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Fig.1 Proportion of different e mbryo lengths
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Fig.2  Embryo length month relationship for Scoliodon laticaudus
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Fig.3  The rlationship between No. of e mbryo and TL balance
between the biggest and the s mallest e mbryo

2.3 [A—BHAT SO e Sy MR K 2 1)
[P SIMREEOCR

B3 g R, UIEBAK 80 ~ 130 mm( R

3y B, F—BHA R KRG S /NG 2K 2 [ 1

7=, BEMERREC RS, MR A KTE 20 ~ 50

(51



WIS REPORIS

F1 NBEERKE(L)SHEERBKE(L,)HL mm( &%) 1) F150~80 mm
Tab.1 The ratio between embryo length at parturition ( L) and female mature length (L) ( K71 2) i | IXFh R A
S ERAR Le/Ly te# B XU e I
Galeorhinus galeus T hE & ph A 0.24~0.26 Peres, 1991 4 TR TR W . R
Carcharhinus falciformis 0.27~0.33 Bonfil, 1993 4 K BERG TE] 16 AR K 22 ) ik
Prionace glauca 0.23~0.28 B ERE, 1994 F K.
Notorynchus cepedianus 0.20~0.21 Ebert,1986 £ 2.4 WBRE TR
Galeocerdo cuvier 0.15~0.30 Randall, 1992 N
ELAL
Rhizoprionodon taylori HREkA 0.38~0.50 Simpfendorfer, 1992 & W 53 A1 3 U i) IR iR
Carcharhinus limbatus 0.52 Stevens Fl Wiley, 1986 ¢ KR 5 £ P A BE T
C. sorrah 0.53 Stevens 1 Wiley,1986 & tb | A1 0] DA LA [F) T
Mustelus griseus 0.39~0.44 Teshima, 1981 4 K BB REE RS ERE
Scoliodon laticaudus 0.30~0.35 A3 B
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Abstract

The e mbryo lengthr month relationship for it is in keeping with power function. During the e mbryonic development ,
the proportion of different e mbryo length is not changed, meaning there is no e mbryo losing. Being close to parturition, the
growth and the nutri ment absorbing among the ¢ mbryos are getting more and more varied. The young Scoliodon laticaudus

has strong vitality . (*I%ﬁ({— X





