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Abstract

In order to understand the distribution of chondrichthyans and interaction between
chondrichthyans and fisheries around Taiwan coast waters. The surveys were carried
out from January 2022 to November 2022. Total 1459 samples were recorded and
classified as 62 species, including 42 species of sharks, 19 species of rays, and 2 species
of chimaera. The most abundant species for sharks are Galeus sauteri (24.08%),
Sphyrna lewini (9.07%), Isurus oxyrinchus (6.92%), Etmopterus splendidus (6.65%), and
Etmopterus molleri (6.56%). The most abundant species for rays and skates are
Hemitrygon akajei (33.46%), Okamejei hollandi (26.39%), Narke japonica (8.55%),
Rhinobatos schlegelii (6.69%), and Rhynchobatus immaculatus (6.69%). The dominant
species of sharks are Chiloscyllium plagiosum, Mustelus manazo, Scoliodon laticaudus,
Hemitrygon akajei, and Sphyrna lewini in north western waters of Taiwan; Scoliodon
laticaudus, Okamejei hollandi, Hemitrygon akajei, Sphyrna lewini, and Carcharhinus
sorrah in south western waters ; Galeus sauteri, Etmopterus splendidus, Etmopterus
molleri, Okamejei hollandi, and Sphyrna lewini in Tungang waters ; Galeus sauteri,
Isurus oxyrinchus, Mustelus manazo, Sphyrna lewini, and Etmopterus molleri in north
eastern waters ; Isurus oxyrinchus, Alopias pelagicus, Hemitrygon akajei, and Alopias
superciliosus in south eastern waters, respectively. For conservation and management
of chondrichthyans in Taiwan, the concerned priority of chondrichthyans was assessed
in this study. We suggested the most concerned species for conservation of
chondrichthyans are Megachasma pelagios, Cetorhinus maximus, Carcharodon
carcharias Carcharhinus falciformis, and Carcharhinus longimanus. The following
priority of concerned species are Sphyrna lewini, Sphyrna mokarran, Rhina

ancylostoma, and Glaucostegus granulatus.
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NWE S Rz LAE R F 64 T30l oe A AR L E S Lo THFERS
284 2or > BT BB ARELAAVENE R AR F A2
Al

9 e A T BN L L

Z22-1~ 2% 20 ¢ AHHER (2007 2 2017 & T 39)

# 7 FHH 2007-2017

Ex g ()
1 £r & Indonesia 110, 737
2 & ¥17 Spain 78, 443
3 fr & India 67, 391
4 & d & Mexico 39, 992
5 % ® United States 37, 389
6 e $22£ Argentina 33,414
T + 4 Taiwan 32, 784
8 B k& Iy Malaysia 21, 459
9 = & Brazil 19, 877
10 2 2 f14; Nigeria 19,008
11 o B New Zealand 17, 396
12 % % 7 Portugal 17,015
13 # B France 16, 684
14 P & Japan 16, 357
15 = AL 271 Pakistan 14, 034
16 ® % [ran 13,596
17 #% & Peru 10, 872
18 % it Korea 10, 504
19 # ™ Yemen 9, 622
20 e A % Ecuador 7,609

7 kiR - FAO FishStat 2019



2-2 R EP RE AL APR

Rpp AR ¥ 2 B € FEF 28 % 2010 & 2021 #ig sz 2R TR
(2022 & 8 * Mux) > Aok 2-2 2 B 2-1 #7r > 2010 # ¥ 2 A8 5 116 7
9,842 «vf - 1 2021 # 5 97 5 6,000 =¥ 2 €58 5 2014 #5140 & 7, 622
cep s B G 2020 £ 88 5 5,048 v T30A E L 113 % 7,834 o L0
BE9E 925 R4, 1148 ~ o

ERA2AE SR 0 220102425 395,493 292021 AR5 1 F
7,617 2> 2 5B 5 2011 £ 4 2,136 2w & i< 5 2021 £ 1 § 7,617
owps TR F L 28 8,804W 0 THARENE 9RI,0M4 g~ FALAERL
RFERJRAZZRE A0 0 4ok 2-2 2 Bl 2-2 #7770 BB & 2011 & 9 3. 45%
B G 2015 #01.68% 0 T35 2.5Th -

7‘*&‘"
\4—

\.J

2 2-ABF RAFRIAZZ LA AE (2010-2021 #)

SRR REEESR KL eBES
=P e
FE | EEE) FEET) | EE0E) | EEF ERES | EEES
IT) bt He
2010 1,169,824 | 92,576,485 35493 | 1,516,393 | 3.03% | 1.64%
2011 1,222,650 | 106,317,791 42,136 | 1,868,385 | 3.45% | 1.76%

2012 1,255,558 | 107,620,840 30,450 | 1,144,995 | 2.43% 1.06%

2013 1,274,282 | 101,649,634 26,751 | 1,017,644 | 2.10% 1.00%

2014 1,407,622 | 104,279,897 25,637 | 1,126,650 | 1.82% 1.08%

2015 1,299,261 | 92,393,154 21,871 676,533 | 1.68% 0.73%

2016 1,005,279 | 86,709,902 28,965 820,162 | 2.88% 0.95%

2017 1,029,723 | 90,656,466 27,136 825,928 | 2.64% 0.91%

2018 1,089,382 | 89,338,279 27,791 819,013 | 2.55% 0.92%

2019 1,039,383 | 89,426,051 34,977 | 1,107,365 | 3.37% 1.24%

2020 885,048 | 71,320,663 27,542 573,092 | 3.11% 0.80%

2021 976,000 | 77,880,211 17,617 455,138 | 1.81% 0.58%

iy 1,137,834 | 92,514,114 28,864 995,942 | 2.57% 1.06%

TARKRR el ¥ 2 0 € A48 BA ¥ 23 £31(2010-2021 &)



4L 7 B (/A FA RAFERIAZZ L A2 AT (2010-2021#) B f S B ()
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FRE

B2l 4r mmtns a22 044 2%E (2010-2021 &)
FALKR AR R EAR £ LR LR R LAy A

fggg/ft Wh A ME LS A E T A4 (2010-2021#)
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B 22 % dibataks 2874 (2010-2021 &)
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Riptrri b 2 R g ¥ F 2021 ER L8 %0 F2 4 #4F %5 (2022
EQ M) FHTARAAE S IT,617 2> B P AR g 5 827 2
MR Bk RAr A G 16,748 2 o A R E S ehn F a2 7,007 OoeE -~ H XS
B R 5,393 e~ w R RE 3,530 o~ & KRR 423 2w~ £ ¢ 135 aoeg -

FEF]T DD W~ £ R 42 OWE ~ ATAA P 33 oW s B EL 24 ovE s v B R 22
OEE S TUIERR 18 g s *EE 14 2w LERLL e s Fre e 9 e s AR
w8 2}\:&*‘;’[ o

