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Spatial and Temporal Distribution and Characteristics of Zooplankton
Communities in the Southern Coast of Korea from Spring to Summer
Period
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The zooplankton composition, abundance, community structure, and species diversity in the major commercial fish-
ery species spawning grounds in the southern coast of Korea were investigated in this study. A total of 80 taxa were
sampled, with the mean abundance range of 5,612—11,720 ind. m™ and the mean biomass range of 41.6—1,086.8 mg
m?3. The dominant species were Paracalanus copepodites, Paracalanus parvus s. 1., Oithona copepodites, Paracalanus
nauplii, Noctiluca scintillans, Oithona similis, and Ditrichocorycaeus affinis. The species diversity indices were high-
est in August, suggesting that diversity is influenced by neritic and oceanic warm-water species. A cluster analysis
with non-metric multidimensional scaling (nMDS) revealed three groups of zooplankton communities. The April
and May samples clustered into Group A, having the highest mean total zooplankton abundance and lowest species
diversity, consisting mainly of temperate species located in the middle region of the southern coast of Korea. Cluster
Group B was from the early summer season (June) and contained the highest species diversity with some oceanic and
neritic zooplankton species. Cluster Group C from the summer season (July and August) mainly comprised P, parvus
s. l. and O. similis. The redundancy analysis (RDA) indicated that abundance is positively correlated with salinity,
and chlorophyll-a concentrations.
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o] 9z Elotn A oA g S0l g o] AL, el . o AYA|RFO] Al-BRHAIQl R AL dotof gt
Qrob Aol wh Hiubehey, ) 719l o] A5y A= TEEYAES A77E AT ABATE 47 wZe] 715
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et al., 2003; Bae and Kim, 2012). 3}, 7] 284 0] =11 o= Ao 25 YABER 857 % SckBedford et al.,
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Hover et al., 2021). Yt} A9 oA S sh= 5=
A= A7 Eaeh 74 P A= (biotic)
=35} (abiotic) 8215 23 o7 kS Hi Ao
o2 Qlol(Wiafe et al., 2008; Zakaria, 2015), Faflotol| &
el RIS E 122 rjofsly Bl d|orsla] £
o AR s Al eiiM 2dE Ao oAt B3
ol TESTAEY ALY Al-e1HH ok A e
O] 5L Ho|HER o]_Q_ol—t AR EE9] oJoFstA] 714]
O] Aol He FeFe vE 7Fs/d o] =rh(Bedford et
al, 2018)
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o) sl ool A Agt=et o
= /\_4 OC‘U‘E o E A4 ] EE]-E} 7141 ¥ (frontal zone)S & 3314
L E3tE] o] =2 7| 2AAF S H 9ltK(Yang and Kim, 1990;
Bacek et al., 2010). o]o] E}EP CheFsh HolFEo] ARS8
(Kim et al., 2005; Ko et al., 2010; Yoo et al., 2017)& 34
shal, 2331 EAo] AAE7|%= SHHKim et al., 2013a,
2016). Altp7t 2| of 2 47 FolRel Apx|o 5o =4 1
o|YES FEEFAE THY Al-eHA #ao FFe 71
It $ltk(Kang and Jeon, 1999; Moon et al., 2010; Kim et al.,
2013b; Ohetal., 2013). AP A1 E S ol s E2HIE
o B W FHEA L TR0 ol A-FHHS Aol S
Holw, 38 oFg<(Noctiluca scintillans), <193 2 7+ (ne-
ritic copepods)”} +-Adl= EAS UEFHATH(Kang and Jeon,
1999; Moon et al., 2006, 2010, 2020; Oh et al., 2013; Kang
and Kim, 2020). StA|TE, HofjetollA] Eddh= sEEdaE
o] #4& olsfiel7] Y3t A5 Wik(Han et al.,, 1995; Kang
et al., 1996; Moon et al., 2006, 2020)2} A+ (Park, 1973;
Moon et al., 2010; Oh et al., 2013; Jeong et al., 2014; Kim et
al., 2017; Kang and Kim, 2020)2 tjAte 2 a1 {3l
A sl o0 el A o}
543 9 o]of QRS vl Al $7 R4 Tolo] Tat Aty o

LB B 155

P R Agoltt. skE AN 87488 vie] 58
BYAE 210 A3 BEo 7] PAE olshehe AL
ZAP A o] A4t & 7hEsl] fItt 8 A E R 280
7Fs-3Fch(Beaugrand et al., 2003).
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2 Afsjol skl golohe 2 Folipot A7olze) o

