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, ANOVA s Shannon N%
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(Ommastrephidae) et al, 2010) ,
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(De La Chesnais et al, 2019)
oualaniensis) (Dosidicus gigas)

, (
, 2019; ,2019)

(Sthenoteuthis

, 2004,

(38°N—40°S) (Roper et al, 1984),
(30°N),
, 125°W
(Staaf

(45°S)

* , 31872573, 31900333
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, 2019; , 2019)

(evolutionary stable strategy),

(Schoener et al, 1974)

>

( , 2020)
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, (mm)
, (beak) (8)s 95%
(radula) )
(Braley et al, 2010) ,
DNA )
( , 2018; , 2020; Bo ef al, 2020) 80
’ DNA 15°N
10° +
b 50 [
0°r Eﬂ% .,
5° - 4
1 0 Zxe
10%y & By,
1.1 15°5 L . . . . .
1 125° 115° 105° 95° 85° 75°W
¢ D,
2017—2019 1
( 1) s Fig.1 Sampling locations of S. oualaniensis and D. gigas
1 SEHNMEZEXERER
Tab.l1 Sampling information of S. oualaniensis and D. gigas
(mm) ANOVA
2°37'—2°53'S
S. oualaniensis 29 280+44
100°11'—102°20'W
2017 P=0.047
1°53'—2°25'S
D. gigas 31 260+31
99°37'—102°30'W
1°14'—2°35'S
S. oualaniensis 20 184+38
98°50'—103°13'W
2018 P=0.007
2°12'—2°56'S
D. gigas 22 214+£31
99°36'—102°54'W
2°46'—3°37'S
S. oualaniensis 31 231+42
102°18'—105°20'W
2019 P=0.583
1°43'—3°19'S
D. gigas 27 237+44
102°34'—106°11'W
1.2 1.3 DNA
Olympuss ZX7 , s 100 mg
R , PBS
R DNA
> DNA (
, Shimadzu ( ) DNA, Nano Drop 2000
0.000 1 g) DNA
95% , Leray (2013) mlCOlintF
95% , mICOIintR  Lcol490 Hco2198 (Geller et al,
DNA 2013), C I
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(mitochon-drial cytochrome oxidase subunit I, COI) 2020) 1% , PCR
PCR , ( ) ( ) DNA
, 2 NCBI (National Center for Biotechnology
PCR 25 uL : 6.5 uL H,0, 12.5 pL Premix Information) s )
Ex Taq (TaKaRa) (2x), (0.25 pmol/L) BLAST (Basic Local Alignment Search Tool)
0.5 uL DNA S5 uL :95°C 99% , 99%
5 min, 95 °C 10s, 56 °C 30s, 72 °C 90% (Ward et al, 2005); R
1 min, 1°C 90% , 90% 80%
16 , 46 °C 25 (Costa et al, 2007; Xu et al, 2019;
72 °C 10 min, 4 °C ( , , 2020)

%2 PCR3IMER
Tab.2 Information of the PCR primers

(5—3")
Lco1490 GGTCAAATCATAAAGATATTGG Geller et al, 2013
Hco2198 TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA Geller et al, 2013
mICOTintF GGWACWGGWTGAACWGTWTAYCCYCC Leray et al, 2013
mlCOlintR GGRGGRTASACSGTTCASCCSGTSCC Leray et al, 2013
1.4 2 3 ( 3
, DNA 33, 7 6
N% F% 9 1 , 3
W% IRI, 5 2 ( 4
IRI% (Hyslop, 1980)  Shannon-Wiener ,
) : 4 64 37,
N%= / « 3
%100, (1) (Copepods) (Amphipoda)
F%= / %100, (2) (Euphausiacea) (Decapoda);
W%= / (Myctophidae) (Phosichthyidae)
x100, 3) (Stomiidae) (Gadidae) (Gadidae)
IRI=F%x(N%+W%), (4) (Nomeidae)
IRI%=IRI/S IRI><100  (5) ( Onychoteuthidae Chiroteuthidae
Shannon-Wiener : H=—(3 PxInP)), (6) Thysanoteuthidae
P i Cranchiidae ) ( Nuculidae)
(W% Limacinidae Pterotracheidae
2 Cavoliniidae)
2.1 53 50
143—380 mm N% (65.36%),
172—380 mm, (ANOVA, F=0.128, (29.71%) (19.56%) ,
P=0.72) 101—1552¢g 165—1577 g, (18.35%) (7.60%),
(ANOVA, F=0.86, P>0.05) N%
(49.70%), (Corycaceidae)
31, 16 3 1 44.70%, (39.58%) (5.80%),
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%4 BAMBFETERS DNA HFEEM
Tab.4 Comparison of partial morphological identification results with DNA molecular identification
DNA (%)