FOREEIFOTH LG B2 S BAF ¥ mkiiiﬂa’é}é4 GEER
BEAD o A RR AT AFHIRERE IV ILITE S FEILTADYE A
AARELARAA LR AL B FD 2 BARY AN A WA Sk
gﬁﬁﬁm%@ﬂgwﬁﬁ’x;-%pﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iéoﬁﬁﬁiéﬁﬁ
AR E R BB FIa e IixiE i@ p AL EINE SRR ST
EHOmAFEARET R 2 Sl A PRSP EADRED S VF RS # T
FRAa 2 RAES L 2ERE AL AL Ay o KBTI S T E T R
LT F KA SR AG TR I R APEES 20 o

-3 £ WHT A b5 R

DI A G AR A S LR R AR R S B IRAZE 1250 & (Weigmann,
2016) > w4y %5 K& dAFRIA2iE 180 & (Ebert et al., 2013;
Shao, 2021) > $ ik 2xkgct g fsg 14.4% > P = G 3F 378 6645 T8
Mo d BEIRET AFBIFERE LS PR P LA RN P AR
BN TG (BT BHE P E) 28 4Bl 2-3 977 c 28 Rt A
#en13 B P (order) » At A% i%y‘fiiéi}_%ﬂ?:’%? MIZEI G oom R Rl bE
ST 201 B t Rt 524 98 /F - AdiABT R3] 64 By
Ao b2 R e 34 #14091.2% ~ 107 59, 8% -
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0 5 x : :
Australia Japan Indonesia  Southern Africa Central West Taiwan
Atlantic

B2-3- 23t asfb s (DfF2 (DI KR -
Data sources: Australia, Japan and Indonesia: updated from Last & White (2011);
southern Africa: Ebert & van Hees (2015); western central Atlantic: updated from
Carpenter (2002); Taiwan: Ebert et al. (2013).
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Source: Kriwet & Benton (2004)
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Source: Chen et al. (2021)



Fh A REr R TALITARP R P IFARPALEZ FES AL S
A Bk KA o T AR AR P KK R R RR S do@] 24 A 0 gt
B2 HFBERALBTRARY 3 AT AR RET AP R S HET N
g b FlE LB foE et > T A T B REEA SRS (1) i
AR EP s ()M P L AR~ (3)a P WBEFES R~ (LIS T
Fa % s 2 (D) R IRFIniak § 48 (Ebertetal, 2013) -

I
-~

>

FAYEEFABRE DI RN ERDZ PN K P EEELR
(Tang et al., 2000) » 2@ L ime o inied #5%% (Liang et al., 2003) - %
AR R E P AR A 2 0 R PR oW 25 YT o R e ¥R E Y
TABPTE AR A Ad et RERF R A UE ANBEE > B s BAHZ
Fa A FligEk iRt RE L Rl AR R EF Ay TR I
Po i FAKEE P RERTEREDF S LAL L 0E EF (Etmopteridae)
#&@ft (Centrophoridae) ~ ##t4t (Scyliorhinidae) % & ¥ 4+ (Squalidae)
¥oE RS AL A -



\\\Xr

R R AREAE S R B R

23111 & 11 7 B3tess oh A3 6248 1459 & > H P L dufs 43 44
1113 & > gogkags 1748269 & > 8@sgs 2477 & - C A $ s
A0 i 24.08% 0 B A s sk YR g (9.07%) ~ s (6.92%) ~ 2 fF
5% (6.65%) 3 <5 % (6.56%) K eids (5.57%) ~ & jp# (5.57%) ~ 7
THEEE B (4.76%) s ja g (4.31%) % o prgksf cnip A 8 5 ¢ A& g & 33, 46%:
H=w s @mR FAE (26.39%) - p AE T4 (8.55%) ~ S EEF A (6.69%)
£ AT (6.69%) ~ A& L& e=pf (4.46%) ~ 7 dr (4.09%) ~ = ¥ g (2. 23%) -
P 2B TT R 0 2 R R E L AR LT AU F T A
¥ 4 (Species accumulation curve) +4c®@ 3-1 #7+ > J‘l'fi.%{i EREE-3 X ]

>

KRR A W R Ao F &P o
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3-1 £ 8d i

111 & 4 45 A3 E S5 F A es 2 g f ek 3-1 907 > s 2
AR EF L ORR AL s g (B 21.83% 4 & 5 - L& fleenRg)-
B i dogpan (16 19.720% Tl s - LHFE) ~ kA S (1 14.08% §
W)~ A (1112706 flaedf ) ~ 2 op Y e (10.56%~ {4 %) > #
Pl YEBEE FRAETFH G N ET £56 245 ((R) 48 -

3-2 LT AR

111 #2806 248 5% ARBFES 2 B R 40k 32907 > o 34
BE Y Lot AL T EASR (21.32%) 0 A= i e Ee (14.21% %
Gedp )~ Ak (13.71% flae 2 5 e qf &) ~ o p ‘r%.@i (ik12.18%~ 142 %
I )~ 2 g (1 9.64% TR RIE) B o YR 5 2
TR BrAT R S ETHL TUN 57 50 SRR (CRY b fE

3-3 KPR AR

1Nl E2LBPFFAERF AR eS 2 ke f ik 33977 > AL iBP
FARRY Lot d A i (30.00%  FaeqE) > R S Ard o
B (9.85% ~ A IE) KL R (1.30% 54 E) ~ L T (6.79%
TR E) P2 b g (6.79%  FRiFE) s 2p BB (4.92% - i E)
o0 P YEERRALY g e gritags [UN BT 5 s
726 5 48 (CR) i 48 -

&

3-4 AL} AR

111 &4k r B ih B es 2 B a8k 3457 0 kb
FE Y Lo b RN S i (23.00% 45 ) 2 & S s (11.39%
EBHFE) Eper (1.38% 453 i)~ o p Y& f (6,120t ®mEHF &)
FRER (5.T0% FaeiE) s 2R (5. 49% FRHFE) % 2 Lp Y
B~ B i TN 7 535 S5 ((R) 44 -



3-5 ALz AR

111 48 s 48 5T AR es 2 kB AFwE 3597 adka
BEY Lagt A st (33.96%  wBmAFIE) 0 B F R BB
(11.32% ~ e BHFE)Z A pr (6 11.32% ~ Tldp ) ~ imm g (1 9. 43%
W E) ) 45 A (T, 55% uE BA Y )R b Y B (T, 55% 1t WA I B )
He wp YE@S IUON 7 £ S s ((R) et 485 @ 7 ~ Ahbi - &

