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et sl /k EIZREHMHERR "

WEEY BERE ERT

(FEMERKEEYHER, KRR 430072)

BE LHSKEREREENMBERIVAARENTAREY, LERNEFRHY. BYR
Kt ARG R AETE LR, B ARAB R, B E A, KB, ot M A B A b 3 B &k E A
BEFERLM,

X EWEkER, BR, FHEE, FEIY

UL 48 817K F (Cyclops vicinus Uljanin) B 60 AR DAk — B2 #1404 R IR B AL 2
Az —. Z0FEM, ERMBEREC LS 1 P 8KE (Mesocyclops leuckarti), I B,
HARBIE R LA BB FD, 1996 F 12 A, HEEHEIL 60 ind. / L. 3 HJLTHERY
BREXWHRVIRTHEARMNAFRT S, HEFSKFINBERESHEZR. 5
BMERFIMH XN AL RIZLRE 10 BEXRDRETERETA. ERBAKRBY
W HEE S 80 FARPHILIRIN 30 ind. / L THEEMEN 1 ind. / LEARDY, EHP
SIKBAEEFH A REFENERRIZIRE - MEABRITHEEETERA,
ERRENRMESEALEH. BRI EEXARN -8B, BB HEHEEELXS
HERHSIWZEAMHAEXER, RN ERSKEANHENHERESIYWH FTBRA
(Top—Down Effect) .

1 BRAE

1996 £ 10—12 8, R KM A FLE 120um KRB PUREF s, XH 11HR
BHIUHETEEXLE: BELA A KE, BLAXKEA EWIE (Daphnia hyalina) .
Ri& — W (D. carinata ssp.). & B B IX (Moina micrura), R REEEHNER N
(Brachionus diversicornis), TRB B3 ® (B. urcealaris) , BB B B (B. calyciflorus),
A RE R R B (B angularis), ¥ I £ B % R (Polyarthra dolichoptera), & ¥ & &
(Asplanchna) , ¥ . 8 W (Rotaria neptunia) , JRE NP H #  (Vorticella) . F W sh ¥ &3t
FL42 K 120um, 330um, 650um A 5% 48, 43 A /M B! (120—330um) K B! (330—650um) F

1997-01-234 3.
DRAETIERL AWXKRFRERBHEEYTRE.
*AWHABIRKESSEYHEARABAFESALRIESNEX AR FES T RES (%i539430101) KBy,
£ 3SR A R R, RAB MR IR, E B,
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¥, ¥ REMFHY LS REBA S 35umif T K BEE L) . HEBR
EPRT ISR, RAFURAAMEE LM R, BT RRJEE, ARKIEXER K E W
BRI AN, KA IZENIE N lumol m s~ ' (B X 40W HIELT RS 10h) A& K 500ml
A ML I AT

£ 330—650um T 38, [T ETEE M BEIKRIENHRE. KR EHEE)M
B (EHEE)BEINER. BEBYKRETEASIKZRAEE MK LH+P, LR
MERAA2ANERE, BE,.5—-LREDPHE 20 MEFEIKER. LRHFFLE 24h. TREFSG
£ 35umBy IR M I3 38, TS DRI B B BARETE 5% BR DB .

HARH AL FR = Ne — Ne 15&5[5]‘
T Np

Hf . FRAKRERR, B REY « /HEE/ X+ IEEHEBEY) (no.prey /
predator / day) , Nc 10 5t R F 59 P E: Ne KR LR P EY FHHE; Np E
HEENEE: TRELRIFESE: B NK, i TRBEEIS%LSDE/DEEEE
B)FITLHE, UEBRARLEZRREEAEERER.