O ER o]y = nauplius, copepodites @ A S 3L
EIely %EE‘%}—:—L%—‘] /\] & Bt i3] EAE oheskal
A} stk E3E o] & Sl AdskE o &2 F a3 Halehe]
AEAAE 24 QS S EEYIE AT ARE FHsk=
g &Z40o] 9}

TR
AHEY Y AR 24

%Y 24 3 FEEYIE AYE 4o F it
ZAA BL105 9} T11 52 o] goto] 20214 4-89717]
ol A O] ol A F5o] FAF AAQE7EA] F 3071 A el

*1 A 19] 2APSFREH(Fig. 1). =23 A2 ZF g4 olA CTD
SBE-19 plus (Conductivity, Temperature and Depth Sea-Bird
Electronics; Sea-Bird Electronics, Inc., Washington, USA)&
ARgBto] B AF7H) S On, 2 YA mEt
# o A| chlorophyll-a (chl.-a) 42 sl X314t A4
3t A& 5 500 mL+E GF/F oJ2-%] (27 25 mm, pore size 0.7
um; Whatman®, Maidstone, UK)E A3} oj9}s5}%al, o
IR chl-a e 242 9l 4 A7HA] $s 2Eastgich
Chl.-a 5=+ 239 GF/F 94A]E 90% oA = 10 mL7}F &
70 W2 PRkt Al gl W 12417 A7 5 PR
(10-AU; Turner Designs®, San Jose, CA, USA)E Alg-5}0] =
A5} tH(Parsons et al., 1984).
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Fig. 1. A map showing of the zooplankton sampling stations (e) in the southern coast of Korea.
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2 Aol A= RolFE Aol HolHER o] &H=
Q7F3 nauplius, copepodites ¥ A5 &7 A7 ¢
& Y53 YECETAA 45 cm, FE27] 100 pm)S ]88}
o] 2AVHE ZAT AR AA o2 AP, W
syt HES SR ERe R st AE BEE
2E A=) A BAE Slelo] Y Q7o) 47 (model
438115; Hydro-Bios, Altenholz, Germany)& F-2}5}0] oJi}k
S AEAHAT FEEAAE ARS BASH A

HE L AR 24

A &eo] g = Folsom4] FAA| 2715 o]-§-5to] A=
£ &£3sto] UNESCO4] Aol &7 5 &5 Alskaitt
FEEHAE T 542 dllH-d 07 (SZ40; Olympus, Tokyo,

Japan)¥} &3 0] % (BX51; Olympus)& ARgsto] 2 §7¢
AL F 540l ol RREEe &

= o \:l———
(order) 222717 5 Asaloleh. 87ke] % 54 A A
gF o] Fadt ¢ 4ol Bagt F&EA|S s sto] vl

% YRR BXS )2 Basle] 2 WEsirt. A4
ANEe AR A o sl 4 Z-8-sho] T9iA1 4
& MA(ind. m?) = gHitekgich FEEEAES T 5H 2

54| Al+= Chihara and Murano (1997), Boxshall and Halsey
(2004) HEF=9 FaY(valid name)2 WoRMS (2022)
wath SEEYAEY ARHE LR FWNAe
2 FAANASR EAs)

FAzawor 1A FERIAIE AR E ok 5t Po] 7
U 3 o)) 2A2 =43 GF/C (217 47 mm; Whatman®)

WAE ARGl o3t & SRR o] ¥l AJAske] got
= s AATAE 7t AAE A Ee 27 dFvlE
Aol ot Hx7]e] Y& 5 60°Coll A 2417t 23 S0
A A2(BSA323S; Sartorius Co., Goettingen, Germany)<
ol-gsto] FAE 0.1 mg SI7HA] SAGIc £o8 S
2 of 1AE A7 ST)E ,’:/2(25%)3 McLaren et al.
(1989)] e} =& e & AAFE AL o
o BIstel ARsalgich

TEEEAEY F oA Tk Sl F ok A(H)
£ 3}% 2.1 (Shannon and Weaver, 1963), A 7] o] w2
= B4 e sl AA &3 A =9 A 1% o
o 2 NES Bl RS0l tsiA thH=EAR Y B

H(classification)@} vl &5 (ordination)S ©]-8-8to] LHEA
S st FHEA A o] 48 ERTE &8 A==
AMA719F F7ke] AT W o] AR HES Fotal A teE
&l 22(logx+1) A2 WHIKSE AR E o] &3 555
FAE 39 A F FAKE 542 $18) Bray-Curtis 5-AF
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Fig. 2. Monthly variations in temperature, salinity, and chlorophyll-
aconcentrations in the southern coast of Korea. A, Temperature; B,
Salinity; C, Surface chlorophyll-a; D, Bottom chlorophyll-a. Data
are mean with standard deviation indicated by error bars.