RE Ak 0 ~ 3% 78 g ~ TR AR o Y B S CITES "4 = hik v $ 48 o

fhEEEREA
BIFE 5 AR R BT UCN)AT Ry 2 s i A

@
— G
Regionally Extinct (RE)
= = = - Nreatened categories _ _ _ _ &
| 1
I 1 | Extinction
Adequate data 1 : risk

| 1
i — Vvulnerable (vu) E
[ |

Evaluated e e e e e ———— “

Eligible for Regional —— Near Threatened (NT)
Assessment
S)
All species Data Deficient (DD)
—
Not Applicable (NA)
I Not Evaluated (NE) I
ERIAJE © TUCN (2022)
SFhTEREEREA -

NE R&Fli ~ DD #dg#k= ~ LC fi/& - NT #1/% ~ VU /& » EN JHfE ~ CR A&/ »
EW BPSNEAE ~ EX 48 - Eadim IUCN 4LE445% - T 2% | (“threatened") —
sE B TEERLT 3 (Ef ARG - e (CR) ~ #fE (EN) K@ (VU) -



7% 3-1 ~ EZEPGILEE S RIS R (111 4 1-11 )

FFPR SR Ed 24 F-F | BF | B2F | BUF | dat | Bott | #E IUCN %4k | IUCN#&J5 | CITES {#
=
1 ZA=LEY N Carcharhinus sorrah 2 1 2 0 51 3.52% | 4 NT Decreasing
2 SRR HH A Rhizoprionodon acutus 0 1 1 0 2 1.41% | #4 VU Decreasing
3| RERER Scoliodon laticaudus 6 8 4 2 20 | 14.08% | W48 NT Decreasing
4 LAY £ Sphyrna lewini 3 7 4 1 15 | 10.56% | %48 CR Decreasing e
5 BT He i Chiloscyllium plagiosum 10 12 6 3 31 | 21.83% | —=28Y ~ 48 NT Decreasing
6 | B3 Mustelus manazo 6 9 8 5 28 | 19.72% | —89- HE4EY | EN Decreasing
7 PRI Mustelus griseus 2 1 1 0 4| 2.82% | Y~ LB EN Decreasing
8 H AR A Hemitriakis japanica 3 2 0 0 50 3.52% | —28Y - 4l EN Decreaing
9 ST HE S Rhynchobatus immaculatus 0 4 0 0 4| 2.82% | Hi4d CR Decreasing
10 | BRICEEEESE Rhinobatos schlegelii 0 3 0 2 50 3.52% | —89 - FEAESY CR Decreasing
11 AL Hemitrygon akajei 5 7 3 1 16 | 11.27% | #48 NT Decreasing
12 | WAL Bathytoshia lata 1 0 0 0 1] 0.70% | E&E4 VU Decreasing
13 | ZRIRAL Hemitrygon navarrae 1 0 0 0 1| 0.70% | &£&4 VU Decreasing
14 | S ERH Platyrhina tangi 1 0 0 0 1] 0.70% | %48 VU Decreasing
15 | HEBEEAL Aetobatus ocellatus 1 2 0 1 4| 2.82% | M4 - EELH VU Decreasing
INEF 41 57 29 15| 142 100%




% 3-2 - EREPTREIEECR FORREEA (111 4F 1-11 )
FFR e 24 $—F | 52F | £=F | guF |t | Bk | #EE IUCN %4k | IUCN %5 | CITES %
=)

1 & Rhincodon typus 1 0 0 1 2 1.02% | /& -8 EN Decreasing | fifF—
2 R Galeocerdo cuvier 2 0 0 0 2 1.02% | #i48 NT Decreasing

3 Vo H R Carcharhinus sorrah 3 6 8 2 19 9.64% | HI4d ~ #idd NT Decreasing

4 JTUEE AR AR Carcharhinus tjutjot 1 2 0 0 3 1.52% | #i4d VU Decreasing

5 ZRTH Hh e A Rhizoprionodon acutus 2 1 1 0 4 2.03% | 4 VU Decreasing

6 BRI Scoliodon laticaudus 11 9 16 6 42 | 21.32% | W4 - Hid NT Decreasing

7| ALA Y B Sphyrna lewini 6 3 12 3 24 | 12.18% | #i4d CR Decreasing | [ff#—
8 PET S Chiloscyllium plagiosum 3 4 0 0 7 3.55% | H4d - 464 NT Decreasing

9 A T RESUHE Rhynchobatus australiae 2 0 0 0 2 1.02% | #4d ~ 464 CR Decreasing

10 DT FE AU Rhynchobatus immaculatus 4 5 0 0 9 4.57% | W4 - Ha4l CR Decreasing

11| ERIREEEE Rhinobatos schlegelii 7 6 0 0 13 6.60% | Hi4d CR Decreasing

12| FRfT Hemitrygon akajei 6 5 11 5 27 | 13.71% | #048 ~ $548 NT Decreasing

13 | =Ml Hemitrygon bennettii 3 2 0 0 5 2.54% | 4 -

14 | i Hemitrygon laevigata 1 0 0 0 1 0.51% | #id VU Decreasing

15 | QBT Telatrygon zugei 0 0 6 0 6 3.05% | fi4d VU Decreasing

16 foTEC 2% Okamejei hollandi 6 13 6 3 28 | 14.21% | fu%d %) Decreasing

17 AR B HEAT Aetobatus ocellatus 0 1 0 0 1 0.51% | #i4d VU Decreasing

18 E2V NEY SiiE Sinobatis melanosoma 2 0 0 0 2 1.02% | f48 -

/Nt 60 57 60 20 | 197 | 100.00%




% 3-3 ~ HUBAROBEECE SRR (111 £ 1-11 F) (172)

FFR SR Ed B4 E-F | B2F | B=F | BUF | hat Bt | fiEE IUCN %4, | IUCN &8 | CITES {f
=
1 fii& Rhincodon typus 0 1 0 0 1 0.17% | & FEH EN Decreasing | i
2 eIV Alopias pelagicus 3 6 0 0 9 1.53% | 44 EN Decreasing | Fff#2—
3 ZA=LEY N Carcharhinus sorrah 4 3 2 0 9 1.53% | #i4d NT Decreasing
4 | 4LAY B Sphyrna lewini 7 13 7 2 29 | 4.92% | #i4d CR Decreasing | Ff#—
5 ENAES Cirrhoscyllium formosanum 3 7 2 1 13| 2.21% | #6648 VU Decreasing
6 FREC M & Galeus eastmani 4 11 2 2 19 | 3.23% | #i4 LC Stable
7 e QTR Galeus sauteri 56 77 27 17 177 | 30.05% | #i4E LC Stable
8 H A Galeus nipponensis 3 2 0 0 5 0.85% | #4d LC Stable
9 (SN Halaelunus burgeri 2 4 0 0 6| 1.02% | #i4E EN Decreasing
10 | HOER Eridacnis radcliffei 4 6 6 2 18 | 3.06% | #i4¥ LC Decreasing
11 | BREE Proscyllium habereri 1 0 0 0 1| 0.17% | #i4d VU Decreasing
12 | KOEZ Apristurus macrorhynchus 1 0 2 0 3| 0.51% | #i4d LC Stable
13 | EVIE Apristurus platyrhynchus 0 2 0 0 2| 0.34% | #i48 LC Unknown
14 | BYIHK & Deania calcea 3 1 0 0 4| 0.68% | #i4d NT Decreasing
15 | #8sE& Cephaloscyllium fasciatum 0 1 0 0 1| 0.17% | #i&4d CR Decreasing
16 | J5BEEH& Cephaloscyllium umbratile 0 1 0 0 1| 0.17% | #i4d NT Decreasing
17 | BEHETS& Etmopterus splendidus 23 20 12 3 58 | 9.85% | #i4 LC Stable
18 HKE& Etmopterus molleri 15 17 8 3 43 7.30% | f4E DD Unknown