1.1 ENMAKENERITA

IR KBERERABYHHRIEEREERLN UWsemWAHET (REE
35umiF 4853 TR WK, K 0.5cm), A SI- 1B GHE FHR(LEBFRAT £™) 370
B T M MWK EERE BN (NE SmdBHKOEBETERETHE. &
BITRAERF.H 10 MREX, S MESSIKERARE sml ZBHKHHENL, BTE
#MEE (10 x 4) T, B 10min WEERSUKBHBEEITH, B RNELBRIFLEL 3—4h,
1.2 BRXE
1.2.1 ESSIKEITNRTEHDWARE NT/PRBESY, EBUME AT EDOE
B, RIGE R PIERA 2 35umid 5 BK OB IBEF, fRYEEN 500 ind. / 500ml £4.
1.2.2 ASSKENARMNIENNRE AT HEESSUKFIREANEEY
BEERNES, 4 H 20 MPRBEEE + 20 MM EMELR K 20 KERBE + 20 MR
MR HT R R,

1.2.3 EHEHEHEPKERALRNVM A LRI S00ml 1A PL M
17, (855 % 4 51 8 20,40, 60,80, 100 ind. / 500ml. LA HEHF 2 MEE,

1.2.4 KEBEXESSKEBRALNRE AmBEnRER 501 8RKE KRS, KK
BAAFIFEE 10C.20C.30C. ¥ ATHELRUHBRBET KEAN. 8 M ERELXR
A/NFRIRI 40 ML SIKF 204 UL B ARIKRZG T, ERSIKFTRAENER.
1.2.5 ARAXRBEAXRAEEBLYAEREBNRE A FENFELK H LT
TR O IR B 3Bk 24umol mT s ™), 5506 (lumol m~ s, WA EE T B
L'D=240;L:D=168L: D=8 16 MIL:D = 0:24 X 4 A 4. AT EREBEWH
*(,¥E51.2.1,1.2.2 /M 1.2.4 HF.

1.2.6 F#HESSKBHNEHENERET 1996 4 11 A 27 H—12 A 25 B, ERIUKRY

1) 3R£LI-1000 Data Logger, LI-210 SA Sensor ¥, & ELI-CORA &4 =,
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KERMBE OKEY 2m), ER—EBEMESR, B 2.5L KA254 4 2 (0m, 0.5m, 1m, 1.5m) R4
10L IBA& /K, HHEUE K BEMBA RN BETL, R8T 1994—1996 £ 1—4 AF1 12
FAKEBENE M AZEE. DERT A RKET, B8k Z 0 A0 TR,

2 &R

2.1 JLF BB B 0 ok i

RO TILAAREFEHSIY A BKEE, WEERRN, EABRENIESEI KX
We ok B AR, BAMABK, Bk R, KB 1800—2000um A Y T 48 817K & &
KUK EEL900cm /s, FYHEE H33lem/s. EHEYH, EEBRROBBEN
1.75cm / s, R EERBUEEHEBERR R, RRERBLH 0.07cm /s. EHEAKFH
Wik B B AR, X EBEEZHH X TR HIY B AT,

#1 LS B R Br oM ik ok R BE
Tab.l Swimming speeds(cm/s) of several typical zooplankton

% P kb & o & Y& BmE RERESH HENK (KWK RERR
Species C.vicinus D.hyalina Moina |B.calyciflorus|Copepodites| Nauplii |Asplanchna
XK/ |1800—2000(1400—1600{2000—2200|1000—12000100—130q 210—260 | 600—800 [300—400| 300—400
(um)
BAHEBE  9.00 6.45 1.09 0.45 1.75 0.07 0.80 0.22 0.04
(cm/s)
FHyEE 331 2.61 0.46 0.31 1.33 0.04 0.46 0.11 0.04
(cm/s)

2.2 ENSAKEMNERITA

10 MEBE, S MESHIKERATRSE Sml 3B AMEELF, ETEHRET
M., FHREEMNSBEKTES., SEVEUKEMBIEE RS, UELREMES
. JLKMBE, ERSIK FIE T BRI R, Rl S Zxbalfm, BBt (@ 1). &
BREYS, BEENERSH, Ktk 2Ry, BEREY. MEESSKXEE

