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WE AFTRET 1985, 2001, 2009 A1 2018 £k F i W YR E A, R T Hig s KA
FEMPNBEAGEN, M T EBEERBEXBHMNERE TN, £RE T, 19852018 F§, #
wERXEYNEEWMH 67~103 A, BMEXREEN 300~449 NN, Y WEBIEMFERE N
0.198~0.227, F#[a K EKE h 0.044~0.074, 756 B A& THAEMBEE AKX R, 1985—2018 F 4,
W T KB VE R 4R ) 8% (Engraulis japonicus). # 4#4#(Lophius litulon)Fr /)N # # (Larimichthys
polyactis), Ak EH R BEM A RK AT, BAIXRBHALH, N2 ZBFHETHTENDH,
WA RIRA MR, EeaRlE h e, HANREE LA, 1985—2018 40, *FH
WM H AT R, e 4% 45 (Pampus argenteus) # 4 i & Sk # (Harpadon nehereus) . 48 4L
F # (Liparis tanakae)f162; M EEMBE I E N F B EHEERA R). ZHF SR E(H, 1 Hy)Z »
PE1k, 2018 F UL BF EA, HEERE A IE B/, FEEN, 1 30 FkF 5 gk A
BAEEMA, BEREBMHTMAE, BEEMTRS, EMATRAEZRA,

K

hESES S931 XHEEERIRAE A

OB 2 ) R s A R 5 R R e R
TR B 53T, TEAERFRE T R MR A 2 R
75 T E A (MRS, 2000) . 38 i % 7% 56 D
FIBIFFE, AT LLBABR & v FP oG 2R 5 3 i DG B
AR Sy, AT LLT A ) 0T R ek E B I B I Sl A T
(EREZEE, 2019), DTS B B 2R, n
DL AR aa g b s il S Mg, Tl

Wi, BXBE; RUNEINEL; WL, EMH
XEHE  2095-9869(2021)06-0001-14

e B S Z A B R IR R R, D&
T 0 0 2 0 At A5 RN AN B T i
S0 (Libralato et al, 2006; Jordan et al, 2006), 123K
2T R I I AT 2 N 2 S AR 22 8] 1) 0% R A5 48 S
PR IS A . BT, KA SR 5T
J7 ¥ A 35 B B 5B B R REE 43 ik (Miller, 2012)

Ecopath with Ecosim 1% (Libralato et al, 2006), 4
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B W) I FN G R I35 I 4% 43 A1k (Jordan et al,
2006), B Lo BT T S B NN S5 A, 7]
HE— 2R TE 5 0 B RS Tk 1) A R AR A, 4R
YR BN, 1 0 T 8 e M (R TR 5,
2016), HAT, F8EA P ATFT LB E XS
AEBRG, WSRMIEHES, 2018). BEMNTE (D&
45, 2018) ., LRI (FMEIE 5, 2016)%F , KIHTBUK BT
AHICHIFFEAR DA

BEVREAE S T A ol K I, S 2 Rl A )
=03 . R A S (% SE%, 2009; 4 WAL
&, 2005), i 30 4F, WT MBI MAESRAE, ¥
T B S TETR S5 A RN R 2 AR & A A2 4k (Jin et al, 1996;
S FHEAE, 1991), ML, Lo KISk
WD, BEIESE R R RAL P IR AR O A,
2011; FAFFIASE, 2014), wEEEAHT AR5 K 5
i = SRR ARZ M Ay | IVE R
RN B TO A HE S W e A (R R A, 2014) A
FERIL, 1985—2010 4, Wik VAP
B RS, Wk e e 2R, Rtk
K Z, BGOSR SN & A AR (IR AR
2011)o ARSI 1y I v OB Al i) 222 £ X6 B 7 25
. IR ZAEVERE I, ARAFSREE T 1985, 2001,
2009 F1 2018 4Rk 2= v it ol FEUR IR A 5, AR
PO G H T B S RS BN G, T T
Do 26 rp JCAR R AR AR PR EE RS, B 76 N JR S o SO IR
(EBLIE YRS N