G 3-3 ~ RUBN RIS SUSRREIEHEL (111 4 1-11 H) (2/2)

FFR SR Ed 24 $F | B2F | £=2F | BUF | Nt Eath | fEE IUCN %4, | IUCN &8 | CITES {f
=)

19 sk Dalatias licha 0 1 0 0 1 0.17% | 48 LC Unknown

20 | [l EEfREA AR Squaliolus aliae 11 17 10 2 40 | 6.79% | #i4d LC Unknown

21 RUET & Heptranchias perlo 2 0 0 0 2 0.34% | #i4d NT Decreasing

22 | FEAJTHEAUIE Rhynchobatus australiae 0 1 0 0 1| 0.17% | 48 CR Decreasing

23 | MEBEREAUE Rhynchobatus immaculatus 2 3 0 0 5| 0.85% | #i4E CR Decreasing

24 | JREL Hemitrygon akajei 6 8 3 1 18 | 3.06% | #i4E NT Decreasing

25 | ==L Hemitrygon bennettii 2 2 0 0 4| 0.68% | #E4

26 | S B Platyrhina tangi 0 2 0 0 2| 0.34% | #i4E VU Decreasing

27 | tEEmAL Urolophus aurantiacus 1 2 0 0 3| 0.51% | 48 VU Decreasing

28 [ERNES e Narke japonica 4 6 4 2 16 | 2.72% | #i%d vu Decreasing

29 | {o[[REERE Okamejei hollandi 14 11 12 3 40 | 6.79% | HE49 VU Decreasing

30 | EEREEVE Dipturus kwangtungensis 7 3 0 0 10 | 1.70% | 4 DD Unknown

31 TBAERET Chimaera phantasma 17 22 6 3 48 | 8.15% | #iE VU Decreasing

/It 195 250 | 103 41 589 | 100%




%34~ EEROLEEEECR SEREEAL (111 4F 1-11 ) (172)
FFR SR Ed B4 E-F | B2F | B=F | BUF | hat Bt | fiEE IUCN %4, | IUCN &8 | CITES {f
=]

1 fii& Rhincodon typus 0 1 0 0 1| 0.21% | /58w EN Decreasing | i
2 IRER L Isurus oxyrinchus 8 22 14 10 54 | 11.39% | ZE4EEY EN Decreasing | [ff#—
3 R IKAES Isurus paucus 0 2 2 0 4| 0.84% | HEXESY EN Decreasing | i
4 PRl AL Prionace glauca 6 8 4 1 19 | 4.01% | #E4ESY NT Decreasing

5 pENEININ Alopias pelagicus 6 6 1 0 13 2.74% | ALY EN Decreasing | iR —
6 = IV Alopias superciliosus 5 7 3 1 16 3.38% | ELAEEY VU Decreasing | [ —
7 T Galeocerdo cuvier 1 2 1 0 4 0.84% | HE4EEY NT Decreasing

8 1= fi S HR ¢ Carcharhinus plumbeus 0 1 0 0 1| 0.21% | ZE4EEY EN Decreasing

9 FIEEEIRES | Carcharhinus albimarginatu 0 1 0 0 1| 0.21% | a8 VU Decreasing

10 PREEN=ERS A Carcharhinus obscurus 0 1 0 0 1 0.21% | 4l EN Decreasing

11 | LAY Sphyrna lewini 7 12 8 2 29 | 6.12% | ME4ESY CR Decreasing | Ff5
12| J\fE Y & Sphyrna mokarran 0 1 0 0 1| 0.21% | ZE4EHY CR Decreasing | i~
13| fiRECHT & Galeus eastmani 2 1 2 0 5| 1.05% | #i48 LC Stable

14 | ARECHTS Galeus sauteri 45 32 19 13 109 | 23.00% | #i4d LC Stable

15 PR Chiloscyllium plagiosum 3 4 2 1 10 2.11% | 4 NT Decreasing

16 =Rl Mustelus manazo 12 8 13 2 35 7.38% | 648 EN Decreasing

17 PR Moustelus griseus 2 2 2 1 7 1.48% | #i%d EN Decreasing

18 | HAKAS Hemitriakis japonica 2 3 3 1 9| 1.90% | s EN Decreasing




Gk 34~ EEFILEDEEECE SRR (111 £ 1-11 ) (2/2)

FFPR e B4 $F | B2F | £=2F | BUF | Nt Bt | fiEE IUCN %4k | TUCN %5 | CITES %
=]
19 =B Squalus formosus 0 2 0 0 2 0.42% | o4 EN Decreasing
20 H Aiffific: Squalus japonicus 2 4 3 1 10 | 2.11% | #i4 EN Decreasing
21 Wi T 5% Etmopterus splendidus 7 5 4 0 16 3.38% | f4d LC Stable
22 HKE& Etmopterus molleri 8 13 5 1 27 5.70% | a4 DD Unknown
23 | FERIA Centrophorus granulosus 0 2 0 0 2| 0.42% | 48 EN Decreasing
24 | BYJHK A Deania calcea 0 1 0 0 1| 0.21% | fi4g NT Decreasing
25 A Dalatias licha 1 1 2 1 5 1.05% | 49 LC Unknown
26 o] B f e Squaliolus aliae 12 13 0 0 25 5.27% | &4 LC Unknown
27 | FREL Hemitrygon akajei 6 11 5 2 24 | 5.06% | Hi4d NT Decreasing
28 | =il Hemitrygon bennettii 0 2 0 0 2| 0.42% | 4
29 | AR Narke japonica 4 3 0 0 7| 1.48% | 48 VU Decreasing
30 | folfREERE Okamejei hollandi 1 2 0 0 3| 0.63% | #E48 VU Decreasing
31 | EREY Dipturus kwangtungensis 0 2 0 0 2| 0.42% | #E48 DD Unknown
32 | TRAEERET Chimaera phantasma 5 11 8 2 26 | 5.49% | 48 VU Decreasing
33 TR Rhinochimaera pacifica 1 1 1 0 4 LC Unknown
3 0.63%
/Nt 146 | 187 | 102 39 474 | 100%




