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Comparative Analysis of Benthic Environmental Characteristics on Tid-
al Clam Farms with Sand- and Mud-Dominated Sediments

Seung Ryul Jeon, Kee-Hee Lee, Ye Rim Kim, Dong-Hoon Im* and Un-Ki Hwang

Tidal Flat Research Center, National Institute Fisheries Science, Gunsan 54042, Republic of Korea

In this study, we aimed to compare the benthic environmental characteristics of major clam farming tidal flats based
on sand- and mud- dominated sediments. Hwangdo (HD) and Boryeong (BR) comprised an average of 73.0% sand.
Meanwhile, Geunso (GnS) and Gomso (GmS) consisted of 81.1% mud. All sites maintained organic pollution levels
below the environmental criteria. However, mud-dominated sediments had higher levels than sand-dominated sedi-
ments. Exposure time followed the order of HD>GmS>BR>GnS, influencing sediment temperature dynamics. Dur-
ing summer, HD showed the largest daily peak difference between air and sediment temperatures owing to longer
than average exposure. Meanwhile, GnS exhibited the smallest variation. Benthic macrofaunal communities showed
35% similarity between HD and BR, located in the inner and outer bays, respectively. In contrast, GnS and GmS pre-
sented distinct regional differences. These findings highlight the importance of understanding the abiotic and biotic
factors shaped by dominant sediment types for tidal clam farms sustainable management.
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A B R AR A o] EAE vhefsle A7 ARE A S
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=1 FA7HHEE = EAS HQltH(Davies, 1964; Lee et al.,
2005; Chang et al., 2023). o|&| gt F-7H4] 9l EAJof ujz} 4
2= e dEd Ash AR a9 24, = St A
25 TeFE 7152 201 Qlth(Kemp et al., 1990; You and

Kim, 1999; Kim and Yang, 2001; Koh and Khim, 2014). 7'}
Of A A MH| A F BE A4 H AR 752 1T ALE]-H
A St AREo] oo B4, ol8, 1A Sol B
o|Fofzlct. 5k O] el = AAEE BAY A B s
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al., 2005; Yoon and Chun, 2019; Chang et al., 2023; Kim et
al., 2024), 4 3174 9 J¥FA S 2(Kim et al., 2005; Kim
and Kim, 2008; Park et al., 2013; Lee et al., 2016, 2019), A
AR E 3 T2 2 A7 %= (Hong and Seo, 2001; Jung et al.,
2014), A4 w27 D AEEFTE ] F2(Lee et al,
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Fig. 1. A map showing the location of the clam farm study area on the west coast of Korea.

2012, 2014) 5] 9lek. k44 vix|e} of o] Teigl AT
2 AL 25 9Ia wel) AEI AR 2o
5] %)= %J5(Yoon et al,, 2014), o} F¥l =42 1} §7]87
H|at4 £ E4(Cho et al., 2015), HHAI2 GF4lo] B2
{715k AR =0} o] 1 %] 5HKim et al., 2020) 5
o] 2w o] Shrh. Teik Asliol ubxlet ojate] 4% A3}
HAE B4 710 P B 0.2 H A BB,
AP B Vo] Al ol 1 Ak A Afolo] that 712
A BEG ARolth e 24 AT B 77149 &
13} 317 Q17F 5] 9191210l 7H4S HASH vl o} 54
Q1 Fbol7] W] B=E Aol e A8 B4 F3
202 ofsfsh YL ol o] 83t Belo] o 98T ARE
ABE 5 9 Aol

B AT AR B YA B8 Bo] SASH At A vHY
o o 4302 TAFO.R B4R 2Ao] o ojsfebd Rl
4, FANAE 28 D RE, B A} AL WS 5 A
A8 9] 2ol la B4t o2 B3 HEe 20l
o A 80lS FRH 0 Tefstel o4 e Welo)
7% AR 2 Al g sk} gk

ox I

RS
AT K2 % A7

A+ Al715= 20233 SAI2E), =AED), sHA(TE)olH, =
AR A HL Aol S AA9Ee] Fank et e, o 5t
T B, 3] erant Aol o = YT AL S Al Al

o, A& gk A1 9e AAsTHFig. 1). etk s 2ok
o] gt g d ol v, = M E §& ek EAZ o 93]
sto] AAFA, BEZRAL}F oF 3-5 km F =R 7H7to] 18l 9l
o} 2o A sioko R A sle] AHEo 2 Wof glo
o, A4 2 Qe} g SlAIatet Fanke 2]
opo] vl s A gtolu, 17 A|of B upx|et ofgo] HA1H
o] QITtK(Table 1).