T AFE o 2 H715 Al (unweighted pair group
method with arithmetic mean, UPGMA)& o|-&-3f «33}s}
+= AR A 3 7)EA(hierarchical cluster analysis) AE =&
3}l o] & nMDS (non-metric multidimensional scaling) B} &
¥lo2 Haskch 2R 2ol mhe} 2t 2ho] de %
= 25552 SIMPER (similarity-percentages procedure) &
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Fig. 3. Monthly changes in vertical structure of water temperature in the southern coast of Korea.

41 93l PRIMER (version 6) program-2- ©]-8-3} % tHClarke
and Gorley, 2014). 522212 230 7]ofal 70 BT
So) Al 371 Bxo} 2AE 317 29lTte] TAIE Asl]
Olaf) 4, AE chl-a 5% I 44 ARE w7l W42 5l
CANOCO (Canonical Community Ordination; version 4.5)
Z 2 WS 3Hg-5to] FEE A (redundancy analysis, RDAYS
AT

=2, g8 % Chlorophyll-a

ZAPIZ 50422 14.1-27.3°CY W9 E BYon, 9 3
2849 15.1°C, 54 16.5°C, 64 20.6°C, 7 25.8°C, 8¢
25.9°Co|3lthFig. 2A). 29| Al-57HA BE= 4ol g
3l s ol A 15°C oFe] 22 Holthrt 5ofl= A 3
oo & S| = ool it 64} 8ol = Eal - AR E 8
&) Bl o] FF- (A ST -2o] #RUAL, 8
Holli= AR} FAF AR Al Q]taL 25°C o)) 1p2S
3FoATh =20 SR E3E AT SHhbEl= A7 Q1 4-TE 7R
TAE e AT Ai(Fig. 3), 4o 7A STl elA
15°C o|AFo] 4228 1 o] A] A A1 %(frontal zone)S & A5
A5k, 5ofli= 16°C o] =290] 5ol A EHA HA
o] Al o, 798 4241 30 m FLof| A 22°C o]AFe] a1
ZH7F RS A 2ok5o] A e SAS Atk

HE2 27.8-34.6 psu] HHE KL, E Hat dEL 4
34.1 psu, 59 33.7 psu, 62 33.3 psu, 7 31.1, 8% 30.8 psu=
UFERLE AJ7EA QL 0] SLA] UrEstth(Fig. 2B).

Chl-a 55 FZ0|4 0.07-6.24 pg L', #AZol|A 0.04—
495 ug L', H91= A7]of whe} 457 2ol & HSlc). 4

Wyt chl-a= Z2F 35004 B 0.56-1.29 pg L, A5olA]
0.41-1.40 pg L' HL|= Al7]|e} Al o whet -2 51t 2fol &
® Sth(Fig. 2C, 2D).

x4y, EUHMS, Oz X4 2 W

dolgtoA St T EETAES T 80/ BT E a7
184 458574, AZ2H7 34 350| Sdsiqlch € =d &
2 48-5571 W9ilom, Bt 172170 B/~ 02 8ol
71 kAl sYholl= 7 A ekt thFig. 4A). 8 5

9 fzkgo] W FEAL 2330700 Wl A7) EE 3
o] Bt AP FU S8 TS AE B 8N
A== 5,612-11,720 ind. m>2] M |01 (Fig. 4B), 597} 6
2lo] Bt ZEMASE 2427E 6,531 ind. m, 5,612 ind. mP =
4Rl st 793 8Holl= Skl 8 B
o Bt SANAE A EH(Table 1), 4458 847HA]
2| &2 02 ZF3E Paracalanus parvus s. 1.2 745-1,453 ind.
m39] M}, E3L, Paracalanus copepodites= 825-2,487
ind. m*2 49o] 212%= 7MY £ SHHlES Bilon,
Paracalanus nauplii= 345-904 ind. m*2 8] 11%2] &4&
B8-S YERL oFFE2 477-1,283 ind. m=9] Q2 44
of| 7 = Skthrt SEFE skl AIeh, 8ol thA] F7Fek3
t}. Oithona copepodites} Oithona nauplii= 242} 514-2,332
ind. m39} 141-901 ind. m® HYE AAA o R HE Fo] 3
Al vrebsth. 743} 89l o vl ulF(Bivalve larvae)@t £
7 +4¥(Gastropods larvae)2] E&/NA4=7t A S7F5HL
], 21742 Aol Ho|x|gk o5k 1ok 8257} -4t
= EAL 1Y} 53], 695E 8Y7HR]= Acartia pacifica,
Acartia erythraea, Centropages dorsispinatus, Subeucalanus
mucronatus®t - 't F50] S@sH3Tt.
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Table 1. Mean abundance of the dominant taxa (inds. m™)

