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ABSTRACT Lophius litulon is an important benthic fish species which distributes in the
northwest Pacific. From May 2008 to February 2009,a total of 663 L. [litulon samples at body
lengths of 45 ~ 650 mm were collected from the East China Sea and the Yellow Sea. Based on
the stomach content analysis, feeding habits and ontogenetic variation of L. [litulon were inves-
tigated by chi-squared test, one-way ANOVA test, and cluster analysis. More than 120 species
of prey were ingested by L. litulon. Osteichthyes and Natantia were the major important prey
groups. At species level, the dominant preys were Pseudosciaena polyactis ,Cham psodon cap-
ensis » Apogonichthys lineatus , Acropoma japonicum , and Trichiurus haumela. No significant
difference was found for feeding intensity between different regions or different size-groups, but
the diet composition was significantly different among three regions in ingestion of Osteichthyes
and Natantia, and significant ontogenetic differences among the ingestion of Crangon a f finis,
Palaemon gravieri, A. japonicum, P. polyactis, and T. haumela. Cluster analysis on onto-
genetic variation revealed two major groups, one group consisting of L. litulon at body lengths

shorter than 250 mm, the other group at BL. longer than 250 mm. The food diversity index, diet
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composition, and food weight of prey species varied with the increasing of body length. Thus, it

can be concluded that ontogenetic diet composition variation follows the “optimal foraging theo-

”

ry”.
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Table 1 The food composition of L. litulon in East China Sea and Yellow Sea

o VA 1 ARUEIL AR A
F2& Groups and species South Yellow Sea North East China Sea South East China Sea
F% IRIY% F% IRTY% F% IRI%
3 J£ 2§ Cephalopoda 24,72 3.77 22.89 2.16 30. 00 8.50
Z B I 5 W Abralia multihamata / / / / 3.33 0.55
KR8 0 Todarodes paci ficus 2.25 1.68 1. 20 0. 04 / /
BN LW Loligo edulis / / / / 10. 00 5.27
SIIAME G (WFPD Loligo edulis budo / / / / 3.33 0.51
H AWM 2, Loligo japontca 4. 49 0.72 1.81 0.06 / /
P M S Loligo kobiensis / / / / 6.67 1. 18
W E Loligo sp. / / 6.63 0. 94 / /
4 50 Sepia esculenta 2.25 0.08 / / / /
N B0, Sepia prashadi / / / / 3.33 0.82
I H- 2, Sepiola birostrata 5.62 0. 31 1. 20 0.01 / /
H 5 F} Sepiolidae gen sp. 8.99 0. 97 9. 64 1. 06 / /
WY Argonauta argo / / 0. 60 0.01 / /
S Octopus ocellatus / / 1.20 0.03 / /
ANETHEIN 3k JE 26 Unidentified cephalopoda 1.12 0.01 0. 60 0.01 3.33 0.16
K 2% Macrura 69. 66 37. 66 84. 94 10. 77 13. 33 1. 39
BB MIIT Solenocera alticarinata / / 1.81 0.04 / /
H IS HIUR Solenocera crassicornis / / 11.45 3.06 / /
U4 ¥EKR Solenocera koelbeli / / 0. 60 0.002 3.33 0. 23
KAGMINMR Solenocera melantho / / 2.41 0. 05 / /
SR AR Metapenacopsis barbata 1.12 0.01 7.83 2. 60 / /
# [ AR EF Metapenaeopsis dalei 2.25 0.07 9. 04 0.83 3.33 0.18
K R BF Meta penaeopsis longirostris / / 0. 60 0.003 / /

J& BB XHUF Meta penaeus joyneri 1.12 0.01 / / / /
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xR 1
i AL PR
2% Groups and species South Yellow Sea North East China Sea South East China Sea
F% IRIY% F% IRIY% F% IRI%