EXzE R7lg, g 24

g2 &0 7}d 7k (ignition loss, IL)2 A% & gh&(wa-
ter content, WC)& 3t thS A%E AJEE 550°C 2710
2 247 513 F A% TA A2 L5tk SFAALA Q1
(chemical oxygen demand, COD)= 471284 7 EEE
(KMnO)# o2 |2 FHHIEE(N,S,0, H0)44& &3
A5tk Ff-718k2(total organic carbon, TOC):= Al &5
SA7% T HAGS AAT AH e B2 A4 CHN Ude

Table 1. Coordinates of the sampling sites and shape of the bay

Longitude Latitude Shape
GnS 126°10°22"E 36°43'37'N semi-enclosed
HD 126°23°38"E 36°3524"N semi-enclosed
BR 126°30°47°E 36°21749'N open coast
GmS 126°32°43E 35°33749'N semi-enclosed

GnS, Tidal flat of Geunso Bay; HD, Hwangdo tidal flat of Cheon-
su Bay; BR, Boryeong tidal flat of Daecheoncheon estuary; GmS,
Tidal flat of Gomso Bay.
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E47](Model 2400; Perkin Elmer, Shelton, CT, USA)= &
A3FeA Lt A2]REAd 8z (acid volatile sulfide, AVS)2- &2
4 7k A B colorimetric gas detector)2 ©]-8-510] 7o
A EA APstglen, sidsAAIE 7zl Fske] 24813
tHMOE, 2018).

EAE e 249 A4 aelstr] flsh AFE £5 E4
5 AR f7188 HO,2 A7g ¥, 0.0625 mm &A=
54 A (wet sieving)ste] A3 231 2& PR}k 7
B QYA A 7= 25 54 7](SediGraph 1T 5120; Mi-
cromeritics Inc. Co., Norcross, GA, USA)Z o]-8-5}o] EAI35}
3, YA A BRE AF & AEAA|71E7] (Analysette 3 Pro;
Fritsch Co., Idar-Oberstein, Germany)E ©]-&3}o] £43}%
ok A AR A HES Bl B A AY & 2/ oot
sk, BjAE A4 A8t ith(Folk, 1968).
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EXE 15 25 (sediment surface temperature, Z]-2)
2(tidal pressure)S Z435}7] 98l 40 cm Zo| 9] T
galolch. 108 702 2 A\7ho] A4E AAS 43t
ek H, vt 2Rk a1QlE(standing water) <
Fasletol WA & s 23 77te] Ak B &
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U20L-01)E AHE-3F AT AllA o] 5= £7 ¥ 91+= -20-50°Co]
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A 242 PRIMER (version 6.1.15; PRIMER-E Ltd., PL,
UK)E AHgstelct,

Mool w22 24 27 Ad(sand) $AI9 LA

Eop AER TAE HA%, mud) AR TR A

A AL et By AU AR el Wlrk 599-
[e]

83.8%, YA A A9 LAkt Fank A YA obsr
o] 71.6-85.3%S3ith. AP A AR =] B2 = Ht<]
T=32407 © 2 A4S YA A muddy sand, mS) E+= &
YA XK (gravelly muddy sand, gmS)$ o™, H& o] HitAdx
E29+1.1 © 2 A2 mS E+= ¥ Kgravelly sand, gS)=
ek YA 94 QL Faxgke] Hat Q== 6.0+04 @
2 A2 AFAY(sandy mud, sM) E+= <2 U (gravelly mud,
eM)F o, TANS] HyYTE=5.8+0.2 O 2 AHARS- sM=
7 Aoz A2 A Th(Fig. 2). ool wheh, At Ao
E|25o] 7P 2T o2 AR ol et 75.5% % Bt
Y=7F2.9 0 <l Heolgleom, 7 A/ o 42 H E(clay)
o] W 32.0%E HEUE} 6.0 01 Tovke 2 eyt
CH(Table 2). E3H AFE A1 SHie o 30] FA-EA|-5HA Al
7] BlAE 24 9 44 H3k= mS-gmS-gmS=E shA o] A &
2¥o] 80.8%2 714 2etelom, B mS-gS-mSE 27|
of &z A FHarol 27t 10.2%, 83.8%% 7Hd 2531
kAR A 291 B o) H e o] Bl A4S HNbA o2 mS
o]u, o} 47} AL, U ao) vl o) 27} 1:7:28 A1 Bhego] 7}
A 5-8(59.9-83.8%)% o 4= Uk U 24 ol 2ok
E|Z4o] sM-sM-gM& -gA oA AR A Ao
12.9%0114 22.9%% EohAl= Aok Halon, ofof upaf &

Table 2. Compositions of sand- and mud-dominant sediments in
clam farms of tidal flat

Composition

Dominant .
sediment Sté  Gravel Sand  Sit Clay Mz

(R)  (R)  (B) (%) (P
48 704 113 135 32

HD 113 +105 #41 58 207
Sand
aR 42 755 19 84 29
453 488 75 460  +1.1
34 186 460 320 60
GnS 19 51 152 136 404
Mud 1 158 650 191 58
oms O 5. 5. . .