E2 EARBEERNPERRER R TESAZL
Al ERESSKEEARENE RREE wE R

Fig.l Sketch showing Cyclops vicinus Fig.2 Carapace remains of Daphnia and Moina indicating
attacking and eating a Moina. attack strategies of Cyclops vicinus.
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B, BRI EN A S YRE BRI K R HER. 410 min UG, R EEHRLHEYH
L B AT, W ANEY). BUERBEURT LMAMA R MALRI S, A EHE A A E
A EERNRRR - MREE. B2 hBERTREE, —ERENEYRERENID
F. R BIE Z BE AL ARk (a, by e)  HE (d, g) B (e, ). —ENA RS
BN AHRBXHWBERENERE ALRE BHFHERNBERRMBUBUERT. HEAX
BRI G A & B TR, WTRER B T X R Y AR BEEM LT BEH, 5 T8k
MoK FMILZ K.
2.3 EWMEAKENEFHDWHRR

£ 2 HEWEKBR/PRFW Y P AFRE, EREKENEFTHENERER
BE, NS HRAEHEBRER (1.65), BRAKERR(1.63). N EHERKWBERER
1K (0.05). H3LH L 50% WEDBLEKZHER, BABKEZBBRLRAEM
METREY 2 ).

2 EMSKEX/NRTEHHY (120—330um) B F WA E
(P& Y 5429511 ind./500ml, 3N EH) )
Tab.2 Mean feeding rates (no.prey/predator/day) by Cyclops vicinus on small prey types (120—330um)
at a concentration of 429—511 ind. /500ml. (3 replicates)

YL FHEAE BEAEY RENEY BYBREZHESE %)
Prey types Mean feeding rates (no.cater/ no.provided)  Percentage of eaten prey
BRI Copepodites 0.53+0.04 33/109 30.28
A4k Nauplii 5.75%0.73 346/673 51.41
H % D.hyalina 0.05x0.00 3/9 33.33
BRRBRERHR Bdiversicornis 0.08+0.02 5/9 55.56
FARE R H Burcealaris 0.20%0.03 11/32 34.38
WHEBESR R Bcalyciflorus 1.65+0.08 99/120 £2.50
R RL M Bangularis 0.85+0.28 48/96 50.00
KEE BB R Pdolichoptora 0.18+0.02 8/16 50.00
RERH Asplanchna 0.23%0.07 14/24 58.33
KERfl R ncplunia 1.63%0.19 99/263 37.36
BH Rotifer 0.47+0.06 28/39 71.79
L Vorticella 0.20%0.03 12/27 44.44
Bt 11.75 710/1419 50.04

#3 EPHKENAFHNDELEBREN S B
Tab.3 Multiple range analysis for feeding rates (FR) of large—sized and small-sized Daphnia
by Cyclops vicinus

ik Method: 95% LSD
£ ] PR E FHERE FIRh b Al i 2
Treatment No. replicates Average FR Difference between
i Treatment 1 and 2
| (largesized) 3 0.093 33 —0.126 67°
2 (small-sized) 3 0.220 00

* HEEHESR (denotes a statistically signifcant difference)
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2.4 ESRSIKEXKBI/NBENHR AL

I NEBEKFBANREAPDHFEHNER. BHEEDUEBRLEVBEITE 022)HE
BT REEK0.093).RIMWBERTHMUHERE R, BFKEZ/DERERE
(0480 00) IR BB T KA X (0286 67), XELRHEEREH. MIgEFKA
ANV REEERER, ERSKFZER/PRFH Y.

Fa EPKEMARINNREZRRBNSESH
Tab.4 Multiple range analysis for feeding rates (FR) of large—sized and small-sized Moina
by Cyclops vicinus

T Method: 95% LSD
i34 FATH R R FHERE PIFPLLBE Al 2 5
Treatment No. replicates Average FR Difference between
Treatment 1 and 2
1 (large—sized) 3 0.286 667 -0.19333
2 (small-sized) 3 0.480 000

* H P ENER (denotes a statistically signifcant difference)
2.5 BYEEMNEDIKBRREMILE

