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1.1 #mXRE

B 32 2R IR T 3 E AR R UL
7 B A 7 A R A T AR ) R i [ e A
Bl K G B sk SCRMT L B a2k BN I R
(https://www. fishbase. de/ ) Xf 3543 ¥ Fi 1) 5% &
Bt AT TANE . A AR R TE 6 SR, I JE]

92017 46 H—2019 42 H ,6 ALY X
8o 14°03'N ~30°22'S F1 179°36'E ~ 114°29'W
PRI 1o Yy R AR A0 £ 2 208 £ v A, 0L
S5 OFR AR 1) U8 3R I E MR A B S A
PR AT B R, BB B E BT 10% /Y
PRI v R IR AT o Lt M4 i 2k ) v
BEMLREE 280 A~ B FEAL (R 2) 7 [l S0l = AT
SREEY N

x1 VUREMIREEER
Tab.1 Sampling information of the observer trips

[ REENTT

Trip number Sampling time

RAEL L T

Latitude and longitude range of sampling

1 2017.06.25—2017.11.01 00°07'N ~13°00'N,103°49'W ~ 153°26'W
2 2017.08.16—2017.11.30 06°09'N ~05°55'S,164°30'W ~ 176°17'W
3 2017.11.16—2018.01.28 11°00'N ~04°56'S,120°58'W ~ 145°43'W
4 2017.07.28—2018.03. 11 14°03'N ~09°03'S,179°36'E ~ 145°55'W
5 2018.02.11—2018.07.03 10°15'S ~18°00'S,114°29'W ~ 143°45'W
6 2018.04.04—2019.02. 13 03°14'N ~15°00'S,100°05'W ~ 140°38'W
x2 UBRAREHNBEERMERYE
Tab.2 Species and number of stomach samples collected by observers
e R Ve GiES R Ve
Species Number of samples/}> Species Number of samples/}>
b N Acanthocybium solandri 47 KAEE % Carcharhinus longimanus 3
W HE A0 Thunnus albacares 55 IR E % Carcharhinus falciformis 11
KHR 4 A6 1 Thunnus obesus 58 KR K B & Alopias superciliosus 4
S| Xiphias gladius 29 i K B & Alopias pelagicus 6
N DU BE AT Tetrapturus angustirostris 12 & RS2 Sphyrna lewini 6
S DUBETF AT Tetrapturus audax 9 UHES % Pseudocarcharias kamoharai 2
SEAE i 1 Istiophorus platypterus 4 Btk Coryphaen hippurus 9
WMt Makaira mazara 8 K 6T Sphyraena barracuda 4
K& Prionace glauca 6 R f21 Alepisaurus ferox 7

1.2 BEWHH

B YIRS RS R 2EAT A A IE iR K
JECHT 2 0. 1 mm) FIBTHR R # 2 0. 01 g) {5
B SRS S SR T IE S RS
AN TEAHLE U A B B2 B EA T ) 4
TE o Ao A MR AE LS 500 1) 0 ke, BBOHC AL DAL R A A
PRBRIP B0 95 % 1) LB ) 15 00 A PP R VR AR
A1, BPCL AT A 78 R B L, T 4
CORFAHRAE, 5 82847 DNA 0 AL H- A 25
ORI E RIS, R & P I E Bl i
2RI, DRE AR S LB o8 42, XE LA
S8 UGN R R R R
1.3 MEEHDT

DR R AT RETE AR A B ) I, A SE B K s 2
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A A I T RS s SCHk T D B e g 2K R e
FEM 25 (https : //www. fishbase. de/ ) ¥E47 B8 #h
Foo KRBT R B M Rl S AT A S A4
BRI, Hoh S S A5 Hb i i e i) W b 5 2R
(R, IR I 74T A2 Z [ 2 AH R Y o 7
YRS @ TSR J 952 SR ERE A
05 1,1 Fonli a8 A, 0 sk
R AFAERE SR T i NetDraw Zi0F
A 3 R RE R rh 2 ) IR

BT 12 Fhery BLAY P 28 48 BOR R B 1 I 45
PRRAE AN A 2 PE 7 AT W R 5 2 S
(species, S) FEE K FRIE M IERLL (links, L) |
i 32 % E ( linkage density, D)., & @ &
(connectance, C,) TR [ 43 kb (top species,
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T) P a4 Fh 7 43 H (intermediate species, ) |3k
fli Yyt 1 73 L (basal species, B) 2B H) A 23
[t (omnivorous, O) %25 2% 1435 %4 ( connection
complexity index, Cg.) , 15N

