A
A AR b ADHEN (Reise & Ax 1979, Reise 1983, Dittmann 1996) = 7= /)

(Botto & Iribarne 1999) .

AIECTH LN LIEERY, Y~ MY 7 = XE A EE 2 WD S, K
EREAZWET D, 20D, Y~ MY XFAFBICERT 2o~ K

XL THREBEZBLIETEEZEXONDLDN, ZNETEDOZ LITFALAT

IhRoTl. INEPALNIT LD, KETIIHEO Y~ A =28k
PR L7 B AMBIEREBRIC BN T, Vv M AT =DERTEIC LD~ 7m0 b A
KFEE, NFAEHICE T D A A A N ADOKE % 5D D HEHRIZ OV TEIR
BOEAZ T~

4-2 M ETFE
A LOERT P A IRTE L FERTH D,

4-2-1 Ty

ATEE & [RARIS, 2011 4F1% 8 HIC 1 18], 2012 =& 2013 4Fi% 8 H22 5 9 AIZH
FCEF3E, FRENHE ORI Y v E2fT o7 (Table 3-1).
PV I M A=, w7 axXy RA, BRICOW T T, e
NV T =OREL L OCEOMKRITATE LR LU TH L. £z, 2011 FlTHho
VAN AV INE A F Sk oYAQ Aoy

<7 aXy NRAITTAF vy 7 ®-aT AT, FEEXKANLERE 10 cm
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DJEE 300 cm*ZERE L, HBTHAV 05 mm OEFT5H 5 - THRE L. Fril
DOFRBHE, WEE2em DT T A F v 7 8aT Z T, FEAEXHN THEES 23R
NIE=ZrFihbERB S cm OJEE 2L —2lIc 7 — v Lz, v7 X hAD
AREHIMEEICRE BIR o721, 2011 43 L OV 2013 L 5% AL~ U o - 0.1% 1=
— AR T NVRHE CREE » Yett L, 2012 4£13-30°C THIEHRIFE LT, £ D%, X
IR SZRBAPAEE T CHED D WMT TN EO S ERECFE L, 23R &I Eiks
Dt E AT o 7. BB OREHIMF LR IR BIf - 72%-30°C THERIE Lz, fi#
H%, HEV63um O TS DL\, KL 5%/~ 2 - 01% 1 — A Jj v
PR CREE - Jeta U7z BT, MIRZEMRBAMEE T CEEERAFH L.

4-2-2 ¥ F T DRHEEDRIE

Y~ MY =OEYBIRIZ L VIEEREERE TH LY~ P I OEEEDHE
SN TWENEHLNZT H7201Z, 2012 4EI2Y~ F v 2 O e E (Condition
Index, C.I.) ZFHHI L7z, MEEEIIAOL S (2001) 1Z9EVy, BATO LS ITERL
7=

fEEE (C. 1) = (SFDW-SFAW) + (LxHxW)

Z 2T, SFDW [FEkIRE o gEEE (g), SFAW [TERIKEIOIKE R, L, H,
W ZZhZhiR, &, &iE (cm) ThD.

ARG EE OPE, BEEEA BN TE A O~ h Y T2 TO
BT,

4-2-3 fREHERAT

HE LI~ 2095, +oEEEE IOCHEBREN S > T~ 7
By R AD 9 fHEMBR AR, B FEREO RS B OBREX M B L O
BETOEOEEL, —RILBIFIESETT /L (GLMM) 1T X 5 LERBEIC X
S THART=. AWIRIEE ORBIIFIZ L > TR 5 Z &5 (Volkenborn & Reise
2007), EEZHFUITITTHEFAIEE L. GLMM DOFRZESiIL Poisson 434 %,
link BA%% i3 et 435 BA%k 248 E L7z, £/, P~ F oV OEMEORIEXM THZE
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DF WA AL ET L (GLM) 12 X2 BEMREIC K> THH~7=. GLM @
ARAEANITIERL AT 22, link BEEOE—RBEIE 2 45E L7=. GLMM B X TV GLM (2
BWTHHERICEEZRZ (p < 005) BHHIIEHA, £ELEKE
Holm-Bonferroni test |2 L D 1T 7=.