Taxa Mean+SD RA (%) Taxa Mean+SD RA (%)
April, 2021 May, 2021
Paracalanus copepodite 2,487+2,742 21.2  Paracalanus parvus s. |. 1,013+854 15.5
Oithona copepodites 2,332+3,243 19.9  Oithona copepodites 973+1,571 14.9
P. pavuss. |. 1,356+1,121 11.6 P copepodite 8251763 12.6
Noctiluca scintillans 1,283+4,139 10.9  O. nauplii 607+1,421 9.3
Oithona nauplii 901+1,1226 7.7 Ditrichocorycaeus copepodites 521+1,191 8.0
Paracalanus nauplii 8691976 7.4  Noctiluca scintillans 477+1,043 7.3
Ditrichocorycaeus copepodites 545+770 4.7 P nauplii 345+650 5.3
Oikopleura dioica 300+£344 2.6  Ditrichocorycaeus affinis 284+393 4.3
Oithona similis 237+342 2.0  Calanoids nauplii 213437 3.3
Bivalve larvae 2264558 1.9  O. similis 210+357 3.2
Acartia copepodites 2171499 1.9  Oithona davisae 1921427 2.9
D. affinis 201£194 1.7 Acartia copepodites 1594230 24
A. omorii 101+£192 0.9 A. omorii 1461242 2.2
Calanus copepodite 96+99 0.8  Podon polyphemoides 1141594 1.7
Calanoids nauplii 92+122 0.8  Oikopleura dioica 101+209 1.5
Other taxon 4774867 4.0  Other taxon 3514670 5.6
Total 11,720+11,008 100 Total 6,531+7,520 100
June, 2021 July, 2021
Paracalanus parvuss. |. 1,307+1,355 23.3  Paracalanus parvuss. |. 1,453£1,735 214
Noctiluca scintillans 839+3,474 14.9 P copepodite 1,099+2,311 16.2
P, copepodite 7801631 13.9 Bivalve larvae 1,090+3,448 16.0
Oithona copepodites 5141638 9.2  Oithona copepodites 685+1,871 10.1
P, nauplii 3931896 7.0  Paracalanus nauplii 616+1,331 9.1
Oikopleura dioica 330+£387 5.9 Oikopleura dioica 368+807 54
O. similis 2754462 4.9  O. naupli 2124519 3.1
Ditrichocorycaeus affinis 2131346 3.8  Copepodites 1724385 25
Acartia copepodites 1511418 2.7  Acartia nauplii 1241208 1.8
O. nauplii 1411229 25 O. similis 1191241 1.7
Aidanosagitta crassa 101+140 1.8  Calanus nauplii 109v362 1.6
A. omorii 81+100 1.4 Calanoids nauplii 100+268 1.5
Copepodites 651115 1.2 Ditrichocorycaeus affinis 98+159 14
Podon polyphemoides 611215 1.1 Aidnosagitta crassa 92+92 14
Cirripedia nauplii 48+141 0.9 Pseudevadne tergestina 531104 0.8
Other taxon 309+767 5.5 Other taxon 409+1,019 6.0
Total 5,612+5,966 100 Total 6,799+10,734 100
August, 2021
Oithona copepodites 1,700+£2,539 20.6
Paracalanus copepodite 1,285+1,965 15.6
P, nauplii 904+2,380 11.0
P. parvuss. |. 7451948 9.0
Acartia nauplii 5274634 6.4
Noctiluca scintillans 511+1,324 6.2
A. copepodites 454+494 55
Copepodites 2811506 34
Acartia pacifica 2631312 3.2
O. nauplii 2574804 341
Oikopleura dioica 244+480 3.0
Bivalve larvae 2381584 2.9
Adianosagitta enflata 117£192 14
Calanoids nauplii 1121243 14
Aidanosagitta crassa 110+108 1.3
Other taxon 495+1,520 6.0
Total 8,242+11,483 100

SD is the standard deviation and RA is the relative abundance (%).
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Fig. 4. Monthly variations in number of species, abundance, and
species diversity index of zooplankton collected in the southern
coast of Korea. Data are mean with standard deviation indicated
by error bars.