1 #wRERE
1.1 HIEFRIE

B A U T b K R R 2R 5 B K A
firedtsl->5 1985, 2001, 2009 F1 2018 4E#kZ=(10 H)
(2001 42k 11 )76 BT 1) UG i Do 3t M 9 U5 9] 2 0000 o
P A Mg B A B (30°00'~39°00'N ,  120.5°00'~
126°00'E)., M E.ZH. 1985 446 M W 11 & KA 450
Hx17 cm, MEEMHEHKH 2.0cm, WHEE N 5~7 m;
2001 4FJE £4F W KA 836 Hx20 cm, MM H
2.4 cm, PIEERE 5~7 mo ARSI, 2001 4F T
FHMEL B T A 1985 4R/ 1.5 4%, Bl 1hs
WAL o VR A k(37 JE 2 1 s AT S T R (W R
PLAETEAR]), A KB Bl — B (2 48, 2015,
MG, 2019), BEuhHERIET RIS 0.5~1 h, PR3
3.0 kno B VEECHE 2% X0 545 (1988) . 4 A4
(1998) . A K 28 55 (1997) . =5 % 55 (1998) Fil 4 22 B

(2001),
1.2 MRFE

121 AHKHBE DL AL B AR O B R A
(index of relative importance, IRI)>(#ffi i€ (Pinkas et al,
1971):
TRI=(N%+\W¥%)F (1)
A, N RS AR b R 0 28 SR OA o
Fo, WohtEmfmdE s Skl ER] a0, F R
ST A VR Rl R R S S R R RO A e
IRI>500 M {E#Fh, 50~500 s WAD, JuhFh5H b
Tl B FR o # 2S TR 1) T LA R 43 (R 5 A=, 2000)
122 A SHEMRIBE K Margalef FhftE =
JEFE40 R. Shannon-Wiener ZFEPEFEEL H'FI Pielou
BISTREREL 3, I 40 iR AR X AR 0 e AR BR A T
A
Shannon-Wiener ZHEPEF5%L H' (Shannon et al,
1949).

s
H'=>RInR 2)
i1
Margalef F 2 & 540 R (Margalef, 1958):
R=(S-1)/InN 3)
Pielou ¥J2) EEFE 5L J' (Pielou, 1975):
J=H'/InS (4)

K, S HMEL; N Mtk aEwS B PR i
o #61 H wet (BORR A0 o R ) (ORI LU B
123 B MIBIL M 5E 15 (degree, D)YfLHE
AJE (in-degree, Dip)FIH BE (out-degree, Dgy) (Dunne €t al,
2002)
Di = Din; + Doy (5)

K, Dy i PRI AR 1 5 BBl B Fh 28 B4R, Ding
i PR AR, Dowi N | MR &
FHMEH R, D TR HATERE X R ML
i, Din# K, FORHBHEHE M EZL ; Dow 8K,
FRHEEMERENE, ZIMA.

rhA P (betweenness  centrality, BC) (Freeman,
1978)

BC; = —— (©)

(N-D(N-2)
Ao, N R AR, ik, i H <k, g
FoR | PR K BRI RSB RO ()
R §RIRL KRR A R 0 3 A | R BERR
MCH . BC i, (R ILHIFIA TS 4 (5 B St 1)
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SRRERRAE: BB E ISR OGR4 AR AR Al 3

PR )8R, TEAERIF 78 25 0 AR e Pk LGB
B % H 0 P (closeness  centrality, CC)(Freeman,

1978; Okamoto et al, 2008)
CC, = N-1 (7)

N
2

j=1
Arf, NoBEEf ISR, izk. 14 H j<k, dj
R PR | Dy Fh 2z E] R HEAR R 2 L CC{E R A,
HAEREE 5 BB, fe LAt ny SRR 5 B A5
a5 HAb Y A
9 15, %% £ (density, Dy )(Dunne et al, 2002)
D, =S/L ®)
1] 5 B & 45 %X (connectance, C)(Dunne et al,
2002):

C=L/S 9)
Kb, S PR RS GE; L AR A& e
FAERSE R R L Dy MW AR, TR EE
B, HEE NS E X R REmSBR; C
RFRE OCHREE , AR DCHREEMOK, 2 Rl Z [ AEAE
A B — Bl B A AR
i EPEHE £ (topological importance index, TT)
(Jordan et al, 2006):

n n N
Zm;llam :Zm—lznj—lam’ji (10)