D=L/S (1)
C,=L/S (2)
T=5,/S %100 (3)
1=5,/8 x100 (4)
B=S,/5 x100 (5)
0=S,/S x100 (6)
Co =Sx (2L/S* =S) (7)

AP D BRI C, NEE L ;S 52k
TR L NEIREGT B0 735 g By M e
L7k N R CTE/E L e S kR N = 7 G DN
e, % 3S7.8,.Sy o 230 N TRl v T] b |
SERRPIFR A2 IR B RO 5 Co i A VTR

FIFT WILLIAMS 455 (6 inAs # 32 8 X
W TR E IR 9 (tophic level, Ty ) o KN
FUE SRR AE SN B 8 I FORAE W)F- 178 97 4
AFX (R B R — A £ A B B IR
S5 DI A 47 B A iy Rk Aol ) e R
120 R B R RS T A TS T E
BB SRR 1 A

Ty, =1+ 27, 0;( Ty /) (8)

IEEDF' : TTL/»\TTL{%FJIJ%J]. %ﬂqﬂ] L %ﬁﬂ@ﬁ?‘%é&,s
B R Rh S SR S X T AT 4L
& SATHS B B, G 2R b j 1l )
0,00 L R G AR IRl 0,0, 05n; )
Mk R YA R . I, RIASUE FR
PE—ANE SRR R/ MG THE , IR IR EE R B
E RGN 1.0 0 FEABE I R IR ATHE &1 M
2975 TR (M) T A AT ) A8 97 i -F
ES[IEN

FRIE }54% K B ( characteristic path length, P) |
FITAT W Aol S 22 1] 1) ~F- 35 di i A K R, 24 X
e

P=2/S(S-1)X; 3P (i) (9)

HRBELAREE s 2/8(8 - 1) Ry righ.

A R (clustering coefficient, C,, ) , 3% 12 5|
AHTR) IR R G A B 3 45 1) W o k) 1) 1 24 B
DLHOR S R B ) I s i SR AR B

2 4k

B IR i rh L SR A R R 1 2R T TR e
t EE YR S0 SR A 33 NREE(R3) .
YRR a1, B R [ AR R MR
R DY E A (AR E S0 E) Wik
T RN B E B R . AL
10 R (ZE30F) A 33 Ff, L S A B 40%
(F£3). LEmBYR (L) N m
( Thunnus albacares , 54 ) . FHR 4 #6 16 ( Thunnus
obesus, 53) 3k J£ 25 ( Cephalopoda, 184) A1 H 7724
( Crustacea, 54) ,H i i A KR 446
YOS RE SR RN R SRR DI RS2 N L Y = 7
Do e 2 PR A 0 Sk RS e oy &
PRV EZEH AN SR, LA R
% ( Carcharhinus albimarginatus,3) , X ] 8 5 H
NFE R F 2R AR ok R A K YR TE
83 MMYIRN S ABEZ (AT 542 ZiE B, W FP
BN 6.53 BB 0.08 (£ 4)