$0.1 +06 54 151 +0.2
GnS, Tidal flat of Geunso Bay; HD, Hwangdo tidal flat of Cheon-
su Bay; BR, Boryeong tidal flat of Daecheoncheon estuary; GmS,
Tidal flat of Gomso Bay.




AP U A B2 Zo] uhE A M2 54 333

Gravel
0 100
Gravel 20 b HD
® BR
Y| GnS
60 B Gms
@
%
60 o\ 40
muddy Gravel muddy sandy S,
Gravel [
ol
80 % 20
gravelly gravelly muddy <
Mud Sand ”LL%‘
100 P = T e 0
Mud andy Mud muddy Sand Sand
Mu d I [ m T T I I T [ I g d
0 20 40 60 80 100 D41

Fig. 2. Ternary diagram of the facies classification of surface sediments in clam farms of tidal flat. The half-circle and circle symbols are the

sand-dominant sediment in Hwangdo (HD) and Boryeong (BR) tidal flat, respectively. The half-square and square symbols are the mud-

dominant sediments in Geunso (GnS) and Gomso (GmS) Bays, respectively.

= (sorting coefficient):=2.83 @ 0|4 3.25 © & =0} ufj-$
EFe £ UEilith YR o B2 2 0 oS B
-5t g0 & el =t EAgE o] sk theF
Sk B3 71%ko] 23k off Zko] AR A EthWoo et al., 2005).
o2]gh H3k= AAA Q] A KT} Q191A Q1 FaFol ofgt Aoz
Holm, & ZAavh Ao YA Y] deko = of%gt
74 7NAE SIgt B ATt 7] H 08 o] FX]7] fid] Al
2 X olth(personal communication). FAHE 57| -5=7]-317
W= sM=z A4e] Wso] M W AE 2otk U4 &
Al 219 Q1 ARttt Fagke: Bl & 4bo] i ik sMojm| o o]
2% n|Rko 2 Y} o] FA| O AR} U O] vl 2:82 A
EQL HETZL AR YA SollA = HETZL Hat 55.5% 2 7H 3=
& 279 HlE-S AA8H3I th(Table 2).
®718 €8x

HAE oY oS ol 4 Qe 71E Al AARHA
© 8 7123] o]3}& UETHTable 3). AVS: U 441 E
A A] o) A2HE 7125(0.5 mg S/g dry) E= YR E|AHE oo
7]15(0.2 mg S/g dry) ©]3}2] N.D (no detection)-0.126 mg S/g
dry 992 33k otk AP A &8¢ Fofl A &
Aloll Zg/H o171 SRR =W AVS 7|22 26.6% (0.133
mg S/g dry)oll s§F 5l JhA &2 thE ool Blsl w2 4
215 Btk COD+= R ofAolA Aol 7144l 20 mg
0,/g (JFRCA, 1983)] 11.5-48.9% (2.29-9.77 mg O./g)°]

alget 202 BhIEgIT) ILS WE ZARA oA 1)
FARYE A 4] 073 7]29] 5%9] o3l dgsh= 0.62—
3.7% W12 e on, sHA| Zar A 3.7%R 7P =
FAE Atk TOC= =W AMEE A4] o427 71220
mg/g dry)®] 3.1-35% H I H.om, Fauke] shAof A o
27 52 2 21(7.00 mg/g dry) S WP T ek TOCSHL
2 R7}o] 0.841 (Pearson correlation, P<0.01, n=12)= A4
o] 2 Ao g uotE| ey, WAL F7|H 07 th7]of kEy
= 5402 thE e 2ol Hls 7] & a7} o9 2 S|
dojuf= 7ol 7] wiof(Alongi et al., 1999; Kim and Kim,
2008) $1-A] o 9] ARG HIROA] 78 LA LT} 7]E o
39 4218 ol 202 WehEtt,

2712 st g xNo| NEE

oI S £
AP A 2791 et B o A= WCO] 21.64-29.09%
HHE YA A 3EQl LAt J4Tte] 27.64-38.43%
T A bt ofof ek, EE=e] Yd ol =
2 LA FATE o2 WCo| Ao =2 S B
o], ith 2 A Fhefo] w2 et By o2 WCo| Ut
2 AL ok 22 QJtHR=0.739, P<0.01, n=12). E3}, EZEo
F71E TS Y 230 WA Aol §loH(Choi et al,
2015), YA 77k AEet Bl eSS f7]E g5l =
= A%E Btk 2 Aol A= 471E ko] =4

Ureh b artal FATE ool A A Fhegat o of A
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Fig. 3. Mud- or sand-dominant sediment characteristics in clam farms show correlations between mud and water content (a), sand content

and ignition loss (b).