K, ami MY T G5 m B RERYIF | OB, PrFh
XTYIFD | BUSENR ; T AP | 200 n 2D, X0 260
TN SE e Y S B RE A FEAMESE T, n HBUE
1R 7. TUEBER, AQERHAF B Hlos B,

FeHEMEFE £ (keystone index, K), flf 17 5 +5
% (bottom-up keystone index, Kp)Fl F 17 5 # 5 %
(top-down keystone, Ky)(Jordan et al, 1999):

TI" =

o 1+K ()

K.()=——p1/ 11
»O= i) (n
. 1+ K ())

K, (i) = ——122 12
) n()(j) (12)

K(i) = ky (i) + Kk () (13)

Kb, Ko (DA 09 AT E, Ko ) A PH
M EATOCHESR R, MR | IR | R EEER R,
m()(j) AP | R B B RO R . K () )
Pl i BTN AT OREER AL, KoY NI | B8R AT R EER AL
n()(j) AP | B B M . KG) R
) B PEHR AL

KPP iz . (key player problem), fi ] KPP-1 iz

RN, B (fragmentation, F) AR 25 AL 25 5L
(distance-weighted fragmentation, °F) (Breiger et al,

2003):
DIEICR)
AF =1——'N(N_1) (14)
2Zi
APF :1——,\1‘5\1'l _”1) (15)

K, AF HRBFIE B HUE R, BUEN(0,1), FOBEEE
T, B HR BB s AR i 7RSS | B O
R R R, APF N BETE RO BE B A B B, B
K(0,1), BUEMEEIT T 1, BEVE O M B ks s s
Ky oy b S Z MR, 24 AF F1APF ok
F, ARG YUY T AT V& rh B0k ), XS IS 24
FEAE R R

TR I ) R 2K REO T2 I Watts 55(1998).

AT AT 48 11 40 B B/ SPSS 20.0 . Excel
2016, L& T4k Ucinet6 (http://www.analytictech.
com/)i1 % D Doy Din . BC.CC, f#fi ] CoSBiLaB Graph
1.0(http://www.cosbi.ew/) i TI', TI', K. Ky #l K,
Keypalyer 1.44 (http://analytictech.com/)i % F. °F FlI
°R,

2 ZER59H

21 BEHELEN

1 1985—2018 4F P A i), Ak a2k 147 i,
$IET 9 H 68 F 100 &, Hr, 2018 4ERIKEREZ,
103 Fh, RJET 13 H 53 B 83 J&, 1985 4E{LHFil
h H R (Lophius litulon) . 4R if(Pampus argenteus) 1
YLl f7 (Liparis tanakae); 2001 4E 71 2009 4 L4
o i F £ /N B A4 (Larimichthys  polyactis) fl i
(Engraulisjaponicus) by £ ; 2018 4FL) g3k ff1(Harpadon
nehereus) FIZI SO £ 0y (3 1)

M1 LI, 1985—2018 4F[i], HEifEfk 2
R BR K, 1985 FY M FE EHR 5 R, Al
Ry A F e, Bl W FEAC, 2009 4EF% IR AKX, 2018
A RERTE, (AARB 1985 45, SRR ELEIE
FEFEMUES, HLT 2001 SEREFIRAL, 2009 447 i [A]
Tk, ABIEARET 1985 4E7KF5 HY, T 2009 4R3I i
fiX, 2018 FEAH P T;, 5 1985 4FF-F-. 5] R4
I 5 In BAXSFRE WS
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Tab.l Dominant species composition in the Yellow Sea
in autumn during 1985~2018
; i BH MW EZE
Ay LS e e .
Year Species FE A2 2 A B = v
W%  N/%  IRI%
1985 #EfEgHE L. litulon 3.59 1530  766.35
£#E8 P. argenteus 1490  0.04  693.00
B+ L. tanakae 11.86  0.03  689.37
2001 ZHLWEFf4 L. tanakae 26.74  7.78 2075.32
/Nt L. polyactis 16.82  0.54 1543.48
AR L. litulon 2026 024 1184.14
fi E. japonicus 8.90 0.98  637.09
2009 LT L. tanakae 45.37  4.87 3205.70
fit E. japonicus 8.03 22.89 1710.12
/NE T L. polyactis 518 9.59  1224.77
Wi T. lepturus 791 18.67 1074.51
HetlE L. litulon 13.90  2.57 1016.26
2018 Je3kfh H. nehereus 10.00 45.45 1938.15
MM L. tanakae — 6.67 8.76  1369.03
#% E. japonicus 20.62  12.92 1254.92
/NE T L. polyactis 565 5.10 907.84
Wi T. lepturus 11.05 224  799.74
12
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Bl 1 1985—2018 4F il fk = 2R Z R AR L
Fig.1 Fish community biodiversity in the Yellow Sea
in autumn during 1985~2018