TEEEAEY F o= A(H)= 0.77-2.599] Hel=
A7 Mgo| AA UebdthFig. 4C). dE Hat & Hde
A 4= 7900 Hat 1.912 7P Yoo, 8o 4 2.222 7}
A =7 Uebdt. EEEAE AR (Biomass) S 5 EET
& T 2N H5 T fARE FE 2w (Fig. 4D),
T AAFE 345563 mgm 2 A A A 07 Hg Zo| -3
Al Vrebsteh Al 9 Bt 91 41.6-1,086.8 mg m

2 69°] 713 29, 890 7V 71 Leht o, RE s
oA 825l FRAAGT EoEA AAFE B 57t
Sh= Pl giet.

SEEYAE W VIR HE P A EH(Fig. 5), Al

SAHH o2 F 2po| & Hol Xk, R oA 8279
o 7H A5kl o, 79

ALt |71 8] AR Ao M= opgSo &8 WIw=TF =AU
Efub= Ao] EA Aol gt B4 Q1 493} 5ol = e F-al
Aol A oFFZF-o] & HI%7t =UA, 693 7ol = v|EF
(Appendicularia)?} 3lj3}2]F(Hydrozoa), %Z+F(Cladocera),
A= 87 (Mollusca larvae)®] E& Rl=7} F71sk3ich
8Yofl= oFgZ9 &4 =7} el AFs|HollA S78FA L,
FH ol kel ol 3 HlEo] Flsklth

g 8 R1(52, ¥&, chl-a)o] W& FEEFA=EY 840+
O] Al £ E44S AR EH, £29] 9 14.1-27.3°C
HelollA Edstal o, Ade wet 32 27} o=
7S Hol ARk, A o2 2 a2 S EauEr)
=7 e tHFig. 6). el o EE254E KH(Fig. 7), 4
o= Fell Foll Al 34 psud] IR0l FAH s S
o SHskelon, SYRE 6Holl= 34 psu o]5t2] W PfeA
s o 743 8Y ol =32 psu ©]51e] A P& sl ol A=
SWoh= AdFE HAHFig. 7). 5 chl-a 5= 489 4%
Y AR e le-FAE AQtoll A SV SAlof s EE
A=W Q770 EANATE STk FAFolslth o5
ol 6-8<of| it s oA =& T E BAUANE sE=E5F2
S 87t EF chl-a 29 s EEFAEY HiES v
off HH(Fig. 8), 32 =T L e 8245+ 52 &5 chl-a
FL7F3 ug L' olstol A =82 S5l

ZFQ 93 B54ol P parvus s. L3} P copepodites= 59
Al eJshd dofjg-FollA TR 7iA] Edsil o, 892 A
Aol A FAF AMAA] U =7t =7 /3= SITkFig. 9).
O. similis?} O. copepoditest 4DHE 8L7HA] Hal 5o A
FRo oA T2 ZA8H AL, 53], O. copepodites= 425
B 7ol = gl = E FAF A e REEEE P45
IthFig. 10).

EEFAE EQ/MAISE 7I9ESE nMDS i E ]
2 PN SUT AFig 1), FAHE 60%S 7120
#2497} 50| A1, 680] B, 0154 7,8%0] €1
Fom T Pl 1FoR FEEY 2 2] 7lojshe
HEREE ol 43} dohy R 2R/l e A st
(Table 2), A5 P, parvuss. 1., O. copepodite, P. copepodite,
O. nauplii, BZ155-2 P, parvus s.1., ©F%%, O. similis, Euchaeta
copepodite, C1359] 4]+ P. copepodite, P. parvuss. 1., O. co-
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pepodites, P nauplii7} 2 i+ of] FoF& = EFtolglem,
ZA17F B9t LA P parvus s. 1.2} O. similis7
TRE =Y F23E0 2 elE ok

x = S =
x2 2220t #7290 24
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o

Hoflotol A 3 sEEFAEY 8BRS adl
(G2, B, chl-a, 54)70] FEEARDAS AT 23}
(Fig. 12), A5 A|2552] 31-7-A](eigenvalue)= 2H2F 0.161
30047019051, A1 530} 25:2] 73] A2 B4 o] 3t 12| 7]