W Al X MR Para penaeopsis hardwickii / / 4. 82 0. 20 / /
A IG5 475 X HF Parapenaeopsis tenella 1.12 0.01 7.23 0.48 / /
R G AT UF Parapenaeus fissuroides 4.49 2.15 3.01 0.21 / /
& JNER Trachypenaeus curvirostris 5.62 1. 14 7.23 0.74 / /
[ F MR Acetes chinensis / / / / 3.33 0. 46
HELAF Leptochela gracilis 3.37 0.11 1.81 0.08 / /
B IRKFUF Palaemon gravieri 17.98 16. 89 3.61 0.15 / /
BEWAGE MR Alpheus distinguendus / / 1. 81 0.02 / /
H A S U Alpheus japonicus / / 2.41 0.05 / /
W% REF Heterocarpoides laevicarina / / 4.82 0.19 / /
RUGLLEF Plesionika izumiae / / 12.05 2.03 / /
H WU Crangon af finis 30. 34 17.23 1. 20 0.01 / /
PrIRPEM IR Pontocaris lacazei / / 0. 60 0.002 / /
JLHG B UF Ibacus novemdentatus / / / / 3.33 0.51
ARA[HEIA K B2 Unidentified macrura 2.25 0.05 0. 60 0.002 / /

44 &2 Brachyura 6.74 0.18 10. 84 0. 24 10. 00 1.68
b — W BEFE % Arcania undecimspinosa / / 0. 60 0. 002 / /
40 A5 B B Owalipes punctatus / / / / 6.67 1.49
=P T Portunus trituberculatus / / 0. 60 0.005 / /
YRYCHR T Portunus argentatus 2.25 0.08 0. 60 0. 004 / /
L F R T8 Portunus gracilimanus / / 0. 60 0.01 / /
12 T8 Portunus sp. / / 0. 60 0.003 3.33 0.19
A &g Charybdis variegata / / 3.01 0.11 / /
WEE G Charybdis bimaculata 2.25 0.06 3.61 0.10 / /
R % J& Eucrate sp. 1.12 0.03 / / / /
Al HEA B 26 Unidentified brachyura 1.12 0.01 1. 20 0.01 / /

figf 7 1. 2% Osteichthyes 131. 46 51.92 218.07 84.72 183. 33 87.24
% Gonorhynchus abbreviatus / / / / 6.67 2.38
W44 Engraulis japoninus 11. 24 1.35 9. 64 1.80 3.33 0.23
TR EM L Thrissa kammalensis 1.12 0.01 / / / /
B Setipinna taty 1.12 0.01 0. 60 0.01 3.33 0.38
JI#5% Coilia ectenes 2.25 0.12 / / / /
X B HEA Synodus macrops / / / / 3.33 0.28
J 3kt Har podon nehereus 3.37 0.28 10. 24 3.95 3.33 0.37
H At Hime japoninus / / / / 3.33 0. 35
LR JRAT 1 Myctophum pterotum 1.12 0.01 10. 84 3.00 / /
HL7CAT 48 Alloconger anagoides / / / / 3.33 0. 64

A8 JE Alloconger sp. / / 1.81 0.17 6.67 1.69
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B ARUEIL AR
F12& Groups and species South Yellow Sea North East China Sea South East China Sea
F% IRIY% F% IRIY% F% IRI%