R.: FEEHEBEL); R FEERNGER); H': £
FEVERR R HD): Hy': SRR (GER); J0: WAEdR
B(RED: I WHEREGER)

Rn: Margalef richness index (number); R,: Margalef richness
index (weight); H,": Shannon diversity index(number);
Hy,": Shannon diversity index(weight); J,": Pielou evenness
index (number); J,,": Pielou evenness index (weight)

22 RYMmINEN

1985—2018 4F[H], EGRKEMISEY W i Hp
B (SH 67~103 4>, & LR B0 (L) FIIME M 388,

Hrr, 2018 FHE X REZL, H 449 1, 2009 4F i
fi%, 4300 45 EHIAHFNEEAE % (Do) B AT A
0.198~0.227, FX% RN 0211, fe{E HILE 2018
A FAIRE R 1985 4F 5 i E] SCHREE (C)h 0.044~0.074,
SEXE R 0.060, fesr (e HBUEE 2001 4F, e H B
16 2018 4F; BEZRF(CHH 0.114~0.152, HAKME S
B (E 200 BRAE 2009 4EF1 1985 4F, FI{E A
0.138, JALER K ZE(W-C)N 0.093~0.137, 2001 4E
52009 4F B A S E, FREIMESY 0.119( 2). WD
B SR A 6] (1985—2018 4F) 5 S B AR S5 14 i %)
#F, JET 2018 4E#RLT 1985 4F; L 7F 1985—2009
FERZE TS, 2009 FEFRAE, 2018 4EH N
JF5 1985 FRE XA ERFE; Dy T 1985—2009
AN, T 2009 A EE S, JRLLA 2 N RE;
C. Cl il W-CI 7 1985—2001 42, Cl
MR BEAH XS B 2001—2018 4F, =HEZE T
Feas,C 5 C1T 2018 4[4 2 eIk, (HIFRALT 1985
AEIKE, W-CL T B B A X e Kk, AR T 1985 4F 7K.
X5 FEE R R M R, AR S IEA A 2, Horp,
Cl 5 W-CI fil R, 24k & 2 171 A 5 (P<0.01) (3% 2).

opological properties
)
W
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= 0.257

1985 2001 2000 2018
45y Year
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Fig.2 Topological properties of the fish community in the
Yellow Sea in autumn during 1985~2018

L: $ERALE; S MRBEPYREE; Dy MR
VW NSRS s C MSRREVE AR ] Sk
B Cl: REREG W-Cl: AR R KL

L: Number of predator-prey relations in the food web;
S: Species number of fish community; Dy: Node density in
food web topological structure; C: Connectance between
species in fish community; Cl: Clustering coefficient;
W-CI: Weighted clustering coefficient

23 BEBEXEM

1985 AEFLqfi g2 89 Fl, MM EMES B
BHAB S HESE(1988) . 4 W A58 (1998) . ALK %8 4%
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Tab.2 Correlation between fish biodiversity indices and topological indicators of food web in the Yellow Sea