ETOHBIZBWT, Fr—UxtRIXEFHDXB THERENRPSTZDT,
B TODOEER EZ H O TH =PRI T DMK & Lic, &TOMr
1% R 3.0.2 for Windows (R Development Core Team 2013) (2 & ¥ 34T L7=.

4-3 #ER
4-3-1 RHUVARY FAADEE

Table 4-1 ICHE L=~ 27 o Xy s 2AOFEE 721358 L 20 5 OIS E
AR, T, BEX T LR Lo, 3R THTFE 13 /%Rt 7809 A3 15 B 4L
oo ZHEETIEY P INROEHEL, Y FF U TADBRNTEL,
A N N A A Musculista senhousia |3 2012 2O T NICHB L7227~ 7.
Flo, Y= bV NA Y TA OEEEEEITI TR AOTRFIEB XV
Motz ZBETIE, Y~ NI UITHA, Y RAES, ~TETAZZARED
—FEOE I E DN o 7=, 2011 FEOTIE A TIE, MoOFEE - TR L L
THRIZCZN S 3FEOARERENE N -T2, £z, T B TIETIE AT
2012 4, 20134 & bV~ P AT OMEEEEENME -T2, BT, =&
e Yaz et RNELLDOFRTHLHEL, AnIXTFTUITT7UETE A
T, Fa7Z L sBo—MIHEB TELHB L. 7 —<JHI3 2013 D A H
HL7-.

GLMM D#ER, M=% E LI 9FED 5 LAY I3 &R 8Ty~ bk
VA =PERIC X DB AR IE OBL R A bt (Table 4-2). ¥~ b
U, YIENFVHA, ¥ BT ITHA, Y~ RS, Nl XL RO—
HIZELHOFBIZBW TS I =K T RIX L 0 A EICEEEEER &<,
ANT OV AZARBO—FE Lv I AT U IFFT7 EHEFBIZE O T =HER
X CxHX LY HEICEEEEENMEN-T-. =R FeYyaz I8 A T
30 =HEBRIX TR L 0 A EICEEREEE R mr - 7208, T B TIIHRIEX
[ CEABUE BB B R DB BRI o T2,
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432 ¥I RO IDEFBEE~NDEE

Table 4-3 |2, T8 A OB EAEXIZEIT 57~ F P I OEREIS KO GLM @
fER A RT. BRI KT 0.024, /T 0.008 TH Y, KEAEX TORLHE
1% 0.012~0.013 7Z2o7-. T HDOEITANED (2001) 75 FHR AR Pu - Btz 5
HNTIBHTIT o7~ PV I OEFHERTO 8 A -9 HDEGE (0.017~
0.02), IIH 5 (2008) 28 BIRIRZRIEWIC 11 AICHE L=~ b I OEGE
(0.0085+0.0013) & K& Ep Dotz ¥~ vy OIEMEIL Y =HERR
XCREX LY bAEICE P22, 2BTE B OY~ MY, Ao
BEIN D72 iz, T HHLT=.

4-3-3 $REBEADFE

Table 4-4 12, HBEAEXICHIT2MBOMAEEE LR L. FIRATIIED
BB W T S, 2013 F0ft O EIRSUR L 2012 SE ORI 2 5 CTh o7z, %
AUTx LT, T8 B TiEr — VXX & JEI X TIiE 2012 £ 5 2013 4R (2
T8 A RIS R OB ARSI L7220, B =HERK Tk & 228
H BT GLMM 2R W THRIEX & THEDO L AR NRO b DT,
T Z B EX O A GLMM 2SS RERE TR~ L 25, TR A
T OB EAEX T TR O AER E DA BRENR bz (Table 4-5). 5 A
IZBWTIE, &6 0L0FITBW TS I = HERRXI30oe BXIT H A~ TR ool (K45
BN 2 5L B o 72 (Table 4-4) .