(R=-0.714, P<0.01, n=12)% 2 ¢ch Az oz Uz oA gt
Q1 Tk At ool A= AFE A 242 of o]
3l A o2 WCH #7148 o] =2 US4 4 qirk
(Fig. 3). 3H4, = o -2 AP A B Ao Hytdos
AVS %%(0.027-0.133 mg S/g)7} T2 o]& H3(0.014 mg
S/g)ell Hlsl 5ul oK Table 3) f-71% Ealjof gt k4 A
T} gshE Aol ofgt e Fake] AR 4= qlof A& <l
HUE o] gzl o8 AotEr) EF A §7]E £l
7F ghshA At A9 E 7o) kA AL, S 771
& wof I ol it SAlES S Eas F3krAe) §
e 5 asiekE 5ol 2gshs oA EAs] wiiol
tH(Noh et al., 2006).

A 2= RREdT 8284 S50 240 o3t 6
5] H Tt fEol R s = oA A, ol e, o HE
Aeo| A3 o2 Hohe = @7 o|th(Kim and Yang, 2001).
dutd o2 YA EH 5 YA 27|17 AL B0l w2 =
S t2E 7L QU YA HAE S B TR R

Table 3. Organic content and pollution level for sediments in clam
farms of tidal flat

Sediment
Site AVS (mg/g) IL(%) COD (mg/g) TOC (%)
0.5 5 20 2
HD 0.071+£0.055 1.39+0.08 4.26+2.20 0.11£0.02
BR N.D 0.89+0.33 3.29+0.75 0.11+0.04
GnS 0.037+£0.021 2.74+0.85 8.23+1.16 0.43+0.24
GmS 0.003+£0.005 1.88+0.53 7.23+2.23 0.14+0.05

GnS, Tidal flat of Geunso Bay; HD, Hwangdo tidal flat of Cheon-
su Bay; BR, Boryeong tidal flat of Daecheoncheon estuary; GmS,
Tidal flat of Gomso Bay; AVS, Acid volatile sulfide; IL, Ignition
loss; COD, Chemical oxygen demand; TOC, Total organic carbon.

A(plate-like) HEl S w2 gl o™, 7} =8}~ S % (cardhouse
structure)& o] =t THIY SJAF5o0] AR 17} Ei= HlT)y
© 2 AZE|o] edge-to-face YA 02 AGTO 2N A HF
9] ujA| F=2 G454 Ech(Hamilton and Bachman, 1982).
3L EAES fE T St 22 Y S 8l o |
FHAS AlFo= ATt 8= AR vl&o] S7FFe 24
e 4= Qlok(Thompson and Lowe, 2004). whehA] B ¢171%]
o 5 auh, B} o] B4R ) AEe} HES} e 2
oA=L dEHe] o & F2tE AL, v 2 e, Heup o]
B4go] & 2R HA RO At 4 WRE 4 9)
o](Elskens et al., 1991) 3+l 70| A =& H]go] Lo}z
A E Ao HohE

e L EAR

o1 L2 A7 ¢4 AlA 71103 kPa o5+ o 1
© 2 7hFste] WE L, gk Aol & Eelslint. =
A =EALE0] 4.0-4.5A7F IR 7Y 1] wE:AINS
, A0k o] 20 0.9-1 447 H Q2 7P RS 12 A 7h
EPATH(Table 4). 7} FA40k 022 Sz o} LAt o] 2ho
AP B 2 0AFC 2 YERF oL BE2 5H 4] 7Y
Afo] AlA] TAL0 2 3k 8913k 4= gloint T B 51
& 7|1Eo 2 29| gholl g3t vl A3, 5-7Y wE2AE 1.9
AZEO 2 BjelE|o] & BaF 2047H0.2 Fauka} vt
oF7H o] B Z1 02 S E|Qich whehA, A o)A A7t
L gte>FanbE > Ak 0 2 0lotbE] gl a1, 2 2Jo] o]
el o) $1749] 3 st kA e A0 Azt
i o StAl X2 HS}

2900l W oA mFARE Ao 9] A2 WSS AR
=AY 7 71 =0 5HA|(7-8Y) A& a2 27.3°CE
Aol M A Zavte] Hlsl 3.8°C w3tk Sanke
f<=2] A= A7kl thE ool wls 27| wiEofl A& Bt

L
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F
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2
o tr ox
32 rlo
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Table 4. Exposure time (semi-diurnal) and average difference for
each clam farm using sensor pressure

Semidiurnal (12 h)

Year Month Exposure time
HD BR GnS  GmS

Mar 4.0 1.8 1.4 1.7
Apr 4.5 21 1.3 22
May 4.5 - 1.2 2.1

2023 Jun 4.5 - 1.0 22
Jul 4.3 - 0.9 2.1
Aug 4.2 1.9 1.3 2.1
Sept 4.1 24 1.4 2.0

Total average 4.3 2.1 1.2 2.1
GnS, Tidal flat of Geunso Bay; HD, Hwangdo tidal flat of Cheon-
su Bay; BR, Boryeong tidal flat of Daecheoncheon estuary; GmS,
Tidal flat of Gomso Bay.