Pimp sl BRIEL RIS MBCRIE EE LS SRR SR SRR ZRR S 15 1S

I H N e - " e
Items B EE ORBKE RAH RE HED) JED) RER) s fgaa) )
S Dy C cl W-Cl =} HY, J, R, Hr, J
BEXRHGE L 09517 -0.373 -0.821 -0.910 -0.937 0.058 0.867 0.806 0950  0.866  0.851
YrFpgaE S -0.073 -0.951" -0.795 -0.869 0316 0.879 0.801  0.856  0.701  0.679
A5 S BB Dy -0.221 0486  0.357  0.650 -0.246 -0.301 -0.445 -0.628 —0.646
A SCEE C 0.678  0.783 —0.425 -0.735 -0.632 —-0.740 -0.543 -0.518
RRREH C 0.988"  0.323 -0.588 —0.507 —0.994"" —0.984 —0.979
* % k%
JIVEUR S A 5 0.190 -0.641 -0.549 -0.995" -0.945 —0.935
W-Cl
= RF B
$ZE*E'§& 0.449 0454 -0.219 -0.447 -0.472
(EH)R,
- )| {=}
g@%%&z 0.989°  0.670  0.537 0518
() Hy,
Yo R AR
0.590  0.474  0.457
(FEH) I,
= RF B
%ZE*E'@ 0.966°  0.958"
i) R,
b
%*ﬁf&hj’agy 0.999""
(i) Hy

*: 7E P<0.05 KOOI EARSCHE B2 5 **: 78 P<0.01 K-F (W) ARG 2%

*: Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed); **: Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

&l 3 B ASSHEVE E Y M HINEE 14 (1985—2018)
Fig.3 Topological structure of fish community food-web in the Yellow Sea during 1985~2018

a: 19854F; b: 2001 4F; c: 2009 4F: d: 2018 4F, EIHHAICFEMmISHFIAL
a: 1985; b: 2001: c: 2009; d: 2018 4F-. The number represented different kinds of fish species
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(1997) . 45 A (1998) . 42 W] (2001)], HBE A&
(Mustelus  manazo) 5 fi  (Parastromateus
Parastromateus niger) . E1fZ JC 14 F (Ariommaindica) .
s KR (Priacanthus macracanthus) . K i (Tanakius
kitaharae). 7 {45 #5(Cynoglossus robustus) . 455 &
fif (Cynoglossus purpureomaculatus) . 8 &
(Cynoglossus sinicus) . U 4§ 5 fif (Eleutheronema
tetradactylum) . 7 (Neobythites steatiticus)LA %)
HHAM AT ERR, Bk, EEY A0
HORGIATTE., W T BRILLASME 79 FhEa 20 &9
M N (K] 3a), BOERK TR SHEYE T, g 53
fis 49 Fp a8 R R R B XA, H D=Do,=49, fitJ2 %4
BREPEZEWEEMOIE, BREESN, NLx RIFR A
(Amblychaeturichthys hexanema) . F J& #F j§ i
(Chaeturichthys stigmatias) . # filfl(Setipinna taty)fl &
#1j i (Ammodytes personatus)-, 12 A %l 8 B 1 {H R £
Ko BRI IZ VR A TP R TR 2, T LA
BHARRY 21 R, SO R ip i (Saurida
elongata) 3l AT LA & RE P& Al 20 FhFD 18 Fhfa
%, iR TR TREMIHER . 6 BC. CC,
TI'. TU 7E 79 FpfaZihi ok, BLHHHITREE 15 R
A A RE T B L AR AL Y RS B, XTREVR (R B
¥ i R T i s LR N 27 BAF R fi . o7 IR R
fRVECE, /INE ) B HLRE AFY(0.016)FIIE 25 A T 55
BB APF'(0.010) B fL K, Wi /N o £ X B V8 45 4
BBl EoR, M HEAAIBRE, B IR 451 AF
A APFHE N OK; 24 ilET(Sphyraena pinguis). 4
SO -0 F1 W 5 5 (Scomberomorus ni phoni us)#i 51
BRI, XV S5 B HUS BRI S 2208
FEMR PR AR I BRI, R 5 B B A 8 S e R
TEHGERAY K A K (i R (K=K=13.23), 13 HH gt
FEIE 25 R s e 4ok | T M AT IR0, HXT e
TS G B AL B B MR s ) o SR e K
Ko (B (Kp=12.18), TEHH X FE VA 1 A7 4 il &dons Je
41 4% KA i (Apogon lineatus) FI 7S 22 7 J I 2 10 Ky fE
R F (3 3).