4-4 B

4-4-1 IUARY P RB I UREADEE

AREBRICEY, Y~ b AV H=DFENR~ I v bR 8 fliks LORHROE
R I B B LIE T Z ENH LN o T2, BIETIE, Y~ 3=
DEYIRIEIC L D EREREOLEE, (1) EAMMBEOBAROIKT, (2)
JREDOARLZE, () JEE FEOMLEILRD = 2IZKATE. & 2 TAH
IZBWTH, Pv AP T2l = 2OERERESREZEEL Y~
NAY T =DEMBIEENR~ 7 B X PABIORIZED X 5 ITEEL 52 -
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N BT D,

4-4-1-1 EEWHBEEOREEZN L-EE

JEAMAIREEIT TR AERRICB T 2 HERERRE CH Y, HEYRETZITT
72 SREEE B < EIEL T 5 (Kanaya et al. 2008a, Kanaya et al. 2013).
SHX T, v~ MV =0AYEHRIC L0 AR BEI B Lo,
JEAEmEE 2 R4 % v~ ¥ 2 (Kasai & Nakata 2005, Kanaya et al. 2013),
Y b4V A (Kanaya et al. 2008b, Kanaya et al. 2013), ¥~ k7 U 24 1 (Kanaya
et al. 2008b, Kanaya et al. 2013) DEAEE A =HEbRX L U ik -72 &%
ZHiD.

FMBOBFEDT, EABMBERSCARYEEE W o0& LMHENH
HZEDHBITWD (Middelburg et al. 2000, Rzeznik-Orignac et al. 2003, Van
Colenetal. 2009) . T A O =HEBRIX TlX chl-a & A E BN R -T2

(Table 3-7), #EDEAEE LN @ To /RN H 5.

4-4-1-2 EEDALREILEN LI-FE

JEADSHI B OB TIEE R E DAL EAZ < (Lelieveld et al. 2004, Van
Colenetal. 2008). *FEXIZHNTIE, P~ M4V H=IC LD EEORELD =D
(A B E O BAFEPMES, I =PERIXK S AN TREREN AL ELE T
EBZOND. RERENALETHD &, EERMD O AKE~DEER 1O
ELEONHEAL, WaEMEE OB IORBENHE SN % (Rhoads & Young
1970). AEBRIZHB TS, v~ F Y I OIEMENGRX TH =R LD b
AEIAED > 722 L (Table 4-3), X TIEY~ AV T =D EEHRELIC
Ko TEREDELEYNHEKRL, v~ M UI0BENRHEEINZEEBEZOND.
Flo, Y AT LDERRERIT, Y~ MY IoEREPOEMAM
EFLEHESIND. CHEIBEET COBMMPAEIND Z & TRENEL
mHZ B (BEEG 1997), ZOZ LYY MUYV IDOMMEEZIK T SHET
WEHREMER H D, IBE Z L T\ ens, Y b U A b ERE Ao
“HETH LD, FRRICEERESEMORERNH T eI D.
PRI L o TREE(L LTDJERE T, [RERBICEE ZRT 524
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W25 ERndH D (Volkenborn & Reise 2007, Volkenborn et al. 2009).
Prionospio JBIZIEERKBICHEE Z/EL Z N LLTEY (Foster 1971), Y~

AV G RRICHEE ZED LHEESND. KERIZBWT, Y~ FAEFOD
EAE S FE D RFRIX TR > 7= DL (Table 4-2), ¥~ FAHH =12 X0 REE
LU EE THEZIR TE ool Th A AR H. Fiz, P~ b
A AT AKRFIZIRE 2 5K PSR EE LBENT 5 Z & 725 (Hsieh & Hsu
1999), XX SJEE O ELD D 70 < LW 8 71 = PERIX A~ 8) L TU 72 AT RE
5.

KB RB BN BN ERKT 2 =hRy Feyaxze s Ka s X LA RO—
R R X RS E E B o 72 (Table 4-2). Zrnbo g a = B¥HE, v~
MY T L DEREDOHENH 56 BIX LV b, EAMMEREO~ v MIX
DIKERENLZE LTI =HERR O S PN GE R BRIE TS T2 B2 b b,

4-4-1-3 EETEOBILEBILKEN LI-EE

EE FRICAERT AT u~v A Z AR/O—Fe L0 I 27T IFF 7 203x
X T =R L 0 A EICEEEEEN & o7 (Table 4-2). AEREEEIC
Lo TEE TROMILENIERT S Z LT, KE FRBICART 2EOBFEN
BT 22085 (Flint & Kalke 1986) . XHHRX TlEv~ M4 =D &EHIC
L DEE PR ~DOmEMEREOMAIC L 0 EE T/, ~Ta~
ABA@{O—FEE L I AF T IFF T U E o THBEREENER SN &
Exohb.

