FI1TEEIW
1993 4 9 A

KEEY ¥R

ACTA HYDROBIOLOGICA SINICA

Vol. 17, No. 3
Sept. ,1993

?‘.\‘%-\%\A‘/\%\/-‘/\‘,q/\;\

mﬁﬁmg

Sememei e e

WRGENERSHRERRIIT

S f

CPEA R KEEH R LRI 430072)

PREDATION OF GOBIOCYPRIS RARUS ON CULEX LARVAE

Wang Jianwei

(nstitute of Hydrobiology, Academia sinica. Wuhan 430072)

E3 4] WAmm FER |E K44
Key words

FRAESHXNBRREWFHR. B M
BiASUCH G BBENMER 2 BERRB.ESH I,
3t LA (Gambusia affinis Baird et Girard) LK
K aAMARCEAR A BH " EE
WEEHB. FHAEFEHMEENIBRSEHTIL
HEAEREXM KA FTHYHRH AL,
HHEREFR REANLEHMBTHE
R FREEHRFMRAHE B HLERA
H T FR K W0 T T 0 AR B TR SRR
BENRBROEE VHTFREKREHS XM
FE A1) 25 0 DX B KB

O M19 (Gobiocypris rarus) e RE A M
R R RE EREECEE. RENK
Kb ARAERME TR MR EL RN
SRR K A AR R AR
PSS B EREE®. AR EERMAL RL
s 7K 8 651 % D) A W 0K B TF R B U R
DR H, 1991 4 11 B HER XEEIT TR 47 S
RS R R RN P IKR GEW T A e
MAERM B RANERER. it — B ER LT
HBANAKEE D, 19924 5--6 AT I %
A RS R RO AT,

ZE ST P

FF 00 B 5 4t %, 4 1990 §°.1992 4 %
ANUNENELM“FR”, EHH 1990 FNEX

Gobiocypris rarus. Culex, Predation, Larvivorous fish

HHMEMERNE R R A B RSB
Lt EEENERFERPFRFREM LW RAE
W (Culex quinquefasciatus Say) 1R, 55— E
B Culex spp. S181 WA BT REL W R HR ., XM
HRE A 14 B.20 5o RiRE, &
LK 3--4 Ml 5 H N XFIHEEA) B o 5 B
500 HLEME DR ehQU ORI HRELTE,
Uk EH BB TEHEE.

W1 KRR P AT, AN 40X 20X
25em I KKBIPR—EBaE— A FER 48
X 33X 25cm MK 10 B, KR4S HH
Boftfr BB BIE NS 10d, BB B#HTT
RANEREARARRM 44 5 st o
EOHERETRR(KBART 1. B0
50— By B AT S R A R IR Y £ T A e 2R B AR
T 7R GRR AL 2", R AT RR S
TR 1d MR U LR REZ A
Bl 2 iR PR Tk ks, KR &
H 0y Ay o Res T S R B A R AR
MR ETERAFEN. SUiFBEFER KK
HhEY. Kk 22— KRR, KEHE
WE % 5—7mg/L,pH {H 6.9—7.9, %
16h . E—MWBT199255 825 H E6 A4 H

» EYAWNXEHTRAES SFREE.
1992 & 12 A 28 B H.



r-,

3 R W G R 4N AR R B B 291

T, FH KR 23.6C(21.6—24.8C), B Bt
F6 A5 HZE 15 Hifr, ¥k 25.5C
(24.2--27.1C).,

g R

1. ARMENE K . KESNMER

AR A B A o4 = IR R 2 L o R I 4
HF R RBHEREANEK GBS E
k. HhMEgI1—21 AikkER N
F (1. 6mm), MEKHY 3 8B DR E 4 KN
E,FHER 0.17g, MEE R T A B8 (444—
ATTD K EEH A B 4K 1. 4mm . 0. 06g. X
B ARI AR MBEREAKERPE
FEENELAR, 3L 11 K. B R R4 20 . U 1%
FLREIERREMMEY . B, A 80 88 LU 4
BARFBH WAL EEO: KL,

WA A B B R T AR SN
AR AR R A, 34 B4y it i 3 K 1 o
WK ARENN B A -Foh b F M.
R 2ALIE Y & 2R R 3ok 3o a R GRS S s
Mk FRBERK.