EESIK FE 3 PRHBRN BRI REERYEEH T
A, B EREREE, RERRW TR 3). &

—_
—

LKA 10T, 20T, 30T BT T 4RSI K B xt /PR
KM BRI H R 0.25,0.40 1 0.65. HFRFEEKIR
FEmsgmn., FitaR (hik 95%LSD) KW . W& xt
BYHBEEL 10C.20C. 30C3 HARKBLAESS, OkFD 20 A0 G0 6y 100
H2MLEZ EHEBEER (p < 0.05). ‘
2.7 FREBHLBAEESHAZFARQORPW T IO TELE RO SN

FEFEHR N 21umol m s T'BY, SPHFEL:D = 24105 Fy3 The relationship between feeding
L'D=16:8LD=816 fIL: D= 0.24 X 4 FpR[E] 4L rae of Cyclops vicinus and  prey
B, ARSIk B bR R A T IS A R By 0,67, (e Sundard eron ar indicaied
0.61,0.52 #1043, HEXRMENLBFE BN TR, MAL'D=240ML'D=0:24 %
MR ZE, EBEKE S DEELNEIEFEEFER P <005 . EFHOEERN
lumol m *s T 'B) &M T, 2 5 BEC KA MHE I 4 Fhot et B & &, FHJEERD A
0.66,0.63,0.68 #0.57. ARDLEEELEMNSBREREBRAKR., THEESSKEETSE
BB T, MR /NEEE, BB R RHE T BN 5 EREK.
2.8 FHAPEKEMERLENERHS

RESREPNKEREN TN, EET 1996 F 11 A27HE 12 25 HERBK

HEEREY]. (73 95%LSD) Y/ REEHEE R 20 509

60ind/500 | Bf, EABSIKE A N HE AW BEREHBE 3

EREEERSDH 0235077, WEZE0.54), TRER  §

R X AR B MR A B, Sos

2.6 KIEIHEBSIAZRAEMRM s
5‘%

e
—_
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BB RAETESSKEARTENHE) MBEARKRRETLGESHHEE 1994—
1996 4F 1—4 A 12 AKRBHBBHEIIMNABRIEGE6), T ABERGIKE (R
EHHE)MBARZEMEREXRR. FGREH, ERUEY, BVEKBHE S
B, 3% F AR RBUR MR B H R, XL BN R, TS0k X o] fE i i i
BEAR NNE —SBRE LEHEARMEN LR, EFERRNABLSKERES
B, ENLRAKBER IS, B 10 F8] SR HAL N BIIR.EBEK B K3
B REREHRAFALE D G/ EERA.

R5 EVKEFEETHE) MEHLGHRIET 00 FKE)
Tab.5 Fuctuations in the number of Cyclops vicinus (nauplii excluded) and Cladocera (10 L water sample)

~ 1996%F 11H27H 12A4H 12A9H 12A18H 12A25H
ARSIk & 90 39 38 200 42
Cyclops vicinus
% 5 3 1 3 3
Daphnia
F R+ REE + 6 0 2 0 0
RAE

Diaphanosoma+

Moina+ Bosmina-

Fo BRI KERIRTHE)NBAHEMFHEE ( ind/L)
(1994—19965F1—4 A 127 )
Tab.6 Average densities (ind./L) of Cyclops vicinus (nauplii excluded) and Cladocera (January—April and
December of 1994—1996)

1994—19964F 1A 28 38 4 12A
MK E 17.63 12.45 13.03 17.37 12.40
Cyclops vicinus
% 0.33 0.15 0.57 0.67 0.23
Daphnia
FERE -+ REE+ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00
RBE

Diaphanosoma+

Moina+ Bosmina

3 itig

3.1 XTHREENER
BEXRRBWIYHELEHPHWEEARRS? REL P HFEHAEEERRER
Wshy, B THRIENHRENBERSENBRYNEEREIYZRMXR, FTHE
FHAYOBRESHEAEFYESOARM. EERAIM, 8 30 ERUK, BEXKERE
AEBS SR EHRE, RERNEYRERZHN, HPEEEAR RAEY 5
YIRS, KD, AR, SR IE, Wk R E S B WA R X EMMERS ", BT
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HEEEEWIK, B, B R RMEASE RS, BYZHRUSTHRER, BH
FEERBUIERKIZEE; 5 TEMKRA T UK EERE: 5 THHEARE BET
R EHPEIIES THFY.