4-4-2 XTI b A Y H=DOFEDOTRETOER
AREBRTRINTY~ MY T =BREPFENCAERT oo~ M ATk KiF
WEOLIITEB T LR, T A TR =k yaxy
ERRBRA~OADKEL, T B TIEALNRrole. ZOHI b=k ke Yo

T, ASEBRII T o> T8 B T O K FEIZ T 0.7 indiv./300 cm* TA D

- 5.3 indiv./300 cm’ ThHh - 7= TIB A LW fAEIC Ve h -7z (Table 4-2). =0

72, FE B TlEv~ b4 =it =Fhr Ry axz B~ ENRH

RCTRholcbEROND. BAOMAEEEEITIREORE L bHEEEZA L
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(Steyaert et al. 2003, Gallucci et al. 2005), & 5 FEDOHRITETERE N EWILGHTT
ITHBL L2202 ER BTV 5 (Gallucci et al. 2005). FE B I T A L0 b
IKEDOETENELS, KVRETHD (Table3-7). DO TFEHA LY LER
FEREBNFE B T, Y~ M H=IC K 2A0FERHABE CRroTlzont
Livpwy., Fiz, AREBRIZEBWTEIMIBOMEDO S ETh R -7, FRHET
BB DFEALRLAN T2 > T2 7o 12, FIRE TR RN E R S TR S &
5.
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Table 4-1. Number of individuals (mean + SE 300 cm™) of macrobenthos in each

treatment, each tidal flat and each year.

A flat B flat
exclusion cage control non-cage control exclusion cage control non-cage control
2011
Bivalvia
Corbicula japonica 9.0 =23 83 +23 6.0 + 24 - - -
Laternula mrilina 03 =03 03 =03 03 =03 - - -
Polychaeta
Eteone sp. cf. longa 05 +03 0.0 00 05 03 - - -
Hediste diadroma 313 + 32 245 + 58 325 + 4.1 - - -
Prionospio japonica 40.0 * 6.0 353 + 42 345 +74 - - -
Psudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata 03 =03 08 =05 0.0 = 0.0 - - -
Capitella sp. 08 + 0.8 03 + 03 05 + 03 - - -
Heteromastus sp. 350 % 6.0 283 + 108 500 * 11.0 - - -
Notomastus sp. 10 £ 04 05 =05 13 £ 08 - - -
Crustacea
Grandidierella japonica 95 + 21 23 £ 05 08 + 08 - - -
Cyathura muromiensis 53 +11 50 +21 65 + 29 - - -
2012
Bivalvia
Musculista senhousia 02 +01 02 +02 0.0 £ 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 * 0.0
Corbicula japonica 142 + 1.7 112 + 16 118 + 1.2 30 +26 11 £ 07 50 * 44
Laternula mrilina 31 + 08 19 + 0.6 18 £+ 04 02 +01 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 + 0.0
Polychaeta
Eteone sp. cf. longa 0.3 + 0.3 0.8 + 0.4 0.0 £ 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 04 + 02 03 + 0.1
Hediste diadroma 19.2 + 2.2 213 + 3.0 28.7 + 3.0 194 + 24 161 + 20 254 + 37
Prionospio japonica 46 + 1.4 74 £ 21 43 =10 03 01 04 +02 03 01
Psudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata 01 + 0.1 0.0 £ 0.0 0.0 £ 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 + 0.0
Capitella sp. 01 +01 01 +01 0.0 £ 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 01 =01
Heteromastus sp. 69 + 14 104 + 2.0 123 + 15 27 =06 33 =07 71 =21
Notomastus sp. 02 + 01 0.0 £ 0.0 0.0 £ 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 01 =01
Crustacea
Grandidierella japonica 150 + 7.2 43 +18 83 +18 13 + 04 03 +02 11 +03
Corophium sp. 0.0 = 0.0 01 =01 0.0 = 0.0 28 =09 30 +11 33 =09
Cyathura muromiensis 37 =06 46 =09 69 =11 0.0 * 0.0 01 =01 0.0 * 0.0
2013
Bivalvia
Corbicula japonica 28 + 14 25 + 04 14 +03 02 +01 03 +01 05 + 03
Laternula mrilina 06 * 03 03 * 0.2 05 * 0.2 07 + 04 0.0 * 0.0 01 *01
Polychaeta
Eteone sp. cf. longa 06 + 02 02 =01 03 + 02 06 + 02 03 + 02 05 + 03
Hediste diadroma 21 £04 33 £07 29 +£07 283 + 26 143 + 23 163 + 27
Prionospio japonica 130 + 34 6.7 + 1.7 66 + 18 08 + 02 06 + 03 06 + 03
Psudopolydora sp. cf. reticulata 13 + 06 07 +03 03 =01 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 02 + 02
Capitella sp. 08 =05 02 =01 03 +02 03 +02 02 =01 01 =01
Heteromastus sp. 64 = 14 63 = 1.7 103 * 25 155 + 2.7 193 + 41 201 * 47
Notomastus sp. 05 =03 0.0 = 0.0 02 =01 0.0 = 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 0.0 = 0.0
Crustacea
Grandidierella japonica 04 + 02 07 +03 45 + 15 08 + 03 01 + 0.1 04 + 02
Corophium sp. 01 =01 02 =01 0.0 =00 42 16 28 =08 27 06
Cyathura muromiensis 05 + 0.2 0.6 * 02 06 * 03 0.0 * 00 0.0 * 00 00 * 00
Cumacea 00 + 0.0 01 +0.1 02 +0.1 00 + 0.0 02 +0.1 03 + 0.2
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Table 4-2. Results of generalized linear mixed model (GLMM) examining the effects of