% 3-5 « EIERE IS AUSRAHEL (111 4 1-11 H)

FFR SR Ed B4 £-F | B2F | F=ZF | FUF | Nt Eath | fEE IUCN %4, | IUCN &8 | CITES {f
=]

1| & Rhincodon typus 0 1 1 1 3| 5.66% | g EN Decreasing | Ff#
2 IS Isurus oxyrinchus 5 11 3 4 18 | 33.96% | ZE4EEY EN Decreasing | Fff#—
3 R IREEIS Isurus paucus 2 2 0 0 2| 3.77% | HELESY EN Decreasing | fif#—
4 RIS Alopias pelagicus 0 3 2 1 6 | 11.32% | 4y EN Decreasing | [f#—
5 EEZIINAR Alopias superciliosus 6 4 1 0 51 9.43% | EaESY VU Decreasing | [ —
6 LAY Ehg Sphyrna lewini 4 2 0 2 4| 7.55% | HEAESY CR Decreasing | fifFe =
7 i Galeocerdo cuvier 0 1 1 0 2| 3.77% | 4 NT Decreasing

8 | PEIEE Prionace glauca 6 0 3 1 4| 7.55% | ME4ESY NT Decreasing

9 | & Dalatias licha 1 0 1 0 1| 1.89% | #4d LC Unknown

10 RS Hexanchus griseus 0 0 1 0 1 1.89% | Z4ESY NT Decreasing

11| JRET Hemitrygon akajei 2 3 1 2 6 | 11.32% | #i48 NT Decreasing

12 | HAHE Mobula japanica 0 1 0 0 1| 1.89% | #49 EN Decreasing

Nt 26 28 14 11 53| 100%




% 3-6 ~ EELHTBISIUE G R)MIER BN (K IUCN (RERFE M)
SE B4 et H4yEE  |[TUCN %54% |CITES 4%

LAY g Sphyrma lewini 101 9.07%| CR ffe—
J\BE Y B2 Sphyrna mokarran 1 0.09%| CR I —
EYES ESY A Cephaloscyllium fasciatum 1 0.09%| CR

HAR%& Squatina japonica 1 0.09%| CR

fii & Rhincodon typus 7 0.63%| EN Mife —
IKEB S Isurus oxyrinchus 77 6.92%| EN Mfzs—
5 IRAERL Isurus paucus 8 0.72%| EN fifze—
pENE IR Alopias pelagicus 26 2.34%| EN ffe—
1= fiE S HR ] Carcharhinus plumbeus 1 0.09%| EN

e = R A Carcharhinus obscurus 1 0.09%| EN

H A TREL Hemitriakis japanica 14 1.26%| EN

EIAR Mustelus manazo 62 5.57%| EN

RIS Mustelus griseus 13 1.17%| EN

(BB E-A Halaelunus burgeri 6 0.54%| EN

BB Squalus formosus 2 0.18%| EN

H Aot Squalus japonicus 10 0.90%| EN

FERLR Centrophorus granulosus 2 0.18%| EN

RNV Alopias superciliosus 29 2.61%| VU f—
AN EIRES Carcharhinus leucas 1 0.09%| VU

H 58 AR Carcharhinus albimarginatu 1 0.09%| VU

NINERSE(ESA Carcharhinus tiutjot 3 0.27%| VU

ALY Rhizoprionodon acutus 6 0.54%| VU

BIBIEERT Cirrhoscyllium formosanum 13 1.17%| VU

IEEC & Proscyllium habereri 2 0.18%| VU

PrallE e Prionace glauca 37 3.32%| NT

Rl Galeocerdo cuvier 8 0.72%| NT

YOI H AR Carcharhinus sorrah 33 2.96%| NT

R Scoliodon laticaudus 62 5.57%| NT

{5 © TUCN (& 554479 : (CR, Critically Endangered ) fif& ~ (EN, Endangered ) #fifg
(VU, Vulnerable ) 5@ ~ (NT, Near Threatened ) #7/% ~ (LC, Least Concern ) fif% ~ (DD, Data
Deficient ) #i5Ht= -




B 3-6 - EEITITFSEUE AR A AIERER (& IUCN (REFPEFHHE)
e L /Net| ESTER[TUCN 254K (CITES 4K
G PETAAL Cephaloscyllium umbratile 1 0.09%| NT

BETT Y Chiloscyllium plagiosum 48 431%| NT

R 2 Deania calcea 5 0.45%| NT

ANy R Ny Heptranchias perlo 2 0.18%| NT

RINER A Hexanchus griseus 1 0.09%| NT

R & Galeus eastmani 24 2.16%| LC

HREC T Galeus sauteri 268|  24.08%| LC

H A Galeus nipponensis 5 0.45%| LC

KOEZ Apristurus macrorfiynchus 3 0.27%| LC

RV B Apristurus platyrhynchus 2 0.18%| LC

BIE& FEridacnis radcliffei 18 1.62%| LC

LR T BA Etmopterus splendidus 74 6.65%| LC

it Dalatias licha 8 0.72%| LC

e EE it e Squaliolus aliae 53 4.76%| LC

HILS& Etmopterus molleri 73 6.56%| DD

fHisE : IUCN {RE=HEZF 40T © (CR, Critically Endangered ) /% * (EN, Endangered ) #if&
(VU, Vulnerable ) 5jf& ~ (NT, Near Threatened ) #71& ~ (LC, Least Concern) f#f& ~ (DD, Data
Deficient) #jEE= -




# 3-7 ~ EEINTIEIEECE AT SR AR B AHAR (fk TUCN (& TSR

AR

SE B4 et H4yEE  |[TUCN %54% |CITES 4%
BRI Rhinobatos schlegelii 18 6.69%| CR
DT FE A i Rhynchobatus immaculatus 18 6.69%| CR
T ESUfE Rhynchobatus australiae 3 1.12%| CR
H A i Mobula japanica 1 0.37%| EN
AT Hemitrygon laevigata 1 0.37%| VU
AT Bathytoshia lata 1 0.37%| VU
RIAL Hemitrygon navarrae 1 0.37%| VU
AT Telatrygon zugel 6 2.23%| VU
e il Urolophus aurantiacus 3 1.12%]| VU
5 K, B AL i Platyrhina tangi 3 1.12%| VU
ARBEAEHT Aetobatus ocellatus 5 1.86%| VU
H 7~ g fig EE fiE Narke japonica 23 8.55%| VU
AT ER ZE i Okamejei hollandi 710 26.39%| VU
FRAT Hemitrygon akajer 90|  33.46%| NT
R V)% Dipturus kwangtungensis 12 4.46%| DD
wfil Hemitrygon bennettii 11 4.09%| -
RSB EAENL | Sinobatis melanosoma 2 0.74%| -

fHisE : IUCN {RE=HEZF 40T © (CR, Critically Endangered ) /% * (EN, Endangered ) #if@
(VU, Vulnerable ) 5jf& ~ (NT, Near Threatened ) #71& ~ (LC, Least Concern) f#f& - (DD, Data
Deficient) #jE&= -
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A B ELP 4ol

