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Accumulation and elimination of cadmium in organs of olive flounder,

Paralichthys olivaceus

Suck-Woo Jang

Department of Fish pathology, Graduate School,

Pukyong National University

Abstract

Accumulation of cadmium were investigated in organs (gill. liver, kidney, intestine, muscle) of olive
flounder (Paralichthys olivaceus) exposed at sub~lethal (5, 10, 50, 100 :;g/L) cadmium concentration for
30 days. After 30 days, elimination of cadmium were investigated in organs of olive flounder in normal
seawater for 20 days, It was understood variance of Cu concentration relationship between Cu and Cd in
the liver of olive flounder.

Condition Factor, Liver Somatic Index were not significant against control. Accumuiation in gill Cd
average amount was 20.65 ug/g at 100 g/l concentration for 30 days whereas Cd average amount was 2.58
mg/g at control for 30 days. Accumulation in intestine Cd average amount was 23.7 ug/g at 100 sug/L
concentration for 30 days, control Cd average amount was 5.68 ug/g for 30 days. Accumulation in liver Cd
average amount was 20.94 ug/g at 100 g/L concentration for 30 days., control Cd average amount was 3.13
/&/g for 30 days. Significantly accumulation were appeared over 50 ,g/L Cd concentration in gill,
intestine, liver compared control. Significantly accumulation were appeared over Cd 5 sg/L concemtration
in kidney but no significantly Cd all concentration in muscle against control. Elimination significantly

were appeared over Cd 50 ;g/L concentration in gill, intestine, liver for 20 days against control.



Elimination in kidney were appeared whole Cd concentration for 20 days. No significantly elimination in
muscle for 20 days. Cd elimination by organ was in the order of intestine> liver> gill> kidney> muscle.
Cd accumulation by organ was in the order of gill> intestine> liver> Kidney> muscle. Higher level of Cd
exposure was raised higher copper concentration in liver of olive flounder. Cd excretion faster than
copper excretion in liver of olive flounder.

Accumulation and elimination significantly in gill, liver, intestine were over 50 /g/L ca
concentration except kidney, muscle of olive flounder. Over Cd 50 ug/L cohcentration were investigated
in seawater was considered used culture-water and effects in fish will research, It was considered many

effects relationship between every variety heavy-metal like Cu and Cd in liver of olive flounder,
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2| zto] = =R FH=F (Cadmium: Cd)o] FF50] o 7t=FL ofd AW HA4] ¥

)..

HE2 A4S Ak A=Fe F A $EE Fotag AxA Ao 2Hd AR, ©

all

a3 Aggo] dd, e 2 AAA ARNE AMEEH I ATk 47] AR AE T MEF
9 10%E FAS AL dout Urix 0%e Ad &74d HEHE AR A
ek A AMARCZ g FYHE F AH=E %S 8000 B/ EE AR FA4H
=d o] & A A &5 T A91F 7|y U= zd AR F F<lol
th. ol2js =R ¢ o FFFFS o 005ppb FEolTh (Johnstone, 1976).

2z ARANA =g g 0de A MAH FAFAZ ¥4 e (Nriagu
et al, 1998; Silva et al, 1999), S FAEo] FA=Fo] kF Aol 73t A7 E X H,
ARz AF 6 254 38359 FAS 4ot (Friedman and Gesek, 1994; Provias
et al.,1994; Shen and Sangiah, 1995; Yamano et al, 1998; Novell et al, 1999 ). 7F=#&
AHAY AEA BE 247 opln] $F ARAY Fa 2ddolA HEF Fol A
4 ZHBEEA £H0] Ho] A7 SAL nAx Aok (Sorensen, 1991). 3, oje ¥ 7=
Bo] o FAMAE 4B WS v E oprtuldA e BE F5 A, T 7T As BR of
et gajolu diAlt g2 etz E @t} (Verbost et al., 1987; Sorensen, 1991; Lemaire
and Lemaire, 1992; Soengas et al.,, 1996).

Flegol &4 7)oz ojrtu|d A FEF T Fat A v Tt EFH
o] slEol &) g ofrtnl Zj&eM e AFAel Atk (McDonald and Wood, 1993).
Kumada et. al. (1980)% Davies et. al.. (1993)& 71=¥ &% 4 pg/LS) 70~100¥ &<t =3
A 2x40] 2ol A FaFo] At Aoz APFHAIL, Giles (1988)9] 7IEF T
36ug/L} 6.4 pg/Le) 1789 59te) FAAEol Jojo] AgolM RAstA UeRET. Eaton



(1974)& B529 333 A2 5HAA JI=F 5% 3lpg/Le] 8 & 29 &AM 39
Qe Aoz w3l v itk R A9 brook 019 FIEE X 34 pg/Lel =FA Al
FaFol gl Aoz YelgAg, 2, 3 AddAEs XojEo] foxoz ZAad wrt 3o
(Benoit et al. 1976). 2t A Q) F1=E =E4AHGAM doof BF, 44 FTF, AF FET,
hematocrit®] 2718 ZABTha W32 Atk (Benoit et al, 1976; Eligard et al, 1978;
Majewski and Giles, 1981). X%t o]g|d 7|22 B aA H3Ax YA Fo.

gurA o2 YA B ojM F2 AF (kidney), 7+ (liver), o}7tw] (gil) R 4347 #
(digestion duct)?)t #7} (intestine) 59 F2 F3 o) H9, 7A=F 9 A4 7H7F A3 7]
#e Ao dA Utk (Woo et al,, 1993). A F9 Ft=HFH ol S4o A 714
AFRE F2 7+ FA o2 APy 3 JEd, o= o] 7| EAQ UAM&E B4
W ole} A1=B 9 548 A AF)= glutathione?} metallothionein©) &&= F8 7]
o7} wW&olt} (Braunbeck et al, 1998). A%, SFAE QoM FEEHE FH 8=
HFAE B Ao/} An, B3] siFAEFT oI Ho] A2 A, AN F FLo
U gEd e dg8d 5o wel S5 SARAEY V1B F3, wEo] Aolst dn
(Spacie and Hamelink. 1985).