treatment and tidal flat on macrobenthos. Bold values indicate significant factor effects

(p < 0.05). Holm-Bonferroni test (HBT) was conducted when GLMM indicated

significant factor effects (Ex: exclusion; Co: control (cage control and non-cage

control); A: A flat; B: B flat).

Corbicula japonica

Laternula marilina

Eteone sp. cf. longa

Hediste diadroma

Prionospio japonica

df LR Chisq p HBT LR Chisq p HBT LRChisg p HBT LR Chisq p HBT LR Chisq p HBT
Treatment 1 6.06 0.014 Ex>Co 8.19 0.004 0.28 0.597 439 0.036 13.78 <0.001 Ex> Co
Tidal flat 1 211.64 <0.001 A>B 27.35 <0.001 0.01 0.941 104.73 <0.001 23485 <0.001 A>B
TreatmentxTidal flat 1 212 0.146 557 0.018 1.37 0.242 30.84 <0.001 0.33 0.567
A flat
Treatment 1 5.61 0.018 Ex>Co 7.74 0.005 Ex>Co
B flat
Treatment 1 7.99 0.005 Ex>Co 27.49 <0.001 Ex>Co

Heteromastus sp. Grandidierella japonica Corophium sp. Cyathura muromiensis

df LR Chisq p HBT LR Chisq p HBT LRChisg p HBT LR Chisq p HBT
Treatment 1 31.09 <0.001 Co>Ex 41.03 <0.001 458 0.032 Ex>Co 511 0.024 Co>Ex
Tidal flat 1 22.84 <0.001A>B 89.56 <0.001 54.95 <0.001B>A 26.98 <0.001 A>B
TreatmentxTidal flat 1 0.20 0.654 11.98 <0.001 3.51 0.061 0.89 0.346

Aflat
Treatment

B flat
Treatment

52,99 <0.001 Ex>Co

0.01 0.910
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Table 4-3. Mean values = SE of Condition Index (C.l.) of Corbicula japonica in each

treatment of A flat in 2012. Results of generalized linear model (GLM) examining the
effects of treatment on C.I. is also indicated.

treatment exclusion cage control non-cage control exclusion vs.
(n=142) (n=105) (n=115) control
C. 1 0.012814 + 0.000019 0.011686 + 0.000022 0.012243 + 0.000021 0.004
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Table 4-4. Mean density + SE (cm™) of nematodes in each treatment.