RIBW) 8% Rhynchocymba ectenura / / / / 3.33 0. 38
JH B R W8 Rhynchocymba sivicola / / / / 3.33 0. 38
¥ SRR M i Gymnothorax reticularis 1.12 0.08 / / / /
HiAT 68 Dysomma anguillaris / / 0. 60 0.01 / /
WG s 68 Muraenichthys gymnopterus / / 0. 60 0. 002 / /
# KR8 Bregmaceros macclellandii / / 8.43 1.12 / /
Z W 5 Coelorhynchus multispinulosus 1.12 0.01 3.01 0.16 / /
Wy % )& Coelorhynchus sp. 3.37 1.04 0. 60 0.01 / /
Al § 8 Sirembo imberbis / / 1.81 0.03 / /
R I8 Neobythites sp. / / 0. 60 0.01 3.33 1. 34
H A 5 Zeus ja ponicus / / / / 3.33 0. 30
T Sphyraena pinguis / / 0. 60 0.02 / /
i J& Sphyraena sp. / / / / 3.33 0.43
5 BB KRB Priacanthus macrocanthus 1.12 0.01 / / 3.33 1.41
KICH Acropoma japonicum 7.87 13.37 5.42 0.77 3.33 0.18
R Synagrops argyrea 1.12 0.29 3.01 0.27 16.67 31.42
Ui 4% Rt Apogonichthys lineatus 10.11 1.26 23.49 18.68 / /
BEGE K A% 40 Apogonichthys carinatus / / 2.41 0.09 / /
PULk K42t A pogon quadrifasciatus / / 0. 60 0. 002 / /
it Sillago sthama / / 1. 20 0. 06 / /
A Sillago japonica / / 1.81 0.09 / /
AL 5 Caranx (Carangoides) equula / / / / 3.33 0.16
Yr3eti Trachurus japonicus / / / / 10. 00 5.33
Fe R i £ Johnius belengerii 2.25 0.08 4.22 1.48 / /
H it Nibea albiflora / / / / 3.33 0.55
M it Argyrosomus argentatus 1.12 0.03 6.02 1.58 / /
ot Miichthys miiuy / / 0. 60 0. 004 / /
K ¥ Pseudosciaena crocea / / 1. 20 0.10 / /
/NEE AL Pseudosciaena polyactis 11. 24 3.50 24.70 29. 86 6.67 3.20
WS Mg A0 Collichthys lucidus / / 2.41 0.29 / /
H W Taius tumi frons / / / / 3.33 1. 04
HA{ Pagrosomus major / / / / 3.33 0. 38
NS Paraercis sex fasciatus 2.25 0.19 / / / /
S B2 Y5 4 Cham psodon capensis 10. 11 7.21 22.29 11.13 3.33 0.20
W Enedrias nebulosus 1.12 0.01 / / / /
KB4 Enchelyopus elongatus 1.12 0.01 / / / /
b7 Callionymus olidus / / / / 3.33 0.35
22 617 Calliurichthys doryssus / / / / 3.33 0.19
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F12% Groups and species South Yellow Sea North East China Sea South East China Sea
F% IRI% F% IRI% F% IRI%

Yk fift Callionymus beniteguri / / / / 3.33 0.29
WAt Trichiurus haumela 11. 24 11.08 5.42 1.36 3.33 0.16
4 it Rexea prometheoides / / 0. 60 0.002 / /
it Pneumato phorus ja ponicus 4.49 3.15 / / / /
il 85 Psenopsis anontala 1.12 0. 05 / / / /
PGB RE 1 Triaenopogon barbatus / / 4,22 0.21 / /
7 BEFE th Chaeturichthys stigntatias 1.12 0. 04 13. 25 2.60 / /
N LK RGBS 0 Chaeturichthys hexanema / / 1.81 0. 04 / /
#5% 1 Bl Gobiidae gen sp. / / 0. 60 0.01 3.33 0.17
Bk 5 B8 5 B Brachypterois serrulatus / / 0. 60 0.002 / /
Ll Parapterois heterurus / / / / 3.33 0.27
i fift Erisphex pottii 3.37 0.14 4.22 0.17 / /
FEfill Minovs monodactylus / / / / 3.33 0.94
LR4E 0 Chelidonichthys kumu 2.25 0.28 4,22 0.92 3.33 0.16
TTICLLIR Ml Lepidotrigla guntheri / / / / 3.33 0. 50
Bt ELLIR G Lepidotrigla kishinouyi / / / / 3.33 0. 86
LLIR )R Lepidotrigla sp. 2.25 0.13 / / / /
2114y Bembras japonicus / / / / 3.33 0.61
LW T8 Liparis tanakae 4. 49 1.63 / / / /
W A Paralichthys olivaceus / / 0. 60 0.01 / /
TR BEBE Pseudorhombus pentophthalmus / / 1.81 0.11 / /
KBEGEEE Psettina iijimae / / 1.81 0.03 / /
+ 1L Psettina tosana / / 0. 60 0.01 / /
HE Crossorhombus azureus / / / / 3.33 0.32
- #} Bothidae gen sp. / / 0. 60 0.003 / /
AR Pleuronichthys cornutus 1.12 0.02 2.41 0.09 / /
K Tanakius kitaharae / / 0. 60 0.03 / /
WRHEE Plagiopsetta glossa / / / / 3.33 0.33
1B BEFi 85 Aseraggodes kobensis 1.12 0.01 0. 60 0.01 / /
WEKMR Zebrias zebra 1.12 0.08 0. 60 0.01 / /
AR T 85 Cunoglossus robustus / / 0. 60 0.003 / /
W ) Cunoglossus semilaevis / / 0. 60 0.01 / /
FEARE B Cunoglossus gracilis / / 1. 81 0.07 / /
T )8 Cunoglossus sp. 1.12 0.02 3.61 0.18 / /
PL =l Triacanthodes anomalus / / / / 3.33 0. 40
et i Lo phius litulon 1.12 0.03 1. 20 0.02 / /
AREHEIA a2 Unidentified osteichthyes 20.22 6.42 16. 87 4. 14 30. 00 28. 66