- B RHE )

BB R (U )26 11 E#%-F&3 50 258Q2. 67 Exad
e (2.63) - LEPRa(2.62) 2Midsias (1.92): 111 #5%- %
BF s B(3.06) - Ex s hpPFias (2.66) 55 Ls 3 (2.00);

1N #5=2FE3 2 AABB QT2 B 0EPpRaE (2.3 &M
243 (1.83) 111 #5e ZE3 A3 L2.20) B AEPR
(2.18) » B 5 0 m /338 (1.78) °

CEERHE (D)

ERACD Y S M>w 11l E%- 553 :0EPF254.36) H=:
AAdEE (4.21) &mMideids (2273)5111 # %2 F&3 52 A an
6.12) B2 AP F A48 BMidasre (2040);111 # %= T &
BakAAar (A1) 2248538303 &Midaie (1.47) ;111
ErxrEhgiditar (3.00) EX 0B Fa8(2.96) M50 38
¥ (1.67) -

<395 R (J)

G0y bl (P ) a1l &£5- Fhaihsms (0.97)-
Fams (0.90) Bii ApPRa (L5111 £5- Fhd 50 3h8
(0.8~ H=xsaims (0.85) kamm (0.82) hits Rkt F b
(0.5 111 & 5= % shams (0.9 B sarms (0,95 i
s (0.76):111 &% m Fhd 5 hdmm (0.99) 58 #H% (0.99)-
7% (0.99) 0 i A (0.67)
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238 LWL BABET AN iR (111 & 1-11 )

bl A FadbvE | PRREE | BOBPR | SR | SRR
FREW) | F—F 2.24 2.67 2.62 2.63 1.92
B 2.24 2.34 2.66 3.06 2.00
£= 1.90 1.83 2.39 2.72 2.35
FIUE 1.97 1.78 2.18 2.24 1.87
FE1Y 2.09 2.16 2.46 2.66 2.04
weRED) | H—F 2.73 3.66 4.36 421 1.84
B 2.48 2.72 4.89 6.12 2.40
F= 1.80 1.47 2.80 4.11 3.03
EAUE 2.22 1.67 2.96 3.55 2.85
AR 2.31 2.38 3.75 4.50 2.53
MEREr) | F—F 0.85 0.90 0.57 0.63 0.97
BE 0.85 0.87 0.51 0.64 0.82
F= 0.95 0.89 0.78 0.76 0.99
FEIUE 0.99 0.99 0.74 0.67 0.99
FE 1Y 0.91 0.91 0.65 0.68 0.94

BEREBEZERAMAMZ ABPRAS RS » FZ L7 A2 KERT
KRR A Y A E AR 0 RIB RPN o F AR G 3 s BRI EPISIT
AP LA AR RS L B A ERE A AN E LB F AR B A
BERES REFEAI PP HBREZEEARARM - Al aAFBYERE Y
HRRMKGREF ) LA BRERE A S  SEw R b Ao B

AR A AT SR UEE STE NS N
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BIHAREFELL > 2FFEGE R EL R B R (=78, Total
length 39-84cm) ~ #7 % (n=91, Total length 286-650cm) ~ E v % (n=51, Total
length 363-495cm) ~ %25 #x(n=78, Disc width 235-500cm) ~ = ¢ % (n=10, Total
length 160-456cm) % 7 ¥ 4 s ¥ 4482k =2 F4 (5°C and 5"N) >
FAch Y LA TET BY AR o T (LD et al., 2014) - 4 B 5 4Rk
g EA N T PR R PR o YR EE > AT & 41 9

Ao X EEAE R EEMA(SOERF=EF (6"N) #F Bl4c® 4-1 #77 o

18.5 A

R IINER

1651 SRS
. A | 4P Y EHRE
B AR

o ZN=F
14.5 1 SRR 1" % |

LAY ERwW |

615%'
1 5 7 e DN _ —
(%o) REE BEG® | BAnE

10.5 -

Elilé ® i 2
8.5 - |
IR
6-5 T T T T T T T
-21 -20 -19 -18 -17 -16 -15 -14

O13C (%o)

BA-1- 5% afEek w20 "O8Eer =t F (6°N) &% F



41 P AT =2 TR (57 and 6"N)

P& FfER] d13C 3N n Length (cm) HBL iifas
1 fii’& Rhincodon typus -15.66+0.82 9.00+1.80 91 286-650(TL) | &/ ENTIEEo'e
2 B Megachasma pelagios -17.04+0.72 9.08+1.04 51 363-495(TL) | /&S ZN T3
3 UEAT Manta birostris -17.4440.67 8.19+0.68 18 235-500 (DW) | G/& s Kb 7EE X
4 K% Carcharodon carcharias -15.00+0.92 14.4+0.68 10 160-456 (TL) | /& ENTEAE]IE3
5 PETSaES (MEFR) Chiloscyllium plagiosum -15.7540.51 12.4610.69 32 41-84(TL) = (iRl AT E xR
6 BETTYaRS (HE ) Chiloscyllium plagiosum -15.83+0.44 12.36+0.74 46 39-84(TL) BETEILE AT EIRR
7 MEECHTE Galeus sauteri -16.6610.08 12.0240.21 4 40-43(TL) FOBP R, AT EIRR
8 L B4 Etmopterus molleri -19.60+0.82 11.55+0.44 7 11-12.1(TL) | BRI AH5EE xR
9 4TI Y B8 Sphyrna lewini -16.16+0.26 13.83+0.52 5 52-70(TL) BETEE AREFEERR
10 | $EI&EER; Prionace glauca -18.31+0.54 15.77+1.07 18 — PR £ (Li et al., 2014)
11 | FEEINES Alopias superciliosus -17.11+0.44 17.02+1.21 7 — PR E (Li et al., 2014)
12 | SEBERE: Carcharhinus falciformis -17.08+0.35 15.45+0.99 19 - R E (Lietal, 2014)
13 | J5BEERES Carcharhinus longimanus -18.79+0.17 14.93+0.84 5 — e S DES (Li et al., 2014)
14 | LAY B Sphyrna lewini -16.70+0.17 15.05+1.05 8 — HHBRR# (Li et al., 2014)




4-1 f2k =3F (6"°N)
L 22 F (SN 6 KR FUFAERE BT R LiFE = fiR

st ad > AL P ERFEENLIY > o 8 CEHE S HFED AT &R
ﬁ‘%ﬂﬁﬁiﬁiﬁ’M“ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁikﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁW%ﬂﬁgﬁﬁ
Ao (delop YR @ RA P SRR R ) G e