2. AN ERSHHERR

HAGE RN EMAEIRER AN K
D). FH¥HK 32. 9mm K E 0. 75g (9 1 B F A i
W, Y ERHBRERS M 106.4 BN T
19.-0mg F E. H # 444—477d, ¥ ¥ & K
35. 3mm, & H 0.83g MW 8. FHEE A
R 1514 H, M4 F 24.omg FE, MEEX,F
B 45 Imm K E 1. 77g 19 3 88 L T4 R
BEEE XK. SEAHEE 239.4 A8 38.1mg F
HA g R Zetelik 500 AL, BR, 4
R E  BEREK.

BREAERKEN 1S F1— 144, B Y AHE
B& 124. 6 HL O FENARNBEE 2—5 407
HERHE 143. 6 2, {2 i FHE 45 HRE,
FHEETERE ARG XBM FYIEER
23.6mg K THURXRBGRAMOIBELR

18. 9mg. B, A5 0 R AE 1 Bk b B
BafMABRRAT MABHARHSR. Bl
K. N 1I—1 E1—4 AK 21 F 2—2 47
ML B ERBRE KT AMRERER
ZFa,

HRBHAHEYBA, TR EKERE
E-B¥HATEE. AAMEXMETMEHR A
-5 % -1 HRE MEANRHHMEBEER
EBEHER >0, BEFHEEO. 78,
GRAMEE127.9 A 23. omg A PR E
0.71g, B/ 122. 4 R 23. 4mg.,

W’
A [ K f JE % B 4 B B B B/ DR A
] &9 » {5 B F A (R R 30 B X P R/ L

R/ AR KR FE SRR AR, LR [E
REZFFXGTHROYABERBOKX/DEFES

TR NELAYTRLE A S A i H R R

# W gk F & B 3 i (Macropodus chinensis
Bloch)M), A%, 3 # f YR E 1. 77, T H
HERME 239.4 NG FHKERN 1. 93g M
TR B -t H S 80 247 HAHIE; S A i
RIRR AL EEHE 1L.oog UT.HHEERH®
A BHAE 100 QU L. B —HBH 80.8 2,
XBRIERXFMER/MEEM R R B FEH
58 A,

— A B R B, K
BanyYREEENEMAR . ETFTAREH,
HTERMEERMEEMEESER. BEH
M EHREEFEREY NG EENEE. HE
FAKE, ERNM RS RBERBEA. WHER
ROGEMEREFSIRME . 2L EEHENK
PEF AT SRWAMLE REHEEA FAE
R AN R afR S, EREENEE. >
SRR BE AR R RS o AR R, TR
A —FRBEE T3, XOE F T 28 FE A
X R,



292 K % &£ ¥ ¥ # 17 %
%1 HEGMHNLHRHRRE
Tab.1 Predation of rare minnow on mosquito larave
SR | BRE £ 8B R A KN SHRESNSAERG
O | #HO ® HKkmm) | #E@ | SO%HO | SRTHO
1—1 14 41.4 1.41 117—338 242.8
1—2 13 48.0 2.04 102—549 337.8
2—1 12 41.9 1.50 366—995 321.5
1% 3yr 48.0 2. 26
1—3 12 40.0 1.02 120—279 190.0
1—4 1% 51.0 2.42 124—547 326.7
2—2 12 40. 4 1.07 430—870 282. 4
1% 51.0 2.45
1—5 1t 31.2 0.47 73—339 147.2
1—6 12 35.2 0. 66 43—209 121.7
1—7 1% 35. 1 0. 80 48—218 125. 6
1—8 14 35.2 0.70 63—172 120.5
1—9 1% 444—454 d 37.8 0. 96 65—197 121. 6
1—10 14 34.4 0. 64 36—198 138.6
1—11 1% 35.2 0.76 67—245 146. 4
1—12 12 32.9 0. 61 47—194 125.2
1—13 1% 32.6 0. 60 58—181 1181
1—14 12 34.0 0. 68 37—150 80.8
2—5 |644% 455—465d 35.2 0.76 989—1989 143. 6
1—19 |545%| 465—477d 35.6 0.94 992—2433 184.1
1—20 [545% 36. 1 0.95 794—2784 153. 4
1—21 |525% 1yr 32.9 0. 75 537—1574 106. 4
1—22 [545% 3yr 44.9 1.77 1028—2973 200. 4
(DExperimental group; @Number of fish and sex; @Age; @Average body size during experiments,
body length (mm), body weight (g); @®Number of mosquito larvae predated per day; ®Range
per group; (DAverage per individual.
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