2001 4ESEHIR S 67 B, KBr5 HA TR
B X2 4 Fhta [ FR#E(Doederleinia berycoides) . H14E
Wi 4 € O 1 ff (Thamnaconus modestus) | fiff 1
(Mugil cephalus)] [XS5tHE45(1988). 4x i A:45(1998).
BUBRZE4E(1997) . R (1998) . W (2001)], 4
HTHA 63 MR B IR (K 3b), S
FNEEARAR AT, BRAEAE S R G TR 34 a4,
BRSSP R RS NLr BIR R 7
FEUF R B EIRIAN A R A 5 oAb R R B R

W, JEAIRTEEW RS, Bt D (HiK,
AT RS 22 Fhf s, BARREMTARHE
s N8O F A, Kl | e Sk £ 1T 7E B (Lateol abrax
maculatu) i LUR & BETE 15 B DL ERY S, BT
WEYAHE . B BC, CC. TI'. TI'7E 63 fpfr2k
Hi R, U BRI TR B A L PR
i, /NI AF'(0.037)F1 APF'(0.020)fE e K, i
AH 24 /N E i DR e S0 G IsF R 5 235 40 1 B 5 AL
BRI TR B HORE BE 3G, ELRm s K,
gt ) KRN K (A5, 10 BH 8ttt 38 T 4 795 Tl 8 i
S A AR, RS A IR A5, AR R
fiif (Minous monodactylus) il £ FE 7% f# (Conger
myriaster) X 4 AR 1T 474 T R00 UK T B e it
BB A7 4 R0 B R (K p=8.56) , FIIV ikt 3 45 1 4 £ 5
5 JE VAT P ] ) A B SR K, Al 2% R AL B 1) AT 4
HIVE 5 B AH T (Ko=7.16) , 156 HH 20 2% K22 6 %) BE 74 1)
AT RO KGR 3),

2009 4F- LA 2k .25 69 B, B £ 2 & (Heterodontus
zebra) . KLV f (Trachyrhamphus serratus), R4E |
AR5 FL I £ 1. (Ctenotrypauchen chinensis), K W4T
5 fi5(Cynoglossus lighti) FlZx g thfifif 6 A28 5%
BEVE S5 A R iy 63 i 2 AT B £ 00 2R X 0 &
(1988). 4 W A:45(1998) . MK ZE % (1997). 5 %%
(1998)Fiz 22 17 (2001)], I, THEHFNFEFEIRATA
A, BYMIHINER LK 3c. RAER 3 T1H 4
Al SEEREE T 33 MR B AR ERR, ANLT
R PR A FIF R AR R SRR h 27 P2k R AR
KR, =HMIRBETE T E AR RS T R 20
SUIF 0 DinfHEK, 40518 24 Fi1 22, RfEED
TR . A BC. CC. TI', TI'7E 63 fhfak
Hi R, UL BT RE VR A5 B S 3 A7 o 42 il g
BATK RIS A5 BUGEY . G g ALY R e T,
HEER(BC=14.76) 41 ST + . (BC=12.36) X {5 B &
B AR T, /N f il AR APF K, R
/N A TETE TR A I, Ko TR % 45 A 110 S R R )
oK, NG fa At fa (Trichiurus lepturus) AF/F
APFE AL F/NE 0, BEEREERY K M K, {Hfk K
(K=K=25.05), 15t BH ¥ et o) 1 7% (1) 17 8 38 Ui FN g i
3 BT RO, A7 A0 K (BAR T i et . ) [
ATHE I BN e K (Ky=8.47) , FUR W 4l 5% KL FN 75 24
X R UR R, 1 B R B O Y AT s RO K
(#3).

2018 LA 103 Fl, IR 14 Fhfs 5 H
f 2 T B R [P S 4 (1988) . 4 b 5%
(1998) . MKZEE(1997). F5m%E(1998)., 2
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JTIFYHLRE ST 5 7S 227 R AR IR Foy AR CC
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BB o W R BE L fe/ N rT bR o S 4 £
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Interdecadal Changesin Keystone Species of Fish Community
during Autumn in the Yellow Sea