HFol A A AEE o FIt HFYLPOR AT FFE F AdE o= A TS
o] old o] 71x] FF&o] Ao R xFo] I F7F o). 1 diEAQ AFE FH=F
=29 ol F (Largemouth bass)ol A &} el 33 A =7 F7HH UL (Weber
et al, 1992), $&0] &g o FFo A Fol EA FHHE= A=/ 2ohAH B2
o A% ABFBAES /1At (Schmitz, 1996). £3, 712FE T35 ofdd F34] o 38
2AF 7HA, SA=gol w2 o7 T oAl T kEE AW Fe9) 4ol
2t (Willuhn et al, 1906). S92, 4825 Baste =gt F2lo) 45480

e FE&53e 45Fg 2L 4P g d7s FES 430



sl SFAEd e F=F) IFH FHo) AP A7E 19739 o of - HF
A Ft=8S £A<, 183 Park and Kim (1979)0] Wols} 259 454 dsiA @
7% ol#lg AFHA (Mytilus edulis), WA (Tapes japonica), AA (Macrophthaimus
japonicus), A% (Holiotis discus), 3%} (Anadara broughtoni), $-343°1 (Halocybthia roretzi)s & F
2 ANEET 25U Uy FYHE 5& FAHoR It Qo (A, 1972 A # 9, 1974
Park et al, 1977; Lee and Lee, 1984; 3 5, 1984; Choi et al, 1992 3 %, 2000). 234, ¥
Uehe] dps 32 3349 AgFolgn & £ Yt ANTES T2 A7aA, A2 Lok
AFRT ool M AL E FEHE] HE) SHFP ) vXE JFE AT Rl B
g 72 dF2A BIAZ QEEAY AA EAUSeR Argste Aol ZE 4Rl

W3 (Paralichthys olivaceus)® $-@vtel Agte] F23eA 714 Bol A= Q= o
ZFoz AMAQ o)Folr} o2l ANA o]Ft A FF& P P AXF (indicator)
oz Be A7 93 AE AF (shellfishir} F2HF (crustacean) s ¥l3HA| 87 A EF
o2 o]lgd 7hEAol o, o5 U7t thE o Fol wiste F7] Wil AR AN Tt
=g oot FAg59) ol gHAHNN Fl=go]l EAY A9, L HAAALE AT Re
2 Azta £33N YA S dAFeR JIERY kXA TRatdlA dA9 2z 7]
243 &S AFeE AL ALY FlEFo] o= Ax2 ERFEAC AT AE ARF

o2 889 4 A3, AFFY) FA=E AAA F BN Aok NFHEA] JobR F

gepd, 2 A7E AAode) dAed L N85 ol gHR HY & slE EF
o9 odd me AAAEe B3} /1BA 1 L MFYEE sty A8 ANY F
g Y o F 02 FEES ofAA FENN BHSHAY S AN AT £, = F
wEAZ WA ASE 4D o FFE0] AT AS Ao BATE BN FII ¥

SUEE wofste] ATE w24 Felote) FRBAS FEFAT

1
w
1



1. 289

Ao A4LF QA e SFFEA FoPFolM 24 Lo AFPHE I F
300L9) 8 o FxolA @D olF AN AAE o] &t olgh F2 =4
X €A GA Fol g AW FAZE YehbA @3, Fo] Bl F& 17

3 93 (A% 17.10+0.11cem, A% 52501090g)F At 2 43} o &ttt

2. 4% =24

Aguba e vkx]4 2] (semi-static test) &2 PVCFZ (52X 36X 30cm)E AHE-3H312
o #5398 7FoR ddod FASRFL Fot FAR nddT =R
FEAAL CACl (aldrich CO)E ol 4atgor, A=F xEs T A8 7=F
o qg FASHAAL B obAA FES 5, 10, 50, 100e/LE SATH (table 1.
A7 2 0UolPon, AFAF F 30YTL A=F &S AR, o1FA *
A7 Qe ARG 52 4 209 5% J=Fo MEAIe LA
Ay B3 TENGFY §20] 1802TE F&xAAA FF71E 1247 ight: 12

ol

hour, dark: 12 hour) 2 2 zA39 1} (Table 2). A8 FFL 3H& dx] AR E s}
2o = ¥ oJAFE (T D) 3% S 232 ol FFALH, TFAF 732 L
gk Bo) U A= AJg9 A7 vh 10drtt DA AT (Parsons et al,

1985).



Table 1. Environmental material and period

Item Value
Experiment. fish Paralichthys olivaceus
Total length 17.10 = 0.llcm
Weight 5250 = 091g
Test method semi-static test (change water per 3day)
Stock solution Cd added CdClz (aldrich CO.)
Exposure concentration 5, 10, 50, 100 Cd ug/L
Total experimental period 50day
Accumulation determination 30day
Depuration determination 20day after 30day exposure
Sampling period every 10day

Table 2. Environmental conditions

Item Value
Temperature(C) 180+0.2
Light period (hr) | 12hr
Food 3% per fish wet weight (2times)
Ammonia (zg/L) 88.071:28.94
Nitrite (pg/L) 1.3770.28
Nitrate (ug/1.) 2521 =5.76
Phosphate (ug/L) 5051096
Dissolved oxygen (mg/L) 6.74+0.84