23.5°C2 7P ko, A& Ak B2 21.2°Ca 74+
S G A S AS U 4= k(Fig. 4). T3, Hg o] 79 =7
4] 2Rt X] EIOIHL 2 443 2F 400 m Hoj 7l LT A
29 Hlo] -&-5to] tiAISHAT o]of whef, ot At
Ao] 9] i%*llh% Zre Byl Fanhe A AL Hato] 7t
7526.3°C,26.7°CE frAFsH3iTt. o] 9F 22 A2 A& HSk7}
w2 A)7bo]) 27 AT AL oJn]5}u(Lee et al., 2005),
o)A 1= 9] zlo]of o5} A A AE-9] of A= A &SF
W& Aoz Az
oA 7] 2(air-temperature) AWS 2] & Z[tj7ke] H-S H]
w3 A, Ak 7P ol $AIgE F4nke] 30.3°CE 7t
A =9ton, thgo2 3}=(30.0°C), B (29.0°C), Zart
(27.5°C) =22 YrEtsith 3, of A A2 2] 2-d 2117
L 710] A= BHE > H B> T AT AT 420 2 31T 0]A}o]| A
Hat 3.9°CE A9 &= BlgtFo] 7M} Atk= A& & 4= 9l
}. o] 2fet Aih= Bt ohE oSl vlsl ti7]ofl ks H =
Aol A U AFEK(insolation) 2] GaFS T wo] HRS- 7 0 & 4
A=t} Thomson (2010)01] w}E W Skagit?} Willapa 783 o] 4
AT U A E-S TSkl £ (porosity) Zolo] ofgt
oA B S5 AP A A B2 Bo] o Sk £t o
wEm, o 212 S o 20| d 47 ARk Harskgie)
w2fa], S ofAk9] 7] w2A| 7V} ) A Sakgo] Wk AR
E 12 952 TAE 87 B4l ute} 2] £0] WE Zo| A
AR AL & w w2, U A 2del 2ot
AT AHIA AN\ L P} A7} A2 H@ LIC
1.2°CE frAtstglom, AHE 9A 2H7Ql geet Hedof Hlsf
1.1-2.8°C wo} w%w 744 ZokehFig. 4). 53], AU
ThE ool Hla] 12417k0) BE ZAkOR o HI-HA
2].2-0] Wgto] 21.2-28.6°C2] 9= Lyeh} AALFo] 23t of

-l>

A FA gl mhE AN 54 335

EH‘WH@% 9| Eei5%, MAEE, HEjX|

A = YA @A Al ool A A9} sHA o 33t T
FANERY % FhE 6750|900, TR (Polychaeta)
49.0%, OL“lZﬂ%g(Mollusca) 45.8%, 12 F(Crustacea) 4.3%,
7]€Hother) 0.9%% A-G3l9ch &3 4L 2avlto] & 74](4
H)oll 14504 sHA(7TY) 36T 2= 2~5HH ol STk
A o4 % 7V B o] e FHEE 404 (o}ﬂl)i o
7| b th(Table 5). t14RH] &8 7| A 4= EA|of 820 ind./
m?, 5t o] 4,500 ind./m>= oF 5.54] F7}5}31aL, o] 5 HpAleh
(Ruditapes philippinarum)©] 4| & 7§ A<=2] 28-39.1%=
7 8 A6 ARSI AN 0.2 A 9] ofifol
A= 7NA-57t 2A0NA sHA| = Hashe Fake 2o, Y
A Al ARl A= F7kete AFS Btk THYEH)=
Fanto] 0] 2.612 EQro ™, FEE()) E3E0.942 AT
717k 5 71 = okt TLe v ARl A T2 o) frof vl sl BA|
2t =32 10 ind./m’ 2 23l o, 1A |of| = =35HA] ot

Table 5. Ecological indices and number of species according to the
composition of sediments in the study area

Sand Mud

HD BR GnS GmS

Apr/dul  Apr/Jul Apr/Jul  Apr/Jul

P 15/13 4/12 11/24 12/12
M 313 2/2 2/4 3/0
’S":éé’k‘;s c 33 11 o6 03
] 0/0 1M 1/2 1/0

Total 21119 8/16 14-36 16-15

Abundance (ind./m?) 1,420/550 2,070/950 820/4,500 300/350
Ecological indices

1.72/2.57 0.84/1.93 1.74/2.02 2.61/2.04

2.76/2.85 0.92/2.19 1.94/4.04 2.63/2.05

0.57/0.87 0.40/0.70 0.66/0.57 0.94/0.80
Dominance (D)  0.35/0.10 0.49/0.27 0.28/0.22 0.08/0.17