SU Chengcheng'?, SHAN Xiujuan1’3® , YANG Tao'?, HAN Qingpeng'*

(1. Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Key Laboratory of Sustainable
Development of Marine Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Shandong Provincial Key Laboratory
of Fishery Resources and Ecological Environment, Qingdao, Shandong 266071, China;
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3. Laboratory for Marine Fisheries Science and Food Production Processes, Pilot National Laboratory
for Marine Science and Technology (Qingdao), Qingdao, Shandong 266237, China;
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Abstract Keystone species play an important role in structural stability of a community and changes in
diversity. Using Yellow Sea autumn survey data for 1985, 2001, 2009, and 2018, we constructed the topological
structure of the food-web network of the Yellow Sea fish community and analyzed the interdecadal changes of
keystone species in the Yellow Sea fish community. The food webs included 67~103 different fish species and
300~449 prey-predator relationships. The structural density of these food webs ranged from 0.198 to 0.227, and
interspecies connectivity ranged between 0.044 and 0.074, consistent with fish communities under natural
conditions. The keystone species of the autumn fish community in the Yellow Sea from 1985 to 2018 were
Engraulis japonicus, Lophius litulon, and Larimichthys polyactis, remaining unchanged for nearly 30 years. E.
japonicus is the keystone prey in the fish community, while L. polyactis as a species that controls the
fragmentation of community, both resources decline. As the keystone predator, L. litulon resources have
gradually increased. From 1985 to 2018, the dominant species in the Yellow Sea changed significantly in
autumn, gradually shifting from L. polyactis and Pampus argenteus to Harpadon nehereus, Liparis tanakae,
and E. japonicus. The Margalef richness index (R, R,) and Shannon diversity index (H'y, H'\) calculated by
weight and quantity have gradually decreased and have rebounded significantly in 2018, while Pielou evenness
index (J'y, J'n) fluctuated slightly. The keystone species in the Yellow Sea did not change in autumn; however,
the dominant species changed significantly, while the community structure fluctuated slightly but still remained
in a relatively stable state.