2012
A flat B flat
exclusion 317 + 47 332 + 538
cage control 185 £ 3.6 198 £ 36

non-cage control 16.0 £ 32 238 = 28

2013
A flat B flat
exclusion 622 £ 144 384 £+ 10.0
cage control 289 = 31 372 = 49

non-cage control 436 + 75 431 + 54
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Table 4-5. Results of GLMM examining the effects of treatment and tidal flat on
nematodes. Bold values indicate significant factor effects (p < 0.05). Holm-Bonferroni
test (HBT) was conducted when GLMM indicated significant factor effects (Ex:

exclusion; Co: control (cage control and non-cage control)).

df LR Chisq p HBT
Treatment 1 13.50 <0.001
Tidal flat 1 0.67 0.415
Treatmentx Tidal flat 1 7.29 0.007
A flat
Treatment 1 16.09 <0.001 Ex>Co
B flat
Treatment 1 0.63 0.426
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B5E MREEE

51 ¥YY MY AN TFROBERESLUAY FRICEKEFTEE

ARFZRIZ LY, FEARRICBWTY~ MY =AW BT, EAMH
BEOBAEZRO L, TRICIVEEREOARY G ELBKELRTSE
HZ ENRMEES . (3% Table 3-7). FRAAMICIKIT v~ AV =D45hi%
chl-a/phaeo & B DR Z R L (2 2 Table 2-4), BFAMEBIEFBROFER (3 = Table
37 L. ZoZlhrb, AEMAEKIIBNTY, Y~ M=%
WIFEELI L OB RIS L 2 IEAMMIEEIC T 2 A0 ITB N TV B XL
iz, EAEHEROSGE L I3, BKEOAEMEREIZY~ N T=0
AT L IEOMBI AR L (2 F Table 2-4), BFAMEIEEROER &L ORI G
iz, —RICAEEYE EIXEEE LMWVEBEZAE T2 b, FEHICK T
HEWY G EDOZEMOMITERBIZL > TEICKESINTEY, Y~ AV 0
=AY G EDERDMICGE R D BTN holetBFZ2 b5, TS
BERBND, Y~ MW IRERE A ZERSED 2 L, EEORL
FRREARAES 5 Z & oS/ (3 % Table3-7). BAHEICB W TIRE D
EMER L OVORP I+ ICHIEEATOIR -T2, T OEEEREE A
FICBNTY~ b AT H =022 TWIZARENER H 5.

AHFZEIL, Y~ MY T =DEYBEHERFEFICAERT Sfho~ 7 m X |k
ADFAAICHHELHEZHZ L amB L. WIMREFERLY, Y~ 400
ZOEMBIIANT R AZ RARO—FEE Lu I 2SI T T T UITEORE
, Y~ U, YIEFVAAL, Y~ ABUIIA, ¥~ AES, =K
Reyaxzy, Nel/ XA BOo—fBICADREYEZX D2 @RS 45
Table 4-2). RDA OFEERMNS, ZnbdHh, “HFHEH2M (Y~ v, Yk
FVHTA) L~ hACFIFE Y~ A= AOSMHEEN, Lnv IR )
UIFTF T UL~ MAY T = L EOSMEENEN TN D IL(2 EFig. 2-7),
BOMBEFEBROMER L B LI &0, P~ A T=lZIhbo~vwr e
YV NADHARE T D ENRB IR, Y~ MU I A1, RDA IZHEW
TY~ b4V H=LOMBEIIA LN T272%, chl-alphaeo & 1XIEDFHBE 2
HivT- (2 #F Fig. 2-7). BFAMRIEEBRIZI\ T, chl-alphaeo 23E 7> 72 4 = HERR
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[X (3% Table 3-7) TiLV¥~ BV I A OEREE IR RX & TR
7z (4 % Table 4-2) . Bp4hi4A & BPAMEAEEBR O J7 T chl-a/phaeo & ¥~ U