—m\\

AAF AR AL HEIF LI AMBARI A HIBER AT FIE S
PRz g REERE T AMP B R R F E S g S
Aoe B oM BT I e TA MR AR A e § licE g § 1 HC

PRI AL LT -

Wi

4-2 #E I =2 (6"0)

LT e F2A(S 0 d o Rk p A FENL AR SRR A H e F A K
BRI T AR b o der A A R B R iR RE o Ad
ARIT UF R P AMEEANE T B2 MG i S F LT

BRA oA ETRE RG-S JRLANEN AL T UFREEAEC 2

ARG LoRBF PR R oo

4-3 ¥ R RE X

BFAEERFEGERE w2 4297 v R EFEY P23 F G EF R
F& & (TL)% 4.19 £ 022 > %34 Fishbase FTHE 2 4.0+0.67 > | % > 29k 3 ¢
TREF oY Rk F R E YA A (TL) S 318 + 0535 &3
Fishbase FALE 5 3.610.5> = F * 2 M P 3532 c B U XY k=
#§ R EYErE(TL)S 3.17 £ 031> %34 Fishbase FHE 5 34402 %igjr
FrRi=Z2F R FEMAEML)SF 291 + 0.25> 439 Fishbase FALE 5 3.540.5¢
G REY R R EY AR (TL) S 474 + 0200 439 Fishbase LA 5
4.5+0.4 -



* 42 WHRFEREREGREEE

vl TL ([EIfr %) TL (Fishbase) st
fii& 3.18+0.53 3.,6+0.5 KhH7EE X
EO& 3.17+0.31 34+0.2 ZN 23
SLIE AT 291+0.25 35+0.5 A7 E X
UNEE-A 474 £0.20 45+04 KhH7EE X
BT He g 4.19+0.22 4.0+£0.67 A7 E R
Mz R AL 4.06 +0.06 3.910.2 IR R
RS 3.93+£0.13 4.2+0.5 A7 ER
LAY B TW 4.56 +£0.15 41=+0.5 AHHZEE X
PRI TR 4.17+0.32 44+0.2 (Li et al., 2014)
ESIEZIIIY 4.53+0.36 45+0.0 (Li et al., 2014)
SEE E R 4.07+0.29 45+0.0 (Lietal., 2014)
T IR 3.92+0.25 42+04 (Li et al., 2014)
KLAYEME 3.96 +0.31 4.1+0.5 (Li et al., 2014)
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6-1 1A L%

B3 111 & 11 0 @3 ehet 5o A2F 6248 1459 & » B9 R A4dFt 43 48
1113 & » fiughsf+ 1948346 & o @ A5 enipF 5 @ 4 a0 1 24.08% 5 2
e oip YEE (9.07%) ~ AckFex (6.92%) ~ #rE B 5 F (6.65%) ~ 31 g
% (6.56%) ~ % A® g (5.57%) ~ & fp#x (5.5T%) ~ P 244 (4.76%) ~ =
AR (4.31%)% o prdgiFeniR R B L L A g ik 33.46% 5 B L 1 e X e
(26.39%)~ p ~ H g5 T 4 (8.55%) ~ =< EF 4 (6. 69%)~ & s 4= 4 (6. 69%) >
ROWE gt (4.46%) ~ + b (4.09%) ~ =¥ e (2.23%) - &isfF 2877 &

'ﬁ T2k TEE AR H A E R MU -

R R (I )2 e 11 #%-FH3 50 258Q2.67) 24
s (2.63) AP FAEFH(2.62) EMikaeide (1.92)5111 #5% - %
B A AABRREG06) s AiBbRiaE (2.66) 85 Lai(2.00);
Il 2% =FEH3 501382 72) Bk gaEd (2.39) AMid
AP (1L8) 11l #%e FTHB 5 AMAA(2.24) B LEH R
(2.18) » ™M 2 & =43 (1.78) -

EER RipE D2 e 111 E%- 353 5 Kb RA24.36) 25
Atas (42) BMmidanre (2735111 #%=-FE&38 54458
(6.12) x5 K+ RAa8(489) &M dsidre (2.40)5111 # %= F 5
Baddas (L1 254853803 midgsae (1.47) 111
Err FhFLAMAEE QO HAZAEPFAEQ2.96) hKidas
# (1.67) -

é_i'—i’ﬁfi#fgﬁ;: )P 1l E#5-FE354sm8 (09723
deAr (0,90 ~BmZKEPFFAL (LD 11 E%-F5B 50348



(0.8 ~H=xsF 4% (0.8)  kmiax (0.82) 5 mi LEPF A
(0.6l E%=FkBidhams (0.99) = iarmE (0.95) kit
SAAEE (0.76):111# % e $53 54 a a8 (0,99 5 2mE (0.99)
aai (0,99 i Lirar (0.67)-

MBEREEFRMUAMZ LB P F AR RS F5 LG B2 KBRS 5
BEeZ FA R AR s R RPIRI T L2 T AP HEPILTE Y
AR AR b S A > B E R E A LA E A BT A it AR EE

AREZRELSIOFIN OB BEREEIRERERM oA A a3 BN R REZ Y B RN
R F o RARRERT e L e R A o de AR PR B &

BE o R E BV H WL ERS -
6-2 #ic ¥ 4 Ap e fRena P

ABEER AR FELS P FHEBR AL S RN F R AR R
BT ARRAR S R AP 0 i - AR AR SR

PR AT R g R X B et 5 4R (Schipper
et al., 2008; Hoffmann et al., 2010) -

AEIF R IR AORLE T LG REOF L 0 A AR RARR LB
500 & % » A FEEHE A P SRR AR kA%~ (Jackson, 2010) < i & 4 #
el ARt e G A e a3 (Hutchings, 2000; Lotze et
al., 2006; Polidoro et al., 2012), #%| A% & % prgtsg (Stevens et al.,
2000; Simpfendorfer et al., 2002; Dudley and Simpfendorfer, 2006;
Ferretti et al., 2010) -

HFR AR RNl E S PEG] ERBEHFETLAFIECRE) DERR
FAr s AR i dLfog g (Dulvy et al. 2014) - B p 2R g 0%
BO(JUCN) ¢ &84m0 2 HT s A5 5 fhd & R ifosmd FlF o 387
00 2021 £ £ 1,199 FBaF G b B ATEBLE 70 RIREATER -



- FZ 2= (2014 #) @ hEH e a2 - (24%) niF A AR P o
B (2021 #) B3 391 (32.6%) FAdc# & o fee & o % (Dulvy et al.
2021) -

- iR ORIE

A FHOREY B F AL A ESRE Ak R EfoN

R RS Z R P g FARR 0 XX G A s (Alverson et al. 1994) - B2

— g AR R RPERAY R RP R -MARITI R A AFE

o R ESY RbREHEY A A 2 £ 2 B (Goni 1998, Hall et al.