3.2 ESPEKBHRRITH

BAXABERBEEM EMER, ST ENEAEARMIKERE. PRI
MBEEREEEHBRE, BEARYMENEREZHIERAERRTRE, (VHE M
BENY, MRS R KR T 4 xtBR 1R RE 33 B Hh, A B xt (5 — M ) i, xR
BARNEERMZHEES, Tt 2 LNEEHITREME S, REMEEHWES
£ EMMBOMERLZ S, AWk EEES, XHERESENERENRELER M
FRAL RRRFEASYE AT, EENUEREREY, - BB EF EHHK
B, B3LEEL, INRAE S MR EIMIR. X5 Kerfoot 1 Li #1 Li FBFF 45 R A
— BN, HIE4REIK B HATHATEY N ST Y, 8 F I SRS i, ke
Y. X EMEL RS Fryer, Brandl A1 Fernando X Yang 1 Brandl f 3R 48 [/ 1016,
3.3 EPAKENFHDVHREE

3t @] — R gy, AR BIK B/ NAVEY MR RAT B T RAEY, X EHE /N
REY AR Y Bk E S, ESHMEMBEANGR. FEFEERIELTHEE
BERE /N B2,

EYEESBERAHESE W E—CHERER, BHKEHNRTRMEE T EY
KT 0, X 0] 6B 2 B A ZEMR % BT, f A FE AR A B L S8 /D Y B R, X
VLB, M &HE T FRE e a8 45 5, B0 78 500 B9 8] N 4 AR I 05 A S 1
o, AT R EEECT, BEELHE, BRERMERE, BAFELRE, BAEBKL
LML T, BAXHEERN, AT I HRY Zd i 0955 Pt E . K2 BOE W EZ R
—REEERE S SR, TRELEE KA. AHZGEAH THHREEE,

YKBREE, EAFSIKRNBETRBEZEM. —BXE. AT KEES. HEE
MRS EER, BN ENI S T, AMESERER.

BCEKMAT, Bt EEK, BEREE, ETE BELAG T, EHFSKEHERERT
Wahy, XATRERE MIEMEIK B RABYIHAT2KET WK,

EHRRLET, BHFTEPESOIKENBEIREEER. EHRUALTILIEH
FH, —RREETERMEK/NEER. 35 Paffenhofer MlKnowles i, A XKEEH B H
MegREEREEY. “EHTEYHRNE —EEE, EXMRDEEN, REEE
ERYKPEATMAR. BEEATENEERESEHRENEY IR TEN S IH
BN BB, B PP EEFG AT SHE, Bl aEER,

3.4 EPSKERRFHINMIER

ISk REEBEF MY, B EECHREY, ERLRD, EHEEKFREIK
SYAFMEREE D, —ANBEEERERE BT THSRYNRE MABREE
R TIESBEIK B ED M BTN (B 2), RSMFE 6 BT 1994—1996F £ F F R K
REMBESSKESHALXMNEEINS, X HERIE B K R F B A RMEH—
AR BFSMEYE., P X R, AR RME, iEX T RSk FZERBRFHDY,
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FIREMBEEREGN, BEAYEE CEREEFRMHMERE, S HERESY
HHRH TR, SR BAXRNEEIRERNBREHEA —ER W, IHXTE
BE, EAHAMRE RN LRY., EXTERT, 8K M EEERARREE.

2 % X W
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FEEDING OF CYCLOPS VICINUS ON ZOOPLANKTON

Yang Yufeng, Yang Jiaxin and Huang Xiangfei
(Institute of Hydrobiology, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072)
Abstract  C. vicinus can capture and eat all prey types provided. Predator prefers
small-sized to large—sized zooplankton. Parts of prey attacked were head, dorsal and
ventral parts of the body. Prey concentration water temperature, light intensity and
different ratios of light and dark period were found to have significant influences on
feeding of C.vicinus.

Key words Cyclops vicinus, Feeding, Feeding rate, Zooplankton