HAl 2 Others 13.47 6.48 15. 66 2.11 9.99 1.19
H R Ostreidae gen sp. / / / / 3.33 0.16
2 [5G Philine kinglipini 1.12 0.01 / / / /
7 Vi 5544 UF Photis kapapa 1.12 0.01 / / / /
KOE R IR Euphausia paci fica 5.62 0.33 / / / /
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gk 1
FhJ& Groups and species South Yellow Sea North East China Sea South East China Sea
F% IRIY% F% IRIY% F% IRIY%
T EE R Pagurus sp. / / 0. 60 0.01 / /
HWR i, Oratosquilla oratoria 1.12 0.01 1. 20 0. 04 / /
¥R S & Oratosquilla sp. / / 7.23 1. 14 / /
i U@ Sagitta sp. 3.37 6.11 / / / /
P38 J& Phyllophorus sp. 1.12 0.01 / / / /
K W)l % Squalus mitsukurii / / / / 3.33 0.66
oAl Other / / 6.63 0.92 3.33 0. 37
43t Total 246.07 100 352.41 100 246.67 100

B AR AR L AR AR g g v s B AR B A E R EOR. 2R K HE ST K B2 (6 =15. 87,
P<C0. 001) FIAE - 8.9 (5 =19. 58, P<C0. 001) #RA4 B 1 25 19 DX I A8 A T =k I 26 (5 = 2. 49, P=>0. 05) Al 2
(' =0.67,P>0.0) R AAARE, HESWHWKELRBERA 22 F B ELEMBE(NIRI>20) R
6 R, TEEGEEIR NEEBIF C. affinis B ERKBIF P, gravieri H{EKZEPINTEF P, fissuroides; TE 4
WAL ER , P RS HENR S, crassicornis IRER M. barbata M IFLLUEF Plesionika izumiae . 5 &4 ifiF 14
FEANE AR AL (A9 i) H5 I g 5 (34 PO R R &8 (37 FD £, RIGLH B W h i F 2 M (N IRI>
2V FE/NEE A P, polyactis SR A, lineatus BEEY 0 C. capensis okt H. nehereus. B IELT
i M. pterotum FF JBUARE M C. stigntatias; B, FEFE T K CH Acropoma japonicum M Trichi-
urus haumelaﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@\/l\ﬁfﬁ*ﬂ@ﬁ@ P. japonic'us;?EﬁT‘ﬂ%B, %‘é‘%ﬂﬁﬂﬂjﬁ%ﬁﬁ%?@% S. argyrea"ﬁ
SJft T. japonicus /N M BRAE G, abbreviatus,

IR H R Y S X I R B 113, 7700, 5 B RO 19.49% . 734 B W R B 50 0
(136. 64%0) 1 T A ML (105, 74%0) FUA R (94, 45%0) s K 5, R B 3 A4 X 4o B i 4 1) - 47 75 A 0l 22 5%
AR (F=2.89, P>>0.05), =5 B &, BE a8 (23.4200) @& T AWM AL 30 (17. 48000 Fl 7K ¥ 1 ¥4
(18.92%0) KB & B 3xX 3 A DX B ZE fL L A B35 (° = 1. 64, P=>0. 05),

2.2 ERSEASIMBERENEWL

SR B 1A B B R i CRE AR i 9 BBORE RO 7 30 B ZE A0 IR RVE I 45~650 mm, 5 H 730 6 A KA
(3 2). BEEEEET-2 B R R RO 25 B AR B3I A . S A A PRI 4 01 3 B AR T AR R 22 51
AN (F=2.06,P>>0.05), 7% B R 25U A B E ( =8.41,P>>0.05) , Q5 ¥ H 4 gL 45~ 249 mm Fl
250~650 mm P4, & B H O35 B 10 R 8022 0 3 (F=6. 65,0. 01<TP<C0. 05) , 25 Al i 3 (° = 4. 65,