Rank Species (Taxa)

Ruditapes philippinarum (MBi)
Armandia lanceolata (APol)

Diversity (H")
Richness (R)
Evenness (J)

Scoletoma longifolia (APol)
Ampharete finmarchica (APol)

a B~ W N -

Heteromastus filiformis (APol)

GnS, Tidal flat of Geunso Bay; HD, Hwangdo tidal flat of Cheon-
su Bay; BR, Boryeong tidal flat of Daecheoncheon estuary; GmS,
Tidal flat of Gomso Bay. The dominant species ranking is for the
overall of the four sites: P, Polychaeta; M, Mollusca; C, Crustacea;
0, Others.
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Fig. 4. Plot of the daily maximum-average-minimum sediment temperatures and maximum air-temperature during summer season in 2023.
Black dotted-line is air-temperature adapted from the AWS data (KMA, 2024).

At 712t 5 S WA ol ThE A9 5F F HIA S 41.7%
o] Hfre= 7P w3kem, 5919 WS4 F o(Hetero-
mastus filiformis)?} 97 H= ool A Z&strt. F HA
B2 M09 0 1ol KA QYN Y o|(Ammandia lanceo-
lata)y= Befjsfitoluf AFE dhigo] & oA T2 A ARt
ohal 4 A Sletl(Koo et al., 2005), & Aol A= Aol
FAIRE Bl A g2l el HgoAut SRt S Hal
On, SHA|(F 3t 40 ind./m?) R T} FA|(HF 525 ind./m?)e]l AF
fAoR o 2 U BYrh WA R 2 Hhea 24
2R A5 MR o)(Ampharete finmarchicay= -axRtol| 4wk
Sl on], EA0 W& UE(20 ind./m’)E Eoltt A<
870 ind./m’= A UEFHT A-2ARS AR ol 35 4
= Ao, AEU HER A REgf BREo| =2 &
F5rha & A 9Jck(Parapar et al., 2012). QHEA © &2 o 3 A]
AAES EjAEo] T At mhE s Ao e o W
A& o3 N AE v E, ThedRE JAE -t E o] o]
Aol S7he 75 7MAI7F oA Al Hltk(Jung etal., 2014).
vk 2 A BAE 24 9 A4 A Aatol A el
o Qo] FACA AR A AP o] wobA|aL o]
off whet Eg =7t vl Bt o2t Msbrt AR ARS A
Bol9] 5HA & ST S dFE = A= AT 1
A2k A A B o|(Scoletoma longifolia)y= A=k U] 915 $-
Aske 2o 2 4EA 9190 (Jung et al., 2014) £ o] A]
RE QFZof| YA e oo A EA o9t 10 ind./m?

L0 o
T =2

L %
T

o] W2 W2 SRl TAaNt oM = 7HE

o

=2 E3] 249} sA o 2H2F 360 ind./m?, 730 ind./m*2 U=
7F oF 20 F7keE Ao yehyth 1RSSR G ol= 4
o] EF0] ofsto] YA E|A4a et A4 Tholl A
ek, 2214 7131F o 7 weke oA dAIA & AAl4
7} A 78l o2 44 Qth(Borja et al., 2000; Jang
and Shin, 2016). & Aol Ak Y&o] p-AlRE R4 wkel
LAaRke] ILo] A o) 2.08%°N A skAoll 3.70%E F 1.84H &
7Htel aket Q1A ol o] ARG of 26 F7hek
5 Hl A% BR1T 4 ol 2 A0 Tank oS
Jang and Shin (2016)2] AR Q1 7FHTH(7.2-10.3%)°1
Hlaf ILo] W2 H9lof Lapx|uk, W S -5 Whs
o] Akt 278 2402 l8f 171 E8li7F 2] o] Rojxith
= At EAE g veket sto] el Ao whE A A4
BiA gt 7Fs S 5l & 4 ek 59] o] S Ho| Hol
e A BAEoA & UEE YER i, A4 A
Y7t o W2 Aoz &4 A th(Jung et al., 2002). E3E 71
AERXAAH o= 7= 290l ol s, B2 = W
F71E okt 1 EdEko] o] A S(Paik et al., 2005) X
o= Ao UHA Sli=tl ol= & AtolA] B+t TOCEE
7F Zantol A 7HE A vrehd A3t X ReK(Table 3). 0] 9]
ol & ZANES SHAo)| BRA| ek 23R AF9 3709 B o
207 TS FUl(Musculista senhousia) 330 ind./m?, 11
2 EZZHo] 190 ind./m? HEAA] Yo F(Mediomastus
californiensis) 80 ind./m? 5-2] =02 ZA|of v|3] SV}t
ol2fgt Aik= QA 91A Q1 Kef| Ahazof o3t Al A A =

Ego
1
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(a ) Group average

Similarity
o
3

100+

of Wz 4 1k, o] A el E|4E F71o] ket 7| sl el F1)
I HSAA GOl 7FY] w&5 Al S7F UEhd Aes B
oltk(Yoon et al., 2014).