3. e B4
F=g wol o WA AHeH ¥sE seksty] AsiA WYE (Condition

Factor : CF)S =R35g 218 (McGeer et al,, 2000), 7o vl X & =8 &S ot



7] 9ty ¥EFFAS (Liver Somatic Index)E AAtstgon 1 A& &3t g2t

" _ _body weight (g)
Condition Factor (CF) body length (cm)? 100

Liver Somatic Index (LSI) = totg"gfodv;eiggtgétg)(g) % 100

24 ENS 98 2} 7l AlRe) A= 50U AW7I7HE u) 10dvkeh A4S,
2 4v14e) QN E et 2 7By Aege) $He et
7] 913te} 71, A, oprbul, Bl 2% (muscleo)®) & 5719 7|#S Adsigon, Ay
7} 7|Be 3% RS2 AT T 0T AX7|AA AXAN L AF S S45HA o
g% BFFL uFOo AR 2ol wet digestion methodZA 111 HNO: AHg-3ted 12
0°C#) hot platesl Al 7He AI71EA Bafjstal §7]20] ¢H3] gloid 2o Azol d w7
9 e ARG (APHA, 199). 0|2 Al ¥alA121 Al 1% HNOs 0mLE 0.45m
membrain  filter (Whatman. Ltd)o}l 341713, Fumace Atomic Absorption
Sepectrophotometer ¥ AH33te} A= Bo] FES WSAY. A=Fe) FEE AFF (i
/g)o2 BT,
wa, Ao pelNe) SF=E wdol b Tele) ¢ WstE velsh] s 47
o oo pastgon), Bzl ABE 1% HNO; 20mLE WolA Flame Atomic

Absorption SepectrophotometerS AF&3t F2]9] ¥E (ug/g at dry wt.)E ST



5. AR

7 7lBE A= FE $94 WAL dET xF FE TN AolE ANOVAS
olgatel ANFHYT, THEHIEE Ha FolR AP PFNe) Aol & AU Zar,
1906). B, 2t 712 fo40) AAF WX BANY F=EY SR FHFE FF
WS ANOVAS ANaRon, WA 2ol Ftegat 7eo) 24& dua $48

A sk



m 2

1 AejetA s

FEF9) xZo) BE AA LSIS) ¥3e dETodA A AP7ITES 1.22~1.239] F
wE2er FupEE A Wil Qon, 23775 < S0ue/L 100pz/LoAl A= o
z3o) vate 012~0.158 % £ & YeAth A 2243 =& 59 LS9
MEL L EFEFIER foF Ao)7t dehta) gt vitEEs dl2EH e3EE
F7roll wak 093~0989) MY Ak Folst Qo] vEbrh LSIS} HUREE FE
T @ F44dE Aole UEUA sttt
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Fig. 1. Daily variation of LSI of Paralichthys olivaceus at during 30 days. Vertical
bars indicate standard error.
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Fig. 2. Daily variation of LSI of Paralichthys olivaceus at during 20 days. Vertical
bars indicate standard error. Not detect depuration 50 day cadmium 10 ug/L
concentration.
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Fig. 3. Daily variation of CF of Paralichthys olivaceus at during 30 days. Vertical bars
indicate standard error.
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Fig. 4. Daily variation of CF of Paralichthys olivaceus at during 20 days. Vertical bars
indicate standard error. Not detect depuration 50 day cadmium 10 pg/L
concentration.
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2. 718dd ©g Jl=E9 £4
1) o}z

ob7tul o} A 30U A 2T HFFg 258 pg/g WHAC FET 100 p/LAN = BER
2065 pg/g o2 7+ EA £AEAG. 095X £ APdM FEF 5, 10 pg/LoA
okzke] WEAe 7t YElAw th2EH f9 3 Zol7t YU, FET 50 pg/LoAA
27 v TR o 20YAREH, FET 100 pg/LAM = 10 FE §-o 4 o] el
7] A #get (Fig. 5).

FETF 100 /Lol xF 20974 39 Fo] F7eitrt & 209 o] Fol=
gutet 22 A7t Yebhdth $ 57 50 we/L9 visd £4 AHE /M3 2 10Y
AYE G2 FET4 Fo42 2olE BAY $EF 50 we/LAXE X7 10 pg/L
ot} v AL W, & 10dA A KA Zol7t vehhA] F3 =& 20U4H
$re} Aol Aol7h ehdt, 18] 2 10954 202 Abolol A FF o) Ho) o] ol hr},
FET5, 10 p/LAAE @ s njmste) )22 o]z vehbx 3 Aeh o7t
QoA xF FE 50 m/leldd W dEIH #I4YA FH8E ¢ 5 A

(P<0.05).

2) A%

AR E h2F F7E 175 ug/g € W FEF 100 gg/LAAM S 74 =& A2H
6.69 pg/go 2 Uehdth d2Fd HEFAL W =& FE 5 /L oA 7HA
zkol 7k vttt (Fig. 6).

FET 100 p/LAME 2% 109704 SHFo] o] o]FofAr} & 20U7HA &
RHek AEizh Uehdth 223 kF 209 o) F 2 30U7HA FHo] ozt W] ot

#A9Y. gz g2 SETS Es #98 Aol BJFET itk FET 5,

_11_.
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0 ||
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Fig. 5. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in gill of Paralichthys olivaceus

at sub-lethal cadmium exposed for 30 days.

S 100 g/t —

| iﬂ'ﬂi H TJI
‘. I |

Cd bglg)

20 30 40

Day

Fig. 6. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in kidney of Paralichthys olivaceus

at sub-lethal cadmium exposed for 30 days.
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10, 50 pg/L= FH o] ¥=3HA UEla =& 204744 3 o] §43] ojFojxin. 1
23 30ddlE AU FET 10 wg/LAME FHo| 2o o] Td =& FxE
Me 2T Huste xF 10957H F93H AojE B AFAME =T 5

ue/Lo)BNA EFH #AAUA FA82 Aok

3) 3t

oA iz Hoak 313 ug/gd W 30€H FX7 100 pe/Lol X 9] B3k 20.94
pg/Lo2 7V A vepd sEF 50 pg/LAAA = 3094 Bkl 10.09 pg/L2H
FET 100 g/l BlE] of Axte] siFEt. FET 5, 10 /LS 308 2 HH ghol
24zt 2.85, 473 pg/g o2 et 2T R 7 H<Q) Aolrt vEhA Fkw (Fig. 7).