Key words Yellow Sea; Fish community; Food-web topological structure; Network analysis; Keystone
species
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Appendix I  Species number
Y ez e Y
meml;er FiR Species Nfémt:er Nzlﬁmtj)er PR Species Nfémt:er PR Species
1 M3 RS 20 pEsR 39 i 58 R Rm it
Mustelus manazo Konosirus Platycephalus Johnius belengerii
punctatus indicus
2 Rhpithie 21 FHE/NST M 40 Rkt 59 TR
Scoliodon sorrakowah Sardinella zunasi Hexagrammos Wak tingi
otakii
3 pEuRE 22 kg 41 48 Bt 60  Kuf
Heterodontus zebra Muraenesox Sebastiscus Larimichthys crocea
cinereus mar mor atus
4 JREL 23 R 42 st 61 /Nl
Dasyatis akaje€i Conger myriaster Cottiusculus gonez Larimichthys polyactis
S ZRIREL 24 Gk 43 gkt 62
Dasyatis navarrae Pisoodonophis Hemitripterus Miichthys miiuy
cancrivorous villosus
6 hIEHEL 25 RWy e 44 mEiFa 63 Euhfh
Dasyatis sinensis Ophichthys apicalis Liparis tanakae Nibea albiflora
T ek 26 Jetdn 45 VRICPGl 64 [iffifn
Raja chinensis Protosalanx Sebastes schlegelii Pennahia argentata
hyalocranius
8 #E 27 Kb 46 7 [COP-fih 65 KR4k
Raja pulchra Saurida elongata Sebastes thompsoni Upeneus bensasi
9 flEE 28 Z il 47 il 66 fLfy
Raja porosa Saurida tumbil Erisphex pottii Lateolabrax maculatus
10 rfo ] 1 i 4 29 JEBEIE 48 rd s i 67 s IR
Platyrhina sinensis Saurida Minous Priacanthus
undosquamis monodactylus macracanthus
1 6 30 fpdktn 49 1 68 4 K
Ilisha elongata Harpadon nehereus Parastromateus Apogon lineatus
niger
12 s 31 BRI 50 s 69 % h
Coilia mystus Benthosema Stromateoides Acropoma japonicum
pterotum nozawae
13 7)e% 32 il S1 e 70 sk
Coilia nasus Syngnathus acus Pampus argenteus Doederleinia
berycoides
14 g 33 mwig 52 rhiEfE 71
Engraulis japonicus Trachyrhamphus Pampus sinensis Taius tumifrons
serratus
15 by 34 sk 3 EE G A T2 R
Setipinna taty Gadus Ariomma indica Hapal ogenys
macrocephalus mucronatus
16 ol fhb e 35 ZpwEs 54 il 73 R e
Thrissa kammalensis Coelorhynchus Psenopsis anomala Hapal ogenys nitens
multispinul osus
17 i g 36 ERREE 55 Rk 74 AL
Thrissa mystax Brcgmaceros Atrobucca nibe Plectorhinchus cinctus
macclellandii
18 A 37 gt 56 MR A 75 K
Stolephorus Chelidonichthys Collichthys niveatus Parargyrops edita
commersonii kumu
19 RAP- Al 38 JEEELTIR G ST kM £ 76 FLAR
Clupea pallasi Lepidotrigla Collichthys lucidus Pagrus major
microptera
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Number Fik Species Number Number 2 Species Number 2 Species
77 JRAEH 95 LAk 113 [5 5 f ft 131 %5 5 o 1y fif
Sparus macrocephalus| Coryphaena Verasper Takifugu stictonotus
hippurus variegatus
78 rpAEMIfLER R f 96 ifi5 14 KA 132 R fii
Ctenotrypauchen Atropus atropus Tanakius kitaharae Gastrophysus
chinensis spadiceus
79 ZiFEM 97 W5 115 ot 133 J g sl fg
Myersina filifer Decapterus Eopsetta Gastrophysus lunaris
maruadsi grigorjewi
80 pRBIFEM 98 RYUKG 116 iyl st 134 ARy il
Chaeturichthys Zonichthys Cleisthenes Takifugu vermicularis
stigmatias nigrofasciata her zensteini
81 NezxRIREfM 9 Akt 17 i 135 HHE7R Jr il
A. hexanma Trachurus Pseudopleuronecte Takifugu xanthopterus
japonicus s yokohamae
82 ZIRFUFEAM 100 f 5t g 118 f At 136 iR A< Jr il
Odontamblyopus Leiognathus Pleuronichthys Takifugu pseudommus
rubicundus ruconius cornutus
83 st 101 K2 d 119 #E G 5 137 3 ARy il
Eupleurogrammus Zoarces elongatus Cynoglossus Takifugu flavidus
muticus joyneri
84 il 102 2345 120 5 {4 5 138 By AR Uy il
Trichiurus lepturus Azuma emmnion Cynoglossus Takifugu alboplimbeus
robustus
85 il 103 A 121 7 Ak 5 139 HAH
Trichiurus savala Enedrias nebulosus Cynoglossus Hyporhamphus sajori
gracilis
86 fgikifh 104 J5 [R = i 122 B i 140 pudg i
Champsodon capensis Enedrias fangi Cynoglossus Eleutheronema
pur pureomacul atus tetradactylum
87 JlEd 105 Effif 123 p i 141 b
Callionymus kitaharae Ammodytes Cynoglossus Sphyraena pinguis
personatus semilaevis
88 ity 106 i Ji& 124 KWpLrF i 142 i
Callionymus Gnathagnus Cynoglossus lighti Neobythites steatiticus
beniteguri elongatus
89 AL 107 HAR 125 KwperF i 143 ¥ tzhk
Auxis thazard Uranoscopus Cynoglossus lighti Lophius litulon
japonicus
9  fif 108 Sl 126 rhte i 144 gt i
Scomber japonicus Perca fluviatilis Cynoglossus Halieuaea stellata
sinicus
91 Ryfaf iy 109 ZAtH 127 Rl 5 145 =5k
Scomberomorus Oplegnathus Cynoglossus Antennarius pinniceps
koreanus fasciatus macr ol epidotus
92 ki 110 38 67 128 HA 146 HAW L
Scomberomorus Paralichthys Paraplagusia Hippocampus
niphonius olivaceus japonica japonicus
93 /fiklg LI e p e 129 g 147 i fn
Sillago japonica Pseudorhombus Zebrias zebrinus Mugil cephalus
cinnamoneus
94 Zilig 12 i 130 ffig Lh i fi
Sillago sihama Kareius bicoloratus Thamnaconus
modestus
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Note: Every fish has its own number, which is the number in paper