T A OMBEREBRN - L2 &b, v~ M T=1F, EHICEIT LY
~ "B UIANA DK, Y~ b BT AT A OEETH D JEAMEES (Kanaya et
al. 2008b) DIAFEE (chl-a) E7-1LZ D[EHEER (chl-a/phaco) Z S L THALL T
WHATREMENE 2 5D, ~Ta~AZ ABO—Fb £7-, RDA ICBWTIEY
<~ MAH A= OMBERA LN -T2 2FFiQ.2-7). ~T B AKX AJED—
FEDZE M AT EE DR LR TTEN O R 25T 5 Z & )25 (Kanaya & Kikuchi
2008), Y~ MAVH=IFEE OB LEITCEM AT L GREMIZBIT 2 ~T r~
AL A J@BO—FRD 550 % AL L TWICATREMERNE 2 bivd . BANEAEICR W T
ORP OHIEZ /3T H Z LT, ZOREEMERIECTE 2 L Ebns. B
EEBRIZBNTY~ MY = KD EEO R ZENDADKELZ T L
ESNlz=/hy Fa Y az e iZRDAIZBWTY~ M4V =L OMERA L
2ot (2FFig. 2-7). BAREICBWIEEDLZEEE =Ry Frn Yy ax e
EDOREZHRD Z LT, KEOARZEEN LY~ MA Y H=I2 LD =7
Y Re Y ar B OZEMSHOXEOFREMEZRIETE 5 L& X 55, RDAIZ
BNWTY~ bAVT=LOADOHEBENAGITZAR Y I NF (2 % Fig. 2-7),
AEFER ClI Y~ MY =D BT A LN -> 72 (3 % Table 3-6). 78
VI WD AE CIN R ETER E bHHENRALNTZZ LD, P~ M2
A=, ORI BRI S 2 mREMER S 5. Fu s ¥ AR o—HiTEHst
BB T REOY L TABRTLNRN>T20, Fu s X LT Fo—
FOEMOGAANY~ MAYH = Lo THE SN TV DN ERIETE o7z,
W OBRER ST IS LR IFAENMLETHD.

AFHAEMO A A A N AT REDFRRTED B (2 % Table2-6). %
AMREFEBRICB O TR Y~ b AT T = L2 ADIERA AL (4 F Table
4-4), BRIV~ NAY T =D 20O T, H250IEY~ A =0
TEEN N DAL WIS F v o 72 (2% Table 2-6). ZHHDZ &b,
Y~ MY A = OEY RN T /BT DR RO 2R ET D EIRNO—D
ThidreEzbNT. LLERNL, v~ AV T=0fBE~OBDIEHANT
B TR ST 00, BEOHMPERBIIEHR THLEEZ LN UEE
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), Y~ MYV T =DEMTHRLSOER (e.g. ~7 n2 b RZL DHEE)
bEE DDHEEADND.

52 ARRI VT ELTOVIY MU A=

AR ES X OFIMNREFZBROERE £ &0, HEMICBIT LY~ MY
—EPhE LEEERER LU 205 HOMGE% Fig. 5-1 IR L. ¥~
N A T = ITEAMEBEA~ORA D E LB XITL, EEORLEEZHL.
JEAEBB A ORI ENEZ RN T 22 < DX M AT E > THOBAY & b T2
b7, b, BEEORZENMIZLVIREDEF OBENHEIND. £,
Y~ AT = OEYRIIIRE T2 BbcT 52 &0 n, FTRETAERT
DN DA E S THBERBREN RS NS,

ZDOXNZ, EWBRIE Y~ N AV S IX FRARROEERRES LU
FADZAITK LT, BAETEARWEELZBIIIL, BTFRICBITIEERT
YUST ThHENZD., BETHLRATZEY, HHEINCRT 5 EMSERN
OWEBERZHLNITHZ L1E, ARFCBTH2EERMEDO—2TH Y,
ARFGEE, Y~ MAY T =04 ERE, RBTHEOERRICE W TAEMSZENE
DIREBEKD—>ThHDHZ ERLIE. P~ M= ZERNORTFEIZBW
TEBICBIRINIETHY, AENEET DL TRICE T 5 M 2O
K ZFHRDENCIE, AR V=T RO AREOFEE BB T ILENDS.