2000, Stevens et al. 2000, Baum et al. 2003, Dulvy et al. 2008, Gray
& Kennelly 2018) -

XFIREDY A frpbdnr = FRE o A H Z e flE s Fefousy
£V AGEE BB < 5 (Bonfil 1994) T Rg R H S F2 ¢
ARFZLHF AP FAAEEFERE T (Musick et al. 2000, Kitchell et al.
2002, Rambahiniarison et al. 2018) - A B # 1* L ¥ digeni & 2 4 >
Bt (99.6%) & drengi ¥ AR BEFEY o P REZEV IR (P RAR)
AR GRE) AEsr- F( Dulvy et al. 2014, 2021) o

SRR R A R IR

w3 gk ﬁr&\p‘ﬁﬁnf-ip TFF TS B AR REFSIE - Bafed oA R
B2 b Yehd FIEEHELF PR RL IR R DR ARLE PR
SRR T RR S AR IIP W A EHRIoEA (Camhi et al., 1998) -
95 Duffy (2006) #2445 F 442 4 s i R FHRE (o™ B 6-1) > K FF
BE BRI R REE TR HNREA SRS P SR RHSE S AK
ARAARKRESRBRE ORI - RFORASAESRE B RRLED é_,u?éf
A RAREE AT o A SEREE ST FRIAFERE I EeF AL
piT £ P ] AP IS WA e il ey S o frg K QEN RO 1 BE B L2 e
P IA e o Aie (Camhi et al., 1998) o A4 a8/ 5 fRaplt



RGP AEE R RS BREORBITE A ARBTIER - F TR
PR AFERABTE e S P AEE I A S PIAED poer #
|

P

o

e
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b

S H AR RS

EUTROPHICATION

OVERFISHING

BENTHIC HABITAT
DISTURBANCE

¢ Low diversity

¢ Low structural complexity
* Low fish production

¢ Low water clarity

¢ Low sediment stability

¢ Low resilience

* High diversity

¢ High structural complexity
* High fish production

* High water clarity

¢ High sediment stability

* High resilience

Fig. 1. Schematic illustration of major human-induced impacts on a tropical seagrass system, their common influences on
biodiversity and habitat structure, and some of their consequences for ecosystem functioning

6-1 ~ N R SRR RAERE AR E S
ERIKIE © Duffy (2006) Biodiversity and the functioning of sea grass ecosystems.
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P R AR M P B 0 B R
D kB

% 4 (£ &%t % 4 Hemiscylliidae) (Yan et al. 2021) -
el AEER il AR ES L B R A R A RALE G S EL F

(Pinsky et al. 2013 ; Sguotti et al. 2016)

[ Human activities > ( Increased greenhouse } P
gas concentrations HEEE
L \ Increased
/ uv
Increased air : V
temperature —————p Intensified atmospheric v
pressure gradients
e Increased storm
" frequency Sea level
e rise
N Increased
gk Intensified CO, Increased water
S ,-:'.-_-_ . upwelling (?) \ temperature
e Decreased pH
S s2p Iz L e
6-2 ~ RIFEBBETIGFEB AR EE

EiR}AJE ¢ Harley et al. (2006) The impacts of climate change in coastal marine

systems

6-3 #H 48T =GRk

- ~ 4% IUCN #F A inv =5

IRk X B B ?”Ew*éﬁﬁﬁé%&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁfleﬁ H ¢ 48
#7113 & dkag s 76 £ (Shao, 2022) -
R 188 3 DA AEF TR RYFREFRF T L o A
BPLRE PR ET A LA B R S R R T R

5P 5%:@’ f 194 f65d TUCN

(2022) =
@F?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ.ﬁ

BLE > WE A BN A EAT 2 2. 58% -

[UCN & 3=z« 188 iz ¢ » 7 a4k (CR)H3 1548 & 24 T.73% > 4



EERE-E fv%:w;ifér UL L RS SN A PNy fé(’.l/.?:# Y & i~

=8 -2 S VAN ARG AL S NS G S £1 Ik s
BEAT A R *ﬁ? WA A LT TH B ET AR V)
LA (BN)ehd 40 48> & 280 20.62% 5 715 5 & (VD) enG 54 460 ik 24
27.83%; 71 5 3 p (ND 5 26 48> = 248 13.40 % 7] 5 & & (LC) 5 45 f&-
b >%8e23.20 % 7] 5 BIpak 2 (DD) H3 948 > b 24 2.58 %o R AR

6-1 7 o

AT AR R R P A At T i 4mBs (CR) S HE
(EN) ~ 2 % 2 (VU)= #¢ » 3+ 3 15+40454=109 #& - @ > 485 56. 18% -

o 6-1~ & %r Bt 447 JUCN %7 & ai=GF
IUCN &1z & & Fa 57 e B A

CR &% 15 7.73%
EN #7 5 40 20.62%
VU % & 54 27.84%
NT iT 5 26 13.40%
LC & 5 45 23.20%
DD #chhit £ 9 4.64%
NE AFip 5 2.58%
3t 194 100.00%
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EARNPET R h ot R As a2 (2022 £ 6 7 ) H P
FRHART AREHFBEELT L6257 c PR EAIRT AFAL Y
el S0 B SRR/ R R < 7R/ B T P
SEe gl g YR g N g R s YR L R N R B PNE S PR
w g (R ah) YT %é‘»&ﬁ%?’%”’ﬂ BTG A T
SRR AV R ﬁﬂf B TS BIE A - T LA R
Bh  BpAdiigd s  TEZEFHIIERMNELREENNE 580
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362 A8 % CITES 5r ¥ A sf 8 4148 -8 (2022 6 1)

¢

1 -

Rhincodontidae #7 g Whale sharks

Rhincodon typus #R %, 2 K %

Cetorhinidae % #x#* Basking sharks

Cetorhinus maximus % #L, ¥ %

Lamnidae & g4 Mackerel sharks

b A

Carcharodon carcharias =~ v % ~ 8 * @&
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A3 3% 44 (Nelson, 2006) » & 35 @ « 55— ¢ Heptranchias

per]o s Y Hexanchus griseus~ # 1~ = @ % Hexanchus nakamurai
% % MNotorynchus cepedianus ¥w #& > zw a4+ %% 3 k8 (LE A,

1993 AR TRE, 2022) -

1.1.2 Sixgill & sevengill sharks (family Hexanchidae)

Easily identified, medium to large, fusiform shaped sharks which have 6 or 7 gill slits.
4 species in W.A. Generally live near the bottom in deep water. Greyish brown or black
colouration, sometimes with darker spots or blotches. From 25cm to 480cm.

6 or 7 gill slits single dorsal fin

Large eyes
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