& 20.8%0] A th(Table 3). A| 152} 2501 4] 474 2.21of|
o 8 ERTE 2 a1 BAE 91.1%= AHskal
o} gajote] SEEGIE 2o BE =T} HA a7ty B
A Ay, L2 A, pacifica?t ¥ A, Calanus sinicus,
Acartia omorii, O. similis, Ditrichocorycaeus affinis®} 22|
A e B, 8-S D, affinis, C. sinicus, A. omorii, O.
similis2} 2] A& B 9 01, chl.-a%= O. dioica®} 2] 4
4E Bk

=L
S Ao 74RO Al HA o] ofjt Rl o] Al =
Aez BlEo] MAATETe] 2 Aol molx| ekoret
(Moonetal.,2010; Oh etal., 2013; Kim et al., 2017; Kang and

Table 2. Simper list of taxa contributing mostly to similarities
within the following periods, with a cut-off at 70%

Taxon aSng:ge Controibution g)l;?lutli::\c/)i
similarity (%) (%)
A-group (April-May)
Paracalanus parvuss.l.  11.10 17.02 17.02
Oithona copepodites 10.66 16.35 33.37
P. copepodite 9.04 13.86 47.23
O. nauplii 6.65 10.19 57.42
B-group (June)
P. parvuss. |. - 23.3 23.3
Noctiluca scintillans - 13.9 37.2
O. simils - 4.9 421
Euchaeta copepodite - 3.8 45.9
C-group (July-August)
P, copepodite 14.62 23.79 23.79
P. parvuss. |. 9.91 16.13 39.92
O. copepodites 9.11 14.83 54.75

P. nauplii 8.19 13.33 68.08

Kim, 2020). stA|TF, o] 5221 7, 8Loll= Hall F--al < (sl
ERAF Aokl 4 AIF RSl B R ek olulal 400 ol
Mo 2 olsl| S8 W=7} g 57t 54 HAlth &
EEd ERd e 80 ERe R 84774
o]9lom, Hit EHNA4E 5,612-11,720 ind. m>)]
37H WE Fo] ZA| Yeksith 580 442 ¢Igt

> parvus s. 1.2} O. similis2] 7§A|+ 2y =712 ol
St 8 77 nauplius®} copepodites @] &8 7 Al=7} S7FoH A
AA QA ol Y= = ALz YL, 53], o2 dl
B8 31941 10,000 ind. m? o]4}9] =& SEINAFE B
o} A4 Y A S5 shet QIR s Aol A e a7t
Fo MAITE] & Fog2 FUste] EdNAlTTE =AY
Ee 7P oo, WA ) o] a2t REol EA4ste] &
Aotz SAHC R AF A4E7 FARE = E3thMoon
etal., 2010; Oh et al., 2013; Jeong et al., 2014). F3lF A -2
ko sl SREYAE A7 An} glo] B HliE
O FATE, A Q1 4ol AA| FH-sl Aol A b2 Al
Z(Choo, 2002; Lim et al., 2003)0]] w2 42 74 H(frontal
zone)o] FAEI T, SARENE ol Aakel whpuin £
w3 783 8ol = A s oA aLp-o] FAYEHA A
1} QP TEol A= EAste] SdTThE AdY AFAR e}
AR tHKang and Hong, 1995; Moon et al., 2010; Oh et
al., 2013; Jeong et al., 2014).

Z ThoF= A (H )= 0.77-2.592] Y= A-37HA o= 7
ou, 7ol 7 Wekar, 8o 7P itk F thd e Al
= SIS AR Qe thebet slapESe) Alds
2 222 8531 Ql+=1|(Dvoretsky and Dvoretsky, 2014),
dofiote] Edshs sEEYAEY T U= Aee AHA
Sg3 Aol w2 5710 W A, 2Aael A, &
A (rare species)?] & T 2 thygst ajlof o) =
AE 7FsAd o] &=t Huntly and Boyd, 1984; Dvoretsky and
Dvoretsky, 2014). ‘@it -2 A5 F H A 2l w2

TAE 0 Qo) A ol| uhet F T K|422] 2fo]E Ko

1y
:lQZ(ﬂJoS"io;:
oAl

+

ox ol M mE w

)
o
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du >

Table 3. Summary of redundancy analysis (RDA) for dominant
taxa and different environmental factors in the coastal waters of

Korea

Axes-1 Axes-2 Axes-3 Axes-4
Eigenvalues 0.161 0.047 0.012 0.008
Species-environmental 0.760 0.468 0.423 0.311
correlations

Cumulative percentage

variance of species data 161 208 220 228

706 911 964 100.0
Sum of all eigenvalues 1.000

Species-environment relation

Sum of all canonical eigenvalues 0.228
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Fig. 6. Spatial and temporal distribution of zooplankton abundance and temperature in the southern coast of Korea.