HEMMdzE 28 A=

ZAF 717 28 WP AANEL ARG 718F 3 FARE
£ YA A EHE 37 9] Aavtat FAaghe] 35% o] sk
EfLE AR A B A= 3 9] Bt Beof v]sf WA Urelyt
o} Lartol A= TR AR o] &} A2 ARS A A ol 7}
ER ] = e s Bt o P R e R B - R
A2 % o] (Nephtys polybranchia)7} £-8.% ¥l 52 2
Asto] Zb7] th2 AaE Blvh BE A HoflA] A 1Lz

SR Gol= TaTlA 7MY =2 /82 AR AR
ot A = AR 22 FRg B3on, FAaTh o]
Qlof| = Tz AR AR G o|(Cirrophorus furcatus), <59
HU7IA AR 0| (Aricidea assimilis) 5] & & 5}o] LAk}
TS oS Bt o] 22 YA 94 S oletal dA) et
A2 Q1 A Mgt zfoeF A 2| A Ao whet Lanka) F4
Hho] A= v A E2E Uehd 2oz Ak 3k A
A ZAA o)A & YAz A QA B4 & 2ol whet 2
S AAYE Y A2 Apo| & B THFig. 5). o K
217} 2 eut WS 5ol f1A]8) olol Al d ez Qs ol
710l A o &2 A7t H o2 F 2AF 2] Gof| vl th P A4
e A A7 = A Uehd A o' gL e =
S AP Al 24 Q1 H o H]af] A€} sHA| Ato] o] Al W
ol o W2 A 07 yepton, g AANE 3 127 59%
O 7P =& A= S H Atk o]= F=rt EA A stA =9
B 24 M3kt gmS-gmS= AQEal, K2 gS-mS O & it}
T7F1.66 @ oA 3.67 @ 2 L& (mud)o] F 5.58 =obA] ¥
o] Zth= HE ¥ = k. B Aol AFE B Z B4 £
ok [EA 2P AXH)7F 830 ind /M2 =& AU EE

(b) Transform: Square root

Resemblance: $17 Bray Curtis similarity

2D stress: 0.06 | [Sed|

Sand

W Mud
Similarity
35
45

g 0L, Aol U B Ee] F712 50 ind me] A4 E
AAE BT U EAE F7ke] AR skl wet g %
AR Yol7k g ST A9 HFE Wl EAA
ol 2 WAR T & 2A) 4 B o AY wte] 2
U ERE 3 B4 v, FRE7} 20 o4 3743t 2
38 7Pk Table 5). 55, 29| uhAe A4 A w L 27
ol 1,180 ind /2 &84 2 A Folsh F 3ok @
AFE B, BRE sl et 24 fAHEL B ]

ZF o upx|ehe] A ot A ahotgt A, A
o} 1A AAHEE Lavto] A 230-1,760 ind./m? (Bt 995
ind/m?)& 7P =oron thg-o 2 ®Eo]|A] 1,180-470 ind./
m? (B 825 ind./m?), 3ol 4] 810-110 ind./m? (F 460
ind/m?) =02 Yepgth BARF GA] AAEEe} -2 A5k
ol LATHE 2,321.8 gWWtm?), 2 & (HaF 1,547.9 gWWt/
m?), S (B 525.5 gWWi/m?), ZATHE T 5 gWWn?) <
O VRO, FATRS ZAof| BEx|Ehe] 0.2 gWWHm? (10
ind./m?), S}A| o= A3 =] 2] RhTHFig. 6a). E3F, ATl A
vpr|eke] Bt AAL e} 7 A el s TR A
o\ A LA = A WSt w2 AL E F7F A4S UERd B
G} e ohs oh 2 AFE Btk o= A w2 upx|gk 4
o] AYAF S Bk A28 2|l 7k ol SJgk gaFol Ao
2 Holi=t| vpx|eke] A/ A AL e v]go] ZAol| 7.8 A4
ShA ol 1.6°.8 7r4:317] wjtolch(Fig. 6b). Ak vRA|=}
A&7} ZA]0] 230 ind./m?E Kot} 317 ol 7.7490(1,760
ind./m?) Z7Fek ¥hH AR 1.68) S7kske] 22 7iA1 2] H
0] HOHSE U 4= 9l o] mairzo ofglt Bl Ao &
o WS AR F7& YA ST Yo 2 Az ET
2] 3L vpR]Eto] AR E] 2] ok FHANRS: A| Q) A Al B

Hir
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Fig. 6. Manila clams at each study site show density, biomass (a) and ratio of biomass/density (b) with seasonal variations.