TR A B A Yy, B s st 2
A EANRYIR,H A SRR 10. 85% 5 HEli )
TR AR Al & i b, BB 3R 55 R %
IR, 5 SRR 6. 02% 5 rh a1 A Ry BE
SR SR B (R, RIS SRk A A
HEAFIE S YR, 5 SRR ) 83. 13% (3
4) o HhTa] AR 2 5 TR ) o A AL A A
RURZE ML 2 B 5 e g g s, &8
PEYI RIS Oy SR 1Y 92. 77 % , Ab T3 K
Vo BYIRACEEE SR (M,) N 2.4, FHIE AR
KRN 1.85 , L RHON0.242(5k4)
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Tab.3 Species and trophic links of pelagic food web in the tropical eastern Pacific Ocean
A= () R Jre () R
No. Species( group) Links No. Species( group) Links
1 FEfig Orcinus orca 7 43 4jJ& Brama spp. 16
2 W KL Delphinidae 5 44 2154 Taractes rubescens 5
3 H 5 B & Carcharhinus albimarginatus 3 45 [U1 )2 K 1€ 2455 Taractichthys steindachneri 7
4 HRIRE & Carcharhinus falciformis 14 46 45 fifl Remora remora 7
5 KAEE % Carcharhinus longimanus 11 47 55} Carangidae 18
6 K & Prionace glauca 30 48 #HEF} Clupeidae 12
7 WG XS 8 Sphyrna lewini 20 49 #72F} Engraulidae 13
8 RWlE & Isurus oxyrinchus 11 50 i} Sparidae 5
9 Wit K B ¥ Alopias pelagicus 6 51 J7 kBB )& Cubiceps sp. 6
10 KR B & Alopias superciliosus 5 52 #E8} Stromateidae 4
11 PUHEDT % Pseudocarcharias kamoharai 4 53 KA R 4 IR Anoplogaster brachycera 4
12 St fE AR Istiophorus platypterus 8 54 ARIRERE Diretmus sp. 6
13 JINW DU SE T £f1 Tetrapturus angustirostris 13 55 4R 64 )& Beryx sp. 5
14 ZLr P BETH A Tetrapturus audax 21 56 SFFZMY Xenolepidichthys dalgleishi 4
15 WMyt Makaira mazara 17 57 ZLE B W5 Cyttopsis rosea 5
16 S| Xiphias gladius 41 58 W6 Zeus faber 4
17 B g4 £ Thunnus albacares 54 59 B 90, Sthenoteuthis oualaniensis 18
18 KR 446 1 Thunnus obesus 53 60 Z2 158 B, Thysanoteuthis rhombus 13
19 KbE 4t Thunnus alalunga 11 61 F 08 )& Chiroteuthis sp. 8
20 LA & Thunnus sp. 8 62 JNEZ & Onychoteuthis sp. 9
21 b Rk Acanthocybium solandri 23 63 /N B0 Cranchia scabra 6
22 fi% Katsuwonu spelamis 24 64 KL, Ornithoteuthis volatilis 6
23 AL EEREHR Auxis rochei 23 65 1h 54 5 W, Ancistrocheirus lesueuri 5
24 1% J& Scomber spp. 20 66 P ¥E 5, Teuthowenia pellucida 7
25 M Tt Gempylus serpens 15 67 465 T 26 Walvisteuthis virilis 6
26 KAl JJ3H7 1 Assurger anzac 5 68 i 2% 3Rl Enoploteuthidae 8
27 WL £f1 Alepisaurus ferox 42 69 AR Loliginidae 9
28 MLttt Lestidium nudum 8 70 W% W@ Histioteuthis sp. 6
29 BRI Omosudis lowii 7 71 W 50, Octopoteuthis sicula 6
30 ¥4 ik £, Sternoptyx diaphana 9 72 FE LW JE Moroteuthis sp. 5
31 B 75 Argyropelecus gigas 7 73 [R] 4% W, Discoteuthis discus 5
32 KT £t )& Myctophum spp. 9 74 FiW )8 Argonauta sp. 14
33 HET )& Diaphus sp. 7 75 ENY Japetella diaphana 5
34 B2t Mola mola 11 76 JKFLU J& Tremoctopus sp. 4
35 Hilfali J& Diodon sp. 6 77 H1 5% Crustacea 54
36 a3kl Lagocephalus lagocephalus 7 78 H JE 2 Gastropoda 7
37 15 ARG Lactoria fornasini 6 79 JK+E Seyphozoa 8
38 fiffili Bl Balistidae 9 80 FRH1#42% Unknown fish 43
39 K AR} Exocoetidae 12 81 FHN3 /£ 2 Unknown cephalopoda 44
40 K67 Sphyraena barracuda 11 82 PRI Y Plankton 12
41 fiitfifk Coryphaena hippurus 40 83 W Algea 5
42 i B U e W Chiasmodon braueri 7
F4 AHERAFFFED EIERYRERIEE
Tab.4 Structural indices of pelagic food web in the tropical eastern Pacific Ocean
L7/ . e e e gy hiyy Seabyr ZeddE TR R S
R ey HOCRRSIROEE G e mieo etk pen DA RERK
S T/ % I/ % B/ % 0/% My Csc - ¢
$(H Value 83 542 6.53 0.08 10.85 83.13 6.02 92.77 2.4 13.22 1.85 0.242
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TR/ R ) 2 B, 8 Sk 7 I AR R R IR B R

Size of nodes represents the number of links between species and the direction of arrows represents the feeding relationship from the prey to the

predator.