7 ™ (Moon et al., 2006, 2010; Oh et al., 2013), £3], o=
09) & 5 TP A4 o) 4 WlE} WolxwA
MY 87V L /47 £ T4 Sl 7191E
2}t & 4= 2Ith(Moon et al., 2010; Oh et al., 2013). ZE2%]
2 Joi¢te) Edsls T EEHAEY F opFe o Hile
As|eo] Aol A Ao R oot =37} Thit= B3
ARl S EAQ T A7 F8gt 2910 8-S Ths
Ko] ). SREATE] AAE dfelo] AR 34

2 93t AR Z &8 E=t|(Thomas and Nielsen, 1994; Reid
et al,, 2000), 2A7|7F E<t oot S EEFAE] T AT
£3.4-5,563 mg m*9] WO SNA|S ¥ AT GARSH
EAS HAANE Al-87H4 0 & W5 o] uf - A YefsiT
TR AR 87FR9] WA Aol T 271 naupllie}
copepodites®] F7to] wh2bA] H-EBFLAL, el AR ST
ol F5el ol A BAEFe] =2 Zlo] Aot

Hol TEEd e SANEY A3H HE A7|ER

Fu



oot FEEYAES A - 3 B 163

April 2021
Zooplankton abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

35°N 1

®  1~2,000
@ 2,001~3,000
@ 4.001-6,000

. 6,001~8,000
8,001~10,000°5: 5
4 !
® "
[

. >10,000

April 2021
Copepods abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

34°N T N - T T

May 2021
Zooplankton abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

35°N 4 -

May 2021
Copepods abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

34°N

June 2021
Zooplankton abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

35°N 4

June 2021
Copepods abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

34°N

July 2021
Zooplankton abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

July 2021
Copoepods abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

August 2021
Zooplankton abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

3N

., August 2021
Copepods abundance vs. Salinity (psu)

34°N - - T
126°E 127°E 128°E

T
129°E 126°E

- T T
127°E 128°E 129°E

Fig. 7. Spatial and temporal distribution of zooplankton abundance and salinity in the southern coast of Korea.
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ot Hu

ol e = 78 7)o ERTES IF g Aol
BT P parvus s. 1., P. copepodite, O. copepodites, oFg
%, P, nauplii, Oikopleura dioica, Ditrichocorycaeus affins, O.
similis= YRt} 3], P parvusss. 1.2} P. copepodite= ZA}
717k B9k ot Melol A AT, 4 7ol 0 H B
o2 golwqlth 9 BRIEQ] P parvuss. ., O. smilis,
D. affinisi= daletol ] 915 F@sht -39 B oby
o] Aol th(Moon et al., 2006, 2010, 2020; Kang and Kim,
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Fig. 8. Spatial and temporal distribution of zooplankton abundance and surface chlorophyll-a concentration in the southern coast of Korea.

2020). A3 AtoflA] Abgtol] Fosts RS L3R 4
Fo]2 52 P parvuss. 1., O. smilis®] /3| (Mitani, 1988; Kim
et al,, 2013b), 12|3L Fof| A 3kt 22| o} 5o] ATt A=
o P. parvuss. 1., O. smilis nauplii®} copepodites”} F&-S =
7}sAd o] ItH(Turner, 2004; Zenitani et al., 2009; Sassa et al.,
2021). SFAIRE, ¢1Qt ool A o] 47 Fol7E2] 7HlEe 2
Aohe AT A S Vo B R ol gL SR EFAE BE

50| Al-g A ot 34 Aol whet AA Y= A =

+=t|(Basilone et al., 2006; Yasue et al., 2010), &= Lo A=
P parvuss. L3} O. similis®] A|-3-7H] B3 =Hx| 9} Ho|BE
o] Atslal A8slE 3% (Kim et al., 2005; Ko et al., 2010,
Yoo et al., 2017)S FA4l 0.2 B3} Qlo] 5 WA 5 =g
o 49 Nojpsel 18] M UBE Fskt Qo] Fad
AETH ANR 8 598 AR At

A AA ] chekrt s ol EaEstaL, v 2joHtE

%, 8215 U7} o} WA chopat Blo| A E-S o] §HH=(Na-
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Fig. 9. Spatial and temporal distribution of Paracalanus parvus s. 1. and P. copepodites in the southern coast of Korea.