79l o} vy wE AR A A UEe] vlgo] Azl
w27l om, S5 REL 1489 2719 A 02 et
o}, 58] ofxke] 27 o= 2|9) 271 ) A7} ol 7121 31 8
Aol 45 271] AR} o] ZEHsto] vix|eto] g o =
AR A0 Teke,

AT YA 94 EHE 240] 12 A4 S o) B4
2} U $A] AoiARel Lamta Bavke A Aol
gho} wejol Hls) WO $7]% gego] Ao £e 5
49 WATk(Fig 3). UA 94 $4Q) TATHE 71 B
ZA7HE Uefjo] (Table 4) 2|2 W37} B ool 1] e
o] QIri(Fig. 4). E, 24Tt ol o] AAAE AL A
4 wiso] wel su o] 4 Z7}elATk(Table 5). o] 23t Wik
Q19129 mafatzo] olg 3 B % A BT} 4712 F
& wslo] oja) 7|55 EEe AAAE 71%l0] Z713 A3}
= giekelc e ARHEel AAAZe AN UL Zvte
£ AT R A sle) 19l F7hs E rhE 2w A 2 v
5% EE BE7 Hol Ao] Brjulslr|o] uix|zke] 44 A
aloll golafof 3 o= Az,

Bantole Zanld 2o Ul AR o R A8 24
3 i) wlzsah, B2 B 24 5 AEACEE 65.0%)°]
714 9 AlEl .00 A4 o] 71 ke ol 51T Table
2). ol2igt HAse] B4 o g g Wt ohjet & &
H F40] o] Woron, B8] % rokwe} #5 w7} A
©2 B o]o] ]3] & EA4L B r(Table 5). LUt uix]
2o BT AAEE] AAUE HolH BT B oS
3} w8 71 ke Ao w sjelE|g o n, 28 12 $h4o]X]
g 99140l mal Aws} F7) 20 o g Lanka AR
LAY 2U RS BATHFig ). B3, AT SEAr
PV o] )x]8t0] 7].20] 714 42 ol 451917] whio]
(Fig. 4) 3% 712.2] 3ol wlgtal A whaliz 2| & vz of
3 2|42 Q] P2o] WaT Ao Woltt,

A 9A) BAQl B 1A 293t HAE 2(ERYE
29 0)& Heon], 2AX A F A ghefol (Wit 75.5%) 7}
2 o]Aol SHTH(Table 2). AL Fapo] 71 2 Hl22

)

m e

S0l whet 7] & el 7HE Hekew, AVSTE A e HEE
A 2 o o2 BRR1lE JItK(Table 3). A A =S| AU =S
Azt whet shA|of] ARE7 e A e 2 0= ey Rk
T th e 2u) o) F7HskS=T, ol EAl00 A2 2719
v 2t} 3 EA Q@ A ol 7F & S =(0.49)0] =LA 7]
of gt WA shAof BEA| ko] AR/ A A e v &2 TR RO
T 7t 24 SV AR HRItK(Table 5). 53], e 2t
7ol vj3f & Sd X As] 7HAE 1S ™ (unpublished data),
2 Aol A A o vRRIEE 2| a7} 2FAjske] shAof Qb Ao
B ote S4S BV WZol 5 oFE o viAlE oo
2 A7) Sfel Kl 22 e} Z]af Aito] Qlof A& Q1 e
b mes Ao wekEn,

FE ool HaBe] ATl 59.9-80.8% Wl
A} 740l ZAE] 418 B0l AVS7) el 251 7]
291 0.2 mgS/g2] 2F 66.5% 45(0.133 mgS/g) 2.2 ZA|of| th
&8 5= S elE 4 Slgle(Table 3). olo} Bt e
L E AT A, BAT A WS B o T
o 712 §o] ol o 2 Ao diEs
tl(Yoon, 2021), 71 =ZA bl o &afi7} W=7 dojuf=
AU 4= Qo] f7lE el whE Ala 210 kS A
F2 0 & ulolsly| 919t F7F ZAL e E|ojof & Al o7 AY
ZHelTh, o Q= AT =E AR R E FE A= o 4= 9l
0] = ahA A|2o] Hdf 40°C7HA] =Eatol(Fig. 4) A
HEZo] 7P 2 o] o & ufotE| Gl 7o, 3 o] Y 1L
F-2of| w2 Bhx| et B A A A= T sfjof et o8- mfedo]
il PARAIR L 2=

]

SO

Al AL

o] AT 2025W%E FYSARIEHY SAkEEHATANY
(R2025015)9] Ugko g 43l Aol )
EPYTh B 2 =58 A AESHA o fo8t 20 F
A1 o} o] AALSIUEEA) Zhate] W AT
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