E1 #EREAEFEHEPLIERUMER(HS1~83 L%k 3)
Fig.1 Trophic structure of pelagic food web in the tropical eastern Pacific Ocean( See ID 1 —83 in Tab. 3)

3 ik

3.1 AYRBEEESR

AW 257 5 Al B S5 A9 A
FEE—EZR(RS) . SHRHEFEY W (JFE
T AU R Y ) AH e, AR B ) At AR
R HTEEPE ET 19— RF , Al 2 2K 5 B 4 L 491
AR PRIR St o 68 e A ok IR, X 7R At &
YR SE s i Y FEAR T R ]
YIAp RN 2R B MW R Y B v T A T )
(%5). EY I b eb ] R Fp 2 B 1k
-3 LA AR S RO — S O, R 2 B
VE R B SAE R 3 1) v (] 4 o 2 15 Bk 22 A
BREHATHRE, B T2 . NORKKO
224 W RE S FE 0 WRP I 2 ET PERT AT I R
P HA BB AE T, Bk 2 AT R 32 B B i) i 2 ]
R4 ELAS ] 500 £ 0 A T80 B TR L B 52
(M RE . PRI, 2% £ 1k i B, £ 0 I AR
P AR YRS BN 92.77% , 5 HiAlh
P YA EL AL T3 7 B (R 5) , iX vk
P EA s R e

DUNNE 20 iF5 22 1, 365 3 £ 49y 0 14 4% iE
PR KEMIE R R 1.3 ~3.7, REYWMH
FRERS AR N 1. 85 U BHIZ 1 4 I 1) 3 e i 4
KEEALFIEE G E N, B AT 7 — o B B3
EANAT A, (R, 75 B RS, % M Y
FRAE R AR K S R B I ORI, i 5

IR R G2 B PSR B T3, 1 4n
RGN FEL U il 2 EH 57, Yk
F LAt 9y 2 TR e 32 3 S g e 0 R B
Wi A 25 R GE R AR
3.2 RYINMERRESH
AW )T E TR (2. 4) AR EAR,
FEFRY N 4. 15, Ky B i ( Orcinus orca) , T K
SRR BT I 203 S W B AR ) o
ZIA] B SR AR, v] BB SR PR 2 AR S8 BLHE TP
/N R REIR A8 5835 . 735N, A Y
Wb, S L2 G R, ) 0 B AR f R R AR
1 % ( Katsuwonus pelamis ) BB IR 157 3.16
3.08.2.99, £ ) — K T HH AR K12 Y M)
BEFEH 3 AR E RGN 4. 57 4.53
4.57 . AHFGE rp 2 2 T TP 1 IR PR
J PR, — 7 T A RE S A B B ) R 155 2 R 3 )
AP EAE B 55— AW TE R AN 6] AR 1
ST BC ISR R PR A, RUEDRLAE $ 19 L4
AT B R B SR A S T B AR OR
ST A 1 E 2 A v T U B e R ) AR T
K, EEZFAFTEAN G G IR AR X 4
AR/ T B A 2% . CORTES A
I i N 25 G AR R AR X B S 4R A
(IRL) Wy A= W i 56 0 8 SR R AT 18 IR
B b AR T, R AR S RG],
BBURE PRI , 5l A= 7 iy BROREATS 2 H R PR
WM. B R EY T R TR E
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31 &

AR PR , ZERAT A A O S B R, K23
a4 R e S T i B n — IR
AR , BORLTE 1B A BE PR 157 58 8 9 AR e, of
FIv A 1A RS 3 P A 40 B0 A 1A 11 B T I o

B o HAh AKE SR SR B E T AR L,
AR AT R S B B — A DU 2= SR AR A
2, DT & i 1221k

RS REFKTEFEPLERYMEHAMKSEM MBI

Tab.5 Comparison of food web indices of the tropical eastern Pacific Ocean with other aquatic food webs

i

Sk

B

%

M T8 SORME R
fra omcRE ey oma wE owR b ) A B R
! R ®E T, A A A A BT ey MR R
Food web % S D ! a7 = A ] %M R4 KEP C
/% I/% B/% O0/% ToCy > ¢
P45 %) Potter Cove 91  3.40 0.04 19 47 34 45.00 2.1 NA 1.80 0.08
etz Arctic 140 6.80 0.05 40 56 14 80.70 2.3 NA NA NA
%% Antarctic 58  6.80 0.01 23 21 56 41.10 2.2 NA 3 0.14
N 2:[29]
j{”%ttﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂm 50  11.10 0.22 0 94 6 8.00 2.9 NA 1.60 0.36
Car. reef(s)
A4 0] Benguela 29 7.00 0.24 0 93 7  76.00 3.2 NA 1.60 0.30
T MIE] Haizhou Bay 93  10.98 0.12 29 69 87 NA 22,20 2.11 0.23
RBH$28 B Coachella Valley 30 13.63 0.45 NA NA NA NA NA 9.0 NA NA
#4843 2) Lerderderg River 40  2.00 0.05 NA NA NA NA NA  4.10 NA NA
/NG 11 Litle Rock Lake 182 13.00 0.07 NA NA NA NA NA 2620 NA  NA
F i e LA -
‘:“ﬂ’dﬁtjfﬂf . 83  6.53 0.08 10.85 83.13 6.02 92.77 2.4 13.22 1.85 0.242
Eastern tropical Pacific Ocean
TE :NA. g B

Notes: NA. Missing values.