1 E. pseudattenuatus 99.51 EU599529.1
2 C. curta 98.52 HM045360.1
3 H. longipes 86.78 EF989685.1
4 S. antennarius 91.88 HMO053505.1
5 P. sedentaria 99.02 MT062492.1
6 E. recurva 93.94 MG669394.1
7 E. eximia 99.68 AY601080.1
8 Euphausia gibboides 99.52 AY601081.1
9 Thysanopoda monacantha 97.60 MH572669.1
10 * Xanthidae 84.79 KU285973.1
11 * Cronius edwardsii 97.69 KT588227.1
12 * P, spinosum 99.02 MK466377.1
13 S. reversus 99.69 KJ555469.1
14 M. lychnobium 99.09 GU440415.1
15 M. nitidulum 99.84 GU440416.1
16 M. aurolaternatum 99.69 KJ555427.1
17 H. atratum 99.68 KJ555397.1
18 V. lucetia 99.84 HQO010067.1
19 B. argyrogaster 98.33 KU902900.1
20 C. pauciradiatus 97.62 MH638789.1
21 Auxis spp. 98.34 MH638721.1
22 O. micropterus 99.21 KX579979.1
23 D. gigas 99.56 KY446781.1
24 S. oualaniensis 99.67 DQ885842.1
25 Onychoteuthis spp. 91.75 AB199561.1
26 Onychoteuthis meridiopacifica 89.41 MHS570324.1
27 Chiroteuthidae 94.86 AY557529.1
28 Abraliopsis spp. 91.10 MK185878.1
29 T. rhombus 99.23 EU735371.1
30 C. scabra 98.93 GQ853498.1
31 L. valdiviae 99.22 AF000050.1
32 P. hoylei 99.85 JQ248117.1
33 * A. argo 100.00 AB191273.1

, W% (61.24%), (33.04%)
F% (76.06%), 1.75% 1.49%
(66.20%) , (47.89%) IRI  IRI%
(28.17%) (84.93%)  F% (IRI>713.11; IR1%>5.33%)
, (65.75%) (61.64%) (IRI>3884.63; IR1%>28.05%)
, F% IRI IRI%
(67.12%) 2.2
, W% (ANOVA)
(58.41%), (39.72%),
0.81% 0.35%; ; 9
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N% W% s , N%  40%,
F% >
77% , 2019 (1
F% N% R 76% ,2019 N% W%
R 65%, F% N% , N% s 2017—2019
85% ( 3

x5 ELEHMEZEAUERMLILR

Tab.5 Comparison of dietary differences between S. oualaniensis and D. gigas

2017—2019 2019
F P F P
N% 0.630 0.430 0.025 0.874
W% 0.253 0.617 0.989 0.332
N% 5.629 0.019 5.878 0.019
W% 1.955 0.165 10.157 0.003
N% 23.147 0.001 11.235 0.002
W% 0.232 0.631 1.473 0.232
, (H=2.79) ol

(H=1.56; ANOVA, F=4.820, P=0.030)

(multidimensional scaling analysis, MDS)

>

(2
0.4+
0.2+
@
a 0.0r
=
_0.21
0.4
| | 1 | 1
-0.6 -0.3 0.0 0.3 0.6
MDS1
2
Fig.2 MDS analysis of S. oualaniensis and D. gigas food
composition
SIMPER  3),

(Vinciguerria lucetia) (Diogenichthys

laternatus) Wk (Sternoptyx diaphana)

(Myctophum nitidulum)

, 33%

30

FRE (%)
S

HEC

10

KR kEre BRI RN 8le WX
KEN 1%&

3 SIMPER

Fig.3 SIMPER analysis of S. oualaniensis and D. gigas food
composition

3.1 DNA
4 DNA

COI , 33
66.67%

, DNA
DNA
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, F% , 65.75%,
, F% 33.80% ,
(Braley et al, 2010) , (67.12%),
(61.24%),
, , Markaida(2006)

>

(Benthosema panamense)

(Ahlstrom, 1968),
(Frank et al, 2002),

(Symondson, 2002) DNA ( )
(Benoit-Bird et al, 2002; Bertrand et al, 2002)
s Rosas-Luis  (2011)
( , 120—300 m ,
2015) DNA , ,
3DNA b 9 b

: (2020)  DNA ,

13, N%
8 , DNA ,
SIMPER ,

L

(Eduardo et al, 20006),

B

3.2 )
F% N% ; )
, F%  66.20%,
, W%  59.24% Shchetinnikov(1992)
( )
, (2016) ,
, (
) (Markaida et

, al, 2003), ,