FET 100 pg/LolA xZ 104 7R = S4 9] FeAdo] TAHA ¥Hrt T 2087
H U2 % 559 F93< olF Holx gtk =& 1094 20¢74A FHo] F
23] o] FolA 5 3047 = et FAHR Ao FET 0 pe/LAXE x=F 20Y
AHE & $% 5, 10 pg/L3 724 ¢ Aol 7F vhehbArt £ 2 208 5 30 Aol
NA 7Hd ol o] FolWo. 2y FET 100 pe/LETHE 39 FEizt gttt
ET 5 10 pg/Le ¥® S48 &S bl AT d2T3 93 Q) ztel 7t ve
HA et M E 2F $E 50 pg/loldd | =% 20497 FHo dx2dH o

E =¥ TE9 vlustd FQAA FHdEH.

4) F=}
RPN E & 094 R HFg 490 pe/g 4 b FETF 100 p/LAME 2
B gho) 237 pg/g o2 A4 =A Jdebdth FET 5 10, 50 pg/LAA & 308 H

#F3re z+7 381, 4.85, 1656 pug/go 2 Vel 273 vt 5T 5 10 pe/L

_13_
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S O g/l
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20 I 10 pg/l
150 g/l
B 100 pg/t

15 4

Cd fuglg)

10

0 10 20 30 40
day

Fig. 7. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in liver of Paralichthys olivaceus at
sub-lethal cadmium exposed for 30 days.
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1 5 pgit
M 10 pgiL
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day

Fig. 8. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in intestine of Paralichthys olivaceus
at sub-lethal cadmium exposed for 30 days.
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e gol A Zolrh A R, =F FE 50 p/LoldelA FoH Aozt
et s giek (Fig. 8).

T 100 gg/LAA =2 10958 h2FF g =& 2% A Aok vt
Edth =& 109744 = 54 o] =i 1087 209 Apols S0 Feist et
o0l 3} 30 Abole A FAFH FAL BAT FET 50 pg/LE kF 097AA = AEL
3 8999 o7} k7t 209 ol T2 FAY FAL HAW FET 5 10 pe/Lol=
Nz vwEate] foAe Aolzk e ok FRAME vF 10497H F5
7100 /LA #2149 Aol F Bolu FET 50 pe/LAME xF 204 ol F 2 #9
Aol ol Holi At
5) %

220 v 309 HEF AT 038 pg/gd W FETF 5, 10, 50, 100 pg/LAM =
2 PFgol 27 037, 0.43, 056, 054 pg/go 2 VEhdth 2T waste 1 g
BEo] Qo FEF 100 pg/Lol At QFZ}Q!_,.E%%Ol vehdoh a2y 2500 xF
20d Mol = hE=T Bgke] 0.34 pg/gd ééq] FEgo i 1 gkl 2 0435,
054, 0641, 098 pg/go 2 HlEH fojgdoz Yenta Ut (Fig. 9.

7} g sxolAY e Ee) 4 sk e v Zate] £9H Zelst A
g 2t EwgelA e 209 A 7 ®ol FAHUAM fodS UEhdth 28 T
2100 g/l A ThE FE T wimste) 2w #9142 Ao)sk vehdth & FET 4
27 opale wj2ad A% GehiEA 2 209 oF WEHs) ARdh FEF 100
LN E =3 109 ¥R SR ol g FETFS K4 o7t vhehd
O % 0IANNE BE FETFANM e #24 Ao/t et e 2
SHNE w3 20d5 73 2ol FAAW 2P vlwste] FoHA A7k fA
o},
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3.0

RN O g/l
2.5 4 3 5 ngil
— 10 g/t
1 50 pgit
2.0 4 MR 100 ug/L

1.5 4

Cd (ug/g)

0.5 +

0.0

Day

Fig. 9. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in muscle of Paralichthys olivaceus
at sub-lethal cadmium exposed for 30 days.

25

pe———t
20 4 T 5 ugit
- 10 gL
150 ug/L
i 100 poil

Cd pug/g)

Day

Fig. 10. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in gill of Paralichthys olivaceus at
sub-lethal cadmium unexposed for 20 days. Not detect depuration 50 day
cadmium 10 gg/L. concentration.
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3. 71 o Jl=Fe WS
1 ol7m

of7inlel A e] FF=BS) MEE v 3089 FA o)F2 FAHE FFE YR
olth. iz 5085 HFZol 1.30 pg/g o2 e d FxT 100 /LM = 6.29
ug/g 0.2 JEhdTh o] AL & 30¢A 9 FET 100 pg/LolA 20.65 ug/g 53 Fol
N ZA2ES ¢ 4 AY (Fig. 10). % 0YA 128 FFE 702 57 100 e
/LA 400= FF=Fo] 32%, 50LdE 70%7t WiEd Aoz yehdo.

3023 40 Abolol A EET 100 pe/LoiA = g9td FEE WS =T 4093 50d
Aol A E FAS HlZo] o]FojATH FET 50 pg/LlME wEo] A3 o) F oA
7 k& 50Qel A FET 50, 100 pe/LAA 247} 6.45, 6298 pg/g O BA 1 B
zto] ¥aaiAch A4 MEE H=F] FAFLE F 30AA S vwste 2
& % 50 p/Lol Ao flEHE f A Aok dehAR 1 o]3te) xF T E

ANE dETH uEste] B W fAHQ Folst EndA gt

2) A%

T} 10 p/Lolate] =& FENNE =F 30Y ojF 2 wWEdd (Fig. 11). xF 309
2 F|Zo2 EEF 100 ug/LAAM 0AdE 7%, 0L 216% = WEEH
=TT 100 g/LAA &S MA S o]FojAx U3 NYAE FET D ug/LET
g ol g 42 Uedt $EF 50 /LY FET 100 /Lot vH7HA = whE
o] 4N o}FoA 3 . AR TH vwtd FET 5 pg/LoAN FHE feyHon
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S 0 pg/L

T 5u9/L
8 W 10 pg/L
[ 50 pgiL
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day

Fig. 11. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in kidney of Paralichthys olivaceus
at sub-lethal cadmium unexposed for 20 days. Not detect depuration 50 day

cadmium 10 g/l concentration.
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Day

Fig. 12. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in liver of Paralichthys olivaceus
at sub-lethal cadmium unexposed for 20 days. Not detect depuration 40, 50

day cadmium 10 ug/L. concentration.
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s9w AN 73 we FAEF BT ek 223 09 olF2E Rt
45930 Utk k3 FE 10 g/l AN FET 5 pg/Lo} ¥l iate} 1A wEo]
94 @3 900, FET 50 u/Lsh 100 p/LAA M5 WE g w4

AME BE s FhA WEHE ¥ Y& ¢ 7 AW

3 3t

ZHll A 0YA wEo)lF 40AME FET 100 ug/LolA 954 pg/ge 2 FHaHI A
th 25T 50 pe/LAAE 4094 889 ug/g o a0} vhehha S0Ud A= 341 ue
/go2 FET 100 pe/Le) 0UA 2885 pe/g? FAHE B ghol YEhdT FXET 5,
10 /L= 223 vlaste §95Q oj7h tehx gt (Fig. 12). % 3045
NFEoT EETF 100 ug/LAM 404dE 544%, S0dol= 86%7H e €T

=TT 100 ug/LAA 309 o1F FAF wEo] 40U7x AR U3 0AAA =
ga 9uke w3 AEyh dehdt $ET 50 /LA E R v astd foH
W Eo] B 1 Qlot} shuret AEola 50 A dET Y BT g N LT SHEF
o e B 5 9tk FET 5, 10 pg/LAXE AETFHY F44A o)zt vatA

gt AL wF FE 50 /Lol ol A dzE T} vjwate fHQ WE FEHE

4 37

RN M= E Q0] FET 100 ig/LAN 568 pg/g o2 et =& 309 237
ug/gd) BREZAN Bol 2P Ao vehdth FET 50 w/LAME xF 304
16,56 ug/goNH 4099) 673 pg/g O 2 HENIA Moz MEES & F A% FET

5, 10 pg/LAME 22 vt f23 wEo] vehix] kot (Fig. 13). & 30
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Cd fig/L)

day

Fig. 13. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in intestine of Paralichthys
olivaceus at sub-lethal cadmium unexposed for 20 days. Not detect
depuration 50 day cadmium 10 gg/L concentration.
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Fig. 14. Daily variation of cadmium concentration in muscle of Paralichthys olivaceus
at sub-lethal cadmium unexposed for 20 days. Not detect depuration 50 day

cadmium 10 gg/L concentration.
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Je 71202 FETF 100 p/LAA 406 E 76%, 50490 91.5% = WMEdH.

E5ET7 100 pg/LoIA 3003 0% Abolol FHE wEo] Uehw ojF2 futeh v
Zo] o)ToA 3 Utk 40 olFZ WEFH e FETHY FAHA Aot e
2] gt ¥ETF 50 pg/Lol Aol & 309 olF A&HQ wE Feist HERSL 40
o) So1MQ Holzk UEHEA @3 Utk xF FE 10 p/Lolstel e dETH
992l zpo|7h YEh}A gtth AAHE xF FE 50 pg/Lol oM MEH = F
o)A o) vrehdt

5) 2%

28 qE 2E SETAN k3 30d oF gEEH vzt 4 Rt
B otT FET 50 u/LolAelA kA WESE 4uE YEul gln xF
% 10 gg/lol el dxZo §949 Aolsk ehia gt AAAA 259
WEe dzzH fo)del Qo wE 0 olFd WEsE JHE XA R
ot} (Fig. 14). 25t x&F 2098 7I€L= EETF 100 pg/LAlA 409 30%,
50 o) 327% 2 MBE BET 100 p/LANE =% 3029} FHelN HEE 4
He Wz mastd A Zax 9x Eelol 23 F4HE FHlth FET
50 p/LANE 2% 049 S8 Fol WEsA Fx 7 H4E0h 2F BE 10w/l

slstol ] tEZT vkl MEEE 94 ozt A et
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4 55dl e S=ge 3 54

2 vz sEaA 3 Bol SAHE ABE it BT et FET 5
/LA 309 Bt obrbule] RFE BAF] 440 p/gOZ HERIRA AXA F7
o e BT 100 mLANE BE SAFo] 1736 s/l Hebdth AN E =
% 5u/LAA 302 B 455 ur/ge] AF HA ol hepdeh. obrbulsh wpAAAZ A
sxjQ) 2obo] o4 BETF 100 LANE Bt SHFo] 1448 /g S Uehdeh, T
o A= olstulsh FAuTHE A AYE AL BAF W, FET 5 /LN BT
2 ape] 309 Bt 299 u/e, FET 100 uLANE BT HHFo| 1404 ug/go 2
et 5 E el mE ASHA 248 HAEY AFAAE BT FHF0] AEH
0l =712 NAY FET 5 p/LAAE 308 T 431 pg/g, FET 100 pg/LAX =
601 /e o2 BE EADE L 4 Itk 2t 7 FAE B opsbl, A, B
Gr 4 et SSdAE TE Bss 2949 M7t HEUL FET 5
/LA ) 308 Beb B EAE 040 g, FEF 100 w/LANE 072 pe/ge) B
s™ego] YA 1 wEdel 27 @ (Fig. 15)

SE7 5 LA E BA} 7 Bl 2HBE @ & olw obrbuish A%, el &4
2 2490 $ET 10,50, 100 g/LAAE ol 7hg Bol H452 B, T A
o) Mz EHAG 2 FETIN 2R AN G2 ARse FoIge B
chokz S8 ate FeMel Holsk e Itk BAH BE FHe) $AE ob7v]

SASTISAAS>TE 0 2 Lehdr)



Fig. 15. Accumulation of cadmium in five organs of Paralichthys olivaceus during

Fig.
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16. Depuration of cadmium in five organs of Paralichthys olivaceus during 20
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days. Vertical bars indicate standard error.
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5 5% g 7l g HF wiE

209 E<t 7 Bol HiEHE 712 FAEA 0Y F¢ FET 100 pg/le B
24 237 pg/gN A 409 91= 568 pg/g, 0L E 2.02 ug/g o2 Uebdtt. 2b2t 76, 92%
Ao vES Jelz ok b o2 o2 H, BT 100 pe/L, 30U =& 71F
St B FHo] 2094 pe/gQl WHH 4099 wiE 71T M= 954 pe/g, 5099 S
712k M = 2.885 pg/g 02 e 22t 46, 86.2% § HHEHUI L it oprtmld M E T
T 100 pg/Lol A 308 =& 7139 BT F3 2065 pg/golA 40L9E 17.0 wg/g, 0
ol & 6.208 pg/g o2 YE, 18, 0% wlE el E et Aok A% 28L& x5
20490 71 & Ft=F §FS el s, AA 20989 xE VIES F5
T 100 pg/Loll A o] F 53 o) 6,69 pg/gol A W& = 0Yl= 557 ug/g, 508 =
466 pg/go 2 Ztzt vlE 5= Ax7t 17, 303% & Jeldz g 2852 5= 100 pg
/LA = 2089 BE S Fol 098 pg/goll A &= 408 068 ug/g, 504l
T 066 pg/go 2 Z4Zt viE == FA X7 31, 33% E vErd st SF M dE2T
#o) wiEH= 794 AolE WEA Xsta Jo (Fig. 16).

eE 308 F lEsHE 209 5% M ®ol siEsH = 7139 &A= FA> 1> op7)
o> AG> 259 £o2 vEhdt A9 e MiEHE S0ddA gixd e FtEE
FFEG o wolXa ar, ofrtuEle} 413 AlEAA viE et ey a Ao 2
& g2 71879 §93< AelE Jetdn WEHE 93 Aolrt eI YA
ort.
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6. 7t=F xFo & T vx9 WU

gA el 2l M JHER w&d B T ¥E9 Wt AEE k% 0YAC) xEFE
100ue/LAA 42642/g0 2 743 £€ ¥52 Ul Fig. 7). dE2FL 21.9~234
pg/ge) BUZ A% wA ey Ao st=ge wEFES 7] Fobd
o wat 7ele ¥Es EobE d#HE dehih AAHA ¥ A=g 43
A9 Hxd e Wi QAT x5 0dAo)E 1 Fo] ¥ PFaste BES vt
W3 QY w& 0AAdE AA=E) BE Fujo] nek 7o $HG) A S
o} =7b glth

AEE w3 F 20U W FeA dehts =g MEdE 0k FHe
A2 AT WE 1094 (18 0980 FAsA 2AE deh) 229 %
% 3T JehlE A= ERE g8 TEt 2355 50u/L7 100u/LAAE w3 20
A E hEFET L 279~280ug/go 2 et (Fig. 17). & 7l=F =28 %
Fufol T ME =EEE 100pg/LA S 10954 338 225 el &5 %

50pg/LETH @ ghe Vel en, wlE 20U Mol = 50ue/L7t 100pg/Lo A Bl =2t &

& Yk
AEE wdo] G2 o] sEWste) ARAANAE FBRAS (D7 0862002 WS-
B 9o A@RTAS JEMIR ST, FAAL Cu = 1.4102Cd + 21.3053 1A

(Fig. 18). 38t 2t =% ¥ % 7uld] o2 a4 gtol 0.7928, 0.7969, 0.8501, 0.8701=
GEh} SRS wE RS S 3ASS AR A% 7 FHTe
& 94 (P<0.0DE JErsT (Fig. 19).
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Fig. 17. Daily variation of Cu concentration in liver of Paralichthys olivaceus at
sub-lethal cadmium exposure.
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Fig. 18. Relationship between Cd and Cu concentration in liver of Paralichthys
olivaceus reflecting sigificant (p<0.01).
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r=0.7969 (b) o
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Fig. 19. Relationship between Cd and Cu concentration at exposed level in liver of
Faralichthys olivaceus reflecting sigificant (p<0.01). (a: 5ug/L, b: 10pe/L, c:
50ug/L, d: 100ug/L)
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v.

el

2
L YA} 7l=F &3

AF ZHANANY FFE FHL X 0% dy, g 2a) VA, £59) st
7 ojfe] dAl 43 2L 92 293 nIAAE =Y % A7) oJEsHA "}
(Pagenkopf, 1983; Heath, 1987; Goyer, 1991). dWtH o2 +=ZF HFEA QA9 F& 4=
T BRE AT £F AEHoIA obrtu] F5 wolu Aus e 2As A3HA]
1= A& E#s= A 9-o1th (Leland and Kuwabara, 1985).

T AN obrtule £4e xF 0YA hEFo] 258 ug/gos eSS, T
100 pg/LolM 743 2 2065 us/g2 el At 5o M 2HYe o 2 9l9c)
Shu et al. (2000 <% AYANE 2| (Carassius auratus)s] HEBS w7
obbulol HHHE SEgol kE 100 & FET 0 oA 3281 molL AbelolH S0l
FHHCEA N SR e S5 A% RGHT AT o= ofrbu)r 9
#43e) AWH) Y2 AR e ofFMe oinsl B 4o g8 S g
YUY 7bsde]l 7bg ¥7) WEolgty GAAYG. g Ty ob7tuldlA ZE FEE
T T84 AU BAZHA olFJAY L Budn At (Verbost et al, 1989). o}7}m)
AN =g e F5 A2 wdel 2P d, S5 w29 F=s kFo] Hoj
A x2d ALY 9 EA Yehdt (Kumada et al, 1980; Harrison and Klaverkamp,
1989; Handy, 1992 a, b). 5 c}7tmlel Aol slo]g 53 7l=F 24 & 22 nghke, 2o
€ 728 $32 75 kg2 vehd Kraal et al. (1995) 59 9o 4 dddAM ¢
T AT ol AMIEZRE B 4¥AAM olsnlo) i@ s=Fo) He e qEia]
o o #e] §5, FHE0T BUHD, E A79M9 22 S5} 50 pg/Loldd o &
o] o]Fo|Am o A},
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WA SA=g 4 B AYoM 2P =2 2094 175 pg/g, FET 100
#g/LAN 669 pg/go2 YEPRAR, =& 0UAMAE F=F9 o] okzh HMEHL AU
AR FA49 3¢ Hu AUk Yang and Chen (1996)2) AN JEL WGo
(Anguilla japonica)l e F1=8 =% 289 F< &x9 == BoaFa ARz,
Kraal et al. (1995)9] dPAHE YJolo] MFGNE sl=F wx9 AlZbel whEkA A&
S7F FAE Yl Atk E APAN A8 g ¢e s Bxa 5 ug/LA A 7
Bl S340] o]Fo1x7] wjgo] st=Fol dolN 7HF wge swolan AZH R, =g
of thelA AEFo] Brin AR

M E =2 3094 hzFAAM 313 ug/g, EET 100 pg/LAA 2094 ug/go 2 L}er
R, kF VIR FET 50 gg/LolA AEH 2o °]F°] A3 AATt. Hawkins
et al. (1980)9] A 35 oFoME F2 ol FHo] o]TojAG T BusT AA
2, & AHNE AN 4 FEt Z o] T3 AUt Kraal et al (1995)¢) 4%
AME B 1FA YojoA 9] J=F Fo] B sBng= ¥4 FHHE Aow

BIASD UAYAR, B PN 29 FHo] oprbulsh HBo] 2Ho] We oz 1

3

Bhath ols si53e) sl=go] obtulg FAA oAl Bol2 © #= s x|
e BN Be Foz FAHE e BYL 9 2 wASY L ATY Yt g
& Aolth 2% obrbvlsh qBel wF FE 50 w/LoldolN EHo] olFojdcin P
A},

FAGME d2do] & 30U FIEE X 490 we/g, SEF 100 pg/LA A 237 ug
/8o VBN k& 209 olFE FHAR WL HAFEn g Yojg H=ho o
98 g =2NMNE BN b 2 532 Y (Kraal et al 1995). 9] RE o]
AH B 7150l ASES FANAAL PN gEel 8 WEY = o 2w
AN & AYANNE FolA b 7u3 vzste 2 o w3 0d0) 74 2o Ae



# TEE UeEhR e, 35 F4E WS BE gow et S IE=E
°f eh7tHel N9 & g FSuut ohe} YRz AWM FLv) A& Aoz 7
ST 283 FRAAMY SIEE FAo] xF ABFRNE EHA] G A&HQA =
Aol AJFIAIL Y& & F Ak FAE ophnl, 2 o] k& FE 50 /Lol
M &Ho] o]Fo)tta waHT

SHAME dzed usd 2 ¢ BA RUBE FETF 100 gL okzhe) 3
olE RolR YR, BFE xF FRAME F93 Holst ey %ty NFT npa
TR =3 2090 7HF ¥ Jl=F 3L Holm ARNAR, =& 0Yd= HEHE
FEeE Ut AAH o= Kraal et al (1995)9) B mojA Yol ZHAA e =g
FHo] A&Hoz ojFojMm Utk AH AAHA Y3 U} Yang and Chen
(1996)9] BiE =% FE 50 pg/LAN 289 E<t WPole 2olx 7tEH £3 o]
A Foz AfHoz vehda UgE B94FR YU, Kargin and Cogun (1999)°)
BERAME xF 109 5% I=F 5 100, 1000 g/l 28o] 2do] Zrbshein
Basta igich B APoN HE = FET 100 sg/Lo) A <] FAHE ¥ 9
AFAN) 289 ZA4Y vz AAE YEty] GRo = Fe 7I=E Fx7F 100
pg/Lolgel EAE A= FAN dNolMe WsE malsuocol o HAoltp, ey B
APAM BE FEF qF M) Fge WHE Holx U AP}

2. "dAAA ) 2 719 =g 24 wn

= AWM GAo) QAN 4 Zjwd FF M= ol F2> > A > as
9 w22 Ueygt By J=EE M Fa 2] ool AFol A B
(thio) 719} BHAE FHst= A= AFolAN F2 o %o] 249 (Hammond and

Foulkes, 1986). 22122 4%, 3}, op7lule Jl=f 2499 XNF/BozM o]LHE 7}
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=8 539 T2% 7I¢oltt (Thomas et al, 1985). Kargin and Cogun (1999)] 413 )
A F o1 Dol (Tilapia nilotica)l FA=F 5% 100 ge/Leh 1000 wg/Le ¥ &
=2 109 S FHA7IL 209 B¢ MEAD AHNN 7+ 100 /L) FEAA
1769115 ng/g, oF7Hmol A 1446+1.00 pe/g, SSNA 4374025 pg/ge) F=Ho| 23
¥ & & Stk 1000 pe/Loll A= 3be) 3289+ 172 ug/g, ob7bujo) A 25.35+1.22 1e/g,
CHAM 6941032u8/g2 2 FHET}. Yang. et al. (1996)2) 2PN 50 ug/Le) FH=w

TR A& WA (Anguilla japonica)®) = A= AA>ZE>ob7bu > > 2 5 7}

(]

Ao veidn £ 493 A obslmrt: A% A o Bo] 2xyge o
T AT T (guppies)E ol & F APNME AZF 7N SAE F= g FXE7F e}
@t} (Hatakeyama and Yasuno, 1987). ¥#le] while perch, stickelbacks ©] &%+ 4134
Me F2 2kM ZH¥Ed (Bdgren and Notter, 1980; Woodworth and Pascoe, 1983).
Christine et al. (1997)9] AN Fl=Fo] 1409 x=2X7 Yoloa} AFe 7ty 4,
SEET M) £48 Bk JojolNY =g 2He pug [gMAE Aol A Z
HA=d olgk fAY Ao Holz JF=go 0@AF Yo = $ol9} lake
whitefishe} 4] @47t E&€dvh (Kumada et al, 1980; Harrison and Klaverkamp, 1989;
Handy, 1992 a). ol281& dHE= 55 pg/Lo) S1=R FEolye x4 $of 60Y wZA
A 7HEE FE 130 p/LAM 9] WAl 14 p/L TR Yol NE g5 ol
(Brown et al, 1994; Gill et al, 1992; Kraal et al, 1995). B4 2% o|f:= of7}u]ox
THEEE TS F2 AP YN d5 A2 olFE Ardd H=BS
T F2 AN FHANYG. B AYANY olstuie} 2k 2H3} WS Fate a)
Fol & o g5 oJFH a5 ofF9 oo 9@ Holglm B 4 o B Ay A =
bR 7 el FHol sF F o)Roja AYT, FI P SAFa 49
BEFE 7HAT. A FHL olstu)s} zb Age] uls fe)Ao] Y= %
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AR o= = 248 29} A% Do} ABS S 5 AUy X AFPHE of
PRI 2, A%, BN F2 Almgol £HYE B £ b, oz Ay Adzuy
A T2 stEgolgtn BABE £99 Fyo] YEdTL B % Aok ol o
FY AAY oFol Bt A=ge 49 Fo ABe YA et B Que)
HE oA F2 2488 % 5 A3 A4 39 AR S1Y UA WY = g
18] ot E Ed tolut Aoz oFHe FAUGR B 4 Y. wa o) F Ao
AT Aol B AP a5 o) Fote ABYS ) JAGLE o A% 7} 7]
ol ME FH9 FPe N g2 Yy 2 5 o

3. gAdX 9 Fl=g W

TE A2 2N £ WY = g8 Az 2=, HEFE o F
AF, o F9 dA} G4 F329 wzr= ¥ Rl (Larson et al., 1985 Heath,
1987, Rao et al, 1988; Douben, 1989; Woo et al, 1993; Kargin, 1996; Nielsen and
Andersen, 1996). o] FolMe] FFto] Wz AHa dNrH o R ofrtn, ©9F wjHE 3
7o H4E AAA o)Fol7v} (Varanasi and Markey, 1978; Heath, 1987).

cHhulel Ao} & deHs Avrd £5 3pde ZIEo® & o w3 1094 (49 40
dAAM e MEL FET 100 we/LAM 374%, =T 50 pe/LANAM = 241% =2 =8
dZol e UK wWE 09HGA FETF 100 pg/LAlA 695%, 5=+ 50 pe/Lol
M 6l3%E JI=Fo] Wi Ee U 4 gtk Kargin and Cogun (1999)o) 2}3&t 213 A
= MEHE 098¢ G5 o292 dalye} °bztulel A 7hg wel wiEHn AU B
YN 2L FEFIFE HSHE Sl=E Po) oL o 4 AN, ¥lE 7)7ke) o
AME dFg wa AP

VBN E 4 3098 71702 F5F 100 wg/LA wiE 1094 7.3%, W& 209
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A= 199%2 FI=R %o] 2= YY1, FET 50 p/LAME W& 1095 178%,
ME 20dAANNE 205%2 A=Bo] WEHm YL & < A 224 Yang and
Chen (1996)9] A@oA Y& WFolo) =B Er 7 10, 50, 100 gg/Loll x=&A17) 28
Y ol F ItEF] Y ARE BN 149 Eotel= majo] TtEF 9] gl T/ m
AU 1AL wWlE 712H5 oM FEF Sxs =g Aol 7148t Ngo g e
olEol fJax F3o) A olFo)AYm Wam YUY, & doAE AgoA A zhat
TEA e WEES 4 5 AL, slaols} D4o)ge) Zhojoll JaA Yehd @A
olgtx #gHr}

A= SHHE 309 718202 FET 100 pe/LAA Z 1094 544%, W& 20
A 862% 2 JI=F Fo] wMEH T YUR, TET 50 ug/LAAE 8lE 1095 11.9%,
HE 2094 662%2 FI=E Yol FolSm YL o = Rt Kargin and Cogun
(1999)9] dPANA g 0|5 Dejyoliy g =x7 100, 1000 gg/Lo) =213
109 o]Fd WM& 209 Fdol= 7HM e Fl=F w0 ot7tule] HisiM W mH e
FHZ YED AT, o)e o] F249 HFy sHEe Zi#ol 7o) o]ejd @A)
Hedgn #3355 k. 282 Kuroshima(1987)% Girella Punctata®] telA 7t=
#o ¥ ¥ FAFA & F sl=Ho] Qe HgME A% Frhedn welan g,
EHE AbelAM e Mgl ol A AALA rEvkm Aok Ty B A o=
CtEIsh AR E A FEel meky wiZo] 328 o) FojAm AT, o] 1ho
M TEE AR A5 715 FHBE d5 o)FA YA A= wEo) 22
3] o] Fojxitta AR,

AN E FHHE 304L 7)1F02 WS 1094 5T 100 ug/LAX = 76.0%,

o9

W&
09A M= 932% 2 FL=F Fo] B3 Zojsm AAMT, =T 50 pg/LAAM WE 109

A 306%, ME 20YAAE 782% 2 FET 100 ug/L w3 7tA 2 Fl=H o) o] wol



HEHL ASES & F A

THANE FH9 F4E BolA ¥ Y= AW AT W2 EE 209 2ot 7t=
B Fol #94 A ¥a A %3 AL ¢ 4 A Kargin and Cogun (1999)2}
AN "ot =R FETF 100 /L, 1000 g/Lol 22 109 olF WS 20
d Ed 2HAMN WEHA G U B AYJNE 289 ML ozt MBS A

v MEHE S HA %ea vk oy

4. §AA 9] 2zt 7188 JlEg s v

I ZE 71 E SME R > obstu> AF> 289 eow Yy =
FelM= =g FHo) gz sl FHolE Rxw 3 W W oo i & 5
A R ANn FAY £ Ak B APl 28 AL LE SBIH v 30Y
olFE MEHAL AUk 58 FRAYNE WEHE 0N FAF wEol e A
o, opbelz wiEHE S0YM FAY Mol etk 71 (&H 9 2L ey n
UMAAR, AFAAE 2 ME Fert = Bolg, 28 gzzd wmste] WEgw
AeE ¢+ UAD.  Kargin et al (1999)9] B3ojA] Wapo]d IEE S 2EANAS
W, =F 