0. 01<<P<C0.05), 52 SEEHEANKKSA

Table 2 Feeding habits of L. litulon in each size-group

&K Body length (mm) <150 150~199 200~249 250~299 300~349 =350

B4 Number 40 31 49 120 63 51

SEH A Average body length(mm) 114,78 172. 29 230. 76 275. 80 322.13 424,08
S 347 18 Ml 22 %% Average stomach fullness index (%) 125. 31 177.81 126. 80 102. 34 96.91 105.11
238 # Empty stomach percentage( %) 32.50 19. 35 24. 49 18.33 17. 46 9. 80
EYFIIEE Number of prey species 15 15 31 74 61 58

Y ZREPEFE B Food diversity index 1.51 1. 84 2.42 2. 80 2.51 3.01
BY) I E R Average food weight(g) 2.06 15.08 12.56 18.53 14. 04 30.12
/MY HE R Minimum food weight(g) 0.002 0. 30 0.25 0. 37 0.02 0.35
fix KB WY E & Maximum food weight(g) 6.10 51. 80 94. 50 132. 20 96. 23 395. 80
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AR W) Z AR B (H ) 5K 2 IEAOC /N T 200 mm (9 8 6% 6 W) ZREPERE BUN T 2. B RS
i b, FEPIBEEMENF SF W Sagitta sp. MR Engraulis japoninus F1X I H- 5 W, Sepiola birostrata %
ANTIPERHAE W) F . BEE R B I, W Z AP B 3 B AN B th /N T 150 mm B 15 AR F)
KT 250 mm B 74 Fi, 55 IO B 852 B A8 Sy /N A0 i AL RO R B R ORI Sk R 2 A R TR AE )
EREREERKYIME., EARKANE PR ZEA 9 fl, W ECHR IR A IR B fa ek, LR
AT f 4 45 KAt N BT R il B porrii, W EGAREE AN VR (09 24 R K R o A R K Y
i T R /N R AR AN

BB 0 B ) 2 B BE A K AR AR T S AR KN T 150 mm (9 32 SR A K R S 4 I B I A R (0 IR
ik 46.49%0) . B B B0, BT B A f 2B RN, %6 TRT A M\ 23. 62 %6 (45~150 mm) 3§ Jin 5] 86. 86 %0
(200~650 mm) , 45 3] 2 /N 5 10 FHE 10, B i 20 90 32. 35 %6 (300~349 mm) I 14. 06 % (300~ 349 mm) , &
gt F LA YRR R AR LR 3. &R L H. HE Y i a EAE IR (° =49. 86, P<T0. 01) & IR K IR
(3 =15.96,P<C0. 0D MK IGHH (* =16. 17, P<<0. 0D Bl A& 7 A1 ) i 38 B9 A2 1k s /N £ (5 = 13. 07,0. 01<TP<C
0. 05) Al f1.(y* =13. 74, 0. 01<TP<C0. 05) i ) 7 A 1.3 19 728 1k 5 J 655 045 £ (5* = 2. 88, P=>0. 05) (g 1 (" =
9.31,P>0.05) AR (y* =2.87,P>0.05) Je k(" =9. 94, P=>0. 05) M-E R JET 1 (* =9. 50, P>
0. 05) b & & B AR (b A 2, B B IR £ 22 I ZE200 mm bl FARK 4100 E &9 /N £ 2 ILZE 200 mm
DL B AR 20 T A O B iy £ A EC A R 32 2 A 300 mm DA BARKAH  HRFERE & B2 A .

®3 BERBFEFERWMEIRI>2VO AR KL

Table 3 Ontogenetic diet composition variation of L. litulon in each size-group

&K Body length (mm) <150 150~199 200~249 250~299 300~349 =350
INEEA P, polyactis 0. 54 1.33 26. 19 25. 81 32.35 9.83
&Rt A, lineatus 2.32 11. 48 4. 60 14.11 9.57 8. 42
S EE G C. capensis 2. 46 0.18 11. 67 9.61 9.16 12.76
WA T. haumela / / 0. 14 1.51 14. 06 3.35
BIRKEFUR P. gravieri / / 2.22 0. 50 5.11 8. 36
K A, japonicum / / / 0.35 4.71 18. 24
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