3.3 BYINEREST

FrW 52 2 Pk T BE A T R R (D)
SRE(C) KA, D A C, RO, BN
ZebkitiE L AR T, D I C, RS
9 6.53 0. 08, 1y f -4 1 F 0 6578 i 5
A AR A TE B 3 3o bl A K JeR
B (3 5) LR HAD A S > R, A fr
N E R AN O Q= G el L1 KAk R SN L e S
il C, EREAR, SRR A S REREEE X
T, PSP, B R AT A R G I
B () 3 3 R T 52 00 S B9, R o0 7 2 0 A
AR AT 12 0 190 119 2 Zi T 8 K 399 11 B B
5 0 R A 0 0 M, LBV A
FERH TR AT P £ 00 1 5 2 e B L sh 257k

Ay 19 £ 3 12 02 2 PERE R (Coe) 9 13,22
(F4), 5HAASR YA (FES) 4T
BrE . %W Y 4 PSR SR W R
T 3 0 2 g 2 % T £y O 5 A 1
o ol RLA AR T SR 2K R MOk R, T S R
K B, T3 B 49 100 v R 3 43400 i) £ 6
ZIE ALY , B9 s o Rh I A B . A
B2 ZRCH 0. 242, 5 H b A £ 4 14
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XA R 7 A FE S TR
3.4 RYNHRHFBRYE

AWFFE P R i 32 58 R B2 S 51 R A
FE R ARAFAE — € Sy BRAME , — J7 T 8B 2 %) ¥ i 1)
FEHIXT SN G0 5 2R A 0 55 R A T M (E £
Fifr, YL AS ] e R ) e PR [R], — R B
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Za P EEAEINGE T 50 ~ 300 m KGR E
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FER VIR S5/, HAE SE g ik A% v 3R o3 Rk
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PRk R A o8 22 0I5 4 8 B Rk o0, ok
ISk 2 L Bl g, X n] BE S IRAl S 5 L
AR, o ) 28 45 B0 030 A — e iR 25 . IR,
AHFTE B AR AR B R
BTG5 R, e T Bl A B I 11 4
B ANATRERF T, LA N P AR PR B A AR 25
ARG MES %

LRA WIS R Z e 38 B Hr 229
A AR P S R 1 )2 B A A B E TR
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Analysis of indicators of pelagic food web in the tropical eastern Pacific
Ocean

CUI Yuying"?, LIN Qingin'?*, ZHU Jiangfeng'*, CHEN Zuozhi’

(1. College of Marine Sciences, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai ~ 201306, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Sustainable
Exploitation of Oceanic Fisheries Resources, Ministry of Education, Shanghat 201306, China; 3. South China Sea Fisheries
Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences ,Guangzhou 510300, Guangdong, China)

Abstract; This research was aimed to analyze the structural characteristics of the pelagic food web in the
tropical eastern Pacific Ocean(14°03'N —30°22'S,179°36'E - 114°29'W) using 12 network indices based
on the composition of the stomach contents collected from June 2017 to February 2019 by the six Chinese
Longline Fisheries Observer Programmes. The results showed that the number of species (S) in the food
network was 83, the number of connections (L) was 542, and the mean trophic level (M,) was 2.4. The
proportions of top species, intermediate species, foundation species were 10. 85% , 83. 13% and 6. 02% ,
respectively. Analysis of the proportion of species at different trophic levels, the omnivory index (O =
92.77% ) , the connectivity complexity index (Cy. =13.22) and the characteristic path length (P =1.85)
showed that this food web was in a stable state. The clustering coefficient (C, =0.242) indicated that closely
connected sub-network structures can be formed among species in the food web. Linkage density (D =6.53)
and connectivity (C, =0.08) indicate that the complexity of the food web was at a normal level and it was
robust to anthropogenic disturbances and environmental changes. The study can provide scientific reference for
further studies on ecosystem dynamics and the ecosystem-based fishery management in the tropical oceanic
Pacific Ocean.

Key words: food web; indicator analysis; pelagic; the tropical Pacific Ocean
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