kamura, 1998; Nikishina et al., 2011), Z-204 ¢l opFd%
2 AT F TES A Qe 4-6E 3 8o Fl] Fal
A EFEMNAP7E E0kem, BAE(09)R 4 7]ol =7t =3k
Ak, &2 AW 479 Ed/MAeE A Uertt 8t
A9t opg5-2] 7kl 7117t 2 Q1S upokgt Aol A= At
Aol gl Aoz FIE QUL o] $-uetoA EEsH= of
B2 23 kol gk Wi ®I917E W71 witol (Yoo et
al., 2006; Baek et al., 2013), Al 2ZHIE FZFo] 0|59

AT Aol FoFe ke 7129 AREl(Moon et al., 2006,
2010; Yoo et al., 2006; Baek et al., 2013), 324152 A|7H2 0]
o] 7} 'hAYsk 4= Q)31 (Miyaguchi et al., 2006; Piontkovski et
al., 2021), A EZH3E 37| d&%9] 93K (Harrison et al.,
2011; Zhang et al., 2017) 52} -2 t}oFst ke 291 ¥
stofl whef Al-g7HA] i oFol Gepd 4 A Wizl -
ook o' hefet e dAEe) sfAlo] atE T
w1 o5 E¥ste TEEYAE TR ERTEY AE
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Fig. 10. Spatial and temporal distribution of Oithona similis and O. copepodites in the southern coast of Korea.

A Zxet 2o Y= A= EaE T G2 A
omorii, D. affins, C. sinicus. O. similis?} 2F2] A4
o A sEEEEE 2 Y2 = T8 AR
(Zhang et al., 2009; Moon et al., 2020), ¥ Ao A= B4l
4ol AR sFal oAl tiupdRo] Algegoz Qg a9
5 FARARL, 59 o] o= Hasly] AJZtste] o] 3 - ol =
el A Aoto A 28-32 psu 99| G EEL7} akE|o] o]
SO A F7HA ] o] FiEol FE = AR et

(Kang et al., 2007; Kang, 2011; Moon et al., 2020). =3} o5
o] oot s=EHAE o & YFE FUH P parvus
s. L= -k A alH o A Edskal(Moon et al., 2010; Kim
et al,, 2017), 5= Wafivtil= o580l =2 =2 EHs}
L Aoz 4] 9l=t|(Sun et al., 2008), = AT A E A
3y A= AR Follth sEEEAE A A
oF 70%E AHA5H AZEE] AR GAS aIAE Hol
289 H(quantity) 7t H(quality)o] 583 2-gsh= A=
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Fig. 11. Non-metric multidimensional scaling (nMDS) ordinations
plot of sampling stations based on zooplankton abundance in the
southern coast of Korea.
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Fig. 12. RDA biplot for environmental factors (red arrows) and
dominant zooplankton (black arrows). Labels are: Temp, Tem-
perature; Depth, Water depth; Chl-a, Chlorophyll-a; N. scintillans,
Noctiluca scintillans; A. omorii, Acartia omorii, A. hongi, Acartia
hongi, A. pacifica, Acartia pacifica; C. sinicus, Calanus sinicus; D.
aftinis, Ditrichocorycaeus affinis; P. parvus, Paracalanus parvus s.
1.; O. dioica, Oikopleura dioica; B. larvae, Bivalve larvae.

&4 QI A|TH(Vargas et al., 2010; Bi and Sommer, 2020), &
o o] - Hell¢he] FEEAE Als e o) 719
Sk 8 =1} chl-a®t A& Hol A ghsk=t Fai
Qe cAglt ojsl ol o2 WA o] 5] 7] 24
A o] E=o}(Yang and Kim, 1990; Baek et al., 2010), ©] A]7]
of Edshe FEEFAEY A5 £ chl-a %7}
Algta 1o g 2-g-51A] 5= ofn|eitt.

2 A5 SOl 2% FolREY A Edsder S
F AEE didots olldt sEEFAEY A5y =i

A& ool Al 43 Fo]{7E2] 38 Yol gl At
J 2779 ANAS B Ao Sfsl Aol 2=,
R 718l At & ARl A&k A171¢9] 4490 &
EEFAE FEF| 7MY =2 5HS Hth o= 54 bl
Qbof| A At 5 3 Ap-2] o F0] S 4= = A4 ol Ay
50 2 TR FAE= Al7|9F Y5k §ltk(Kang and
Jeon, 1999; Moon et al., 2010; Oh et al., 2013). FE3}, Z11} o]
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