Y~ b= LD EERREOUZEEM B L ORPTENCER T Mo~
FRZBRIFZTHREDOL L, AMFREITSTZZr FIOTROEDL HIZHB T
HABNTD, EMEERE R N RACB LT B W - I AT ORG R
X, BT L —EL TRV, BT R TIE, AR Ic L o EERvE
DPERIZE > THRBIZIEOFEZ B XIEFT & LolE b HUL (A marina: Reise
1983, T. australiensis : Dittmann 1996), EEOHELIC XV RICADEELZ B X
ET L LelmE B H 5 (N granulata : Botto & Iribarne 1999) . A= i@ #R4E 13 EE
BRI DM x IeWWE A WET 20, EN o OWEIZZENREN Y b A OE
EICBEDLY 2 H 7 5. Bl IXKEOLZERITHNEDFEICEDY, JERAMINA
FESOAEYEEIIY P AOBFIAICED L. EEREDSMNCH R h A
MW OBEOME - BRI EER b FEET S, 20D, —
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AR E S b AR T T80, RFMRYZERIA 22 S - T
LYD& 5 (Volkenborn & Reise 2007, Van Colen et al. 2009, Lei et al.
2010). Y~ hAVH=DERERT V=7 L L TOEEE L EMICERRT 2
TeDITIX, A& & IS DR DR A AR & L2 FEn 5 12 b3
Thobe&ERD.

Y~ AV HT=DFELRERLFITH LM B FRIT, FRREICLDERD
JYAZIZHIZS b SNTEY, WATRIZHMT D b AOHITITHER DR
FNRHHLEDOEL ey AuIRAFUIFF T EARH 2007, 2011).
ZDEIIRAR P RERET L BT, RO TRAERREHMES D LITE
HThHD., KEICL o THLNIENTZY~ FA Y T =DERRRZ D=7
ELTOMMmIZ, W ABOFEERREZHFET L ETRERERE L OLEE X
.
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Macrophthalmus japonicus

bioturbation
& feed

Extension of
oxidative zone

Decrease of
food

Q)

(2)

(1)

Corbicula japonica Grandidierella Heteromastus sp.
Hediste diadroma Jjaponica

‘ Laternula marilina

| Cyathura muromiensis

Prionospio japonica |

Fig. 5-1. Flow diagram showing the effects of Macrophthalmus japonicus on sediment
environment and infauna. Macrophthalmus japonicus decrease MPB by sediment
turbation and feeding. Decreased MPB leads to (1) decrease of food for surface deposit
feeding polychaete (Hediste diadroma) and filter feeding bivalves (Corbicula japonica
and Laternula marilina), (2) destabilization of sediment which affects negatively
bivalves (C. japonica and L. marilina), tube-dwelling polychaete (Prionospio japonica)
and epifaunal amphipod (Grandidierella japonica). Sediment turbation of M. japonicus
leads to (3) extension of oxidative zone which affects positively subsurface deposit

feeders (Heteromastus sp. and Cyathura muromiensis).
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Bt

AR ZAT OIS HTZY, B KT RFBE R A B P ZER} 0 [ A e s
(IR AKIBIR R FAFFEEICHTE L CLUBBEICE S E T 6 FITHED, KT
B ZHE AWV, FFER O FARKBIBUZITIEE 20T — & DR
IZOWTOPWIERZ W72 < L3RS, SREREE A2 52 TR, FF
ZERMERP N HIR I IIAIFRICHOWTE L ORRRE 2 WP -,

FIAFFER OIREEA R (Bl - AL KRFRFFER TR ([T ED %< I
[FATL T2 & & HITHFED IR L CTER THREZ W EWi-. 6
RO HEILRIZIE, FEXED B2 OPFEIZFEITL TV &b,
BFAMRIEFEEBR D 7 — C OERRIZ S 2720, RFER o AR 2K (B -
RS T NI ZEBEE KRR, G 1 (Bl - UK R SRR, A&
BHR Bl JHERE =707 (8R), AR K, EFEamEK (3 -
A K7 R P PR B B F0) , 7 IR — 7R (B - LI ET), RESHIK (B -
HAHLZE), SAMIDRRER (B - BORURY:), BRARGEIR, ILARIER KIS 132 S ek
A D WVIXIFAMREFEBREOMEEMBI 2 L T o2 nie, B L 20m s B s 7
H R I B T I XM EER AT 5 I H 12 0 £ 0 TFFA 2 2 720
7. [ARFER O FERRFK (Bl - FOXRFPRKIBENIFERT) 21X Co, Kk
TRAEFATFRRIAEFE SR E3E )T, RERIEICITHRIO S E L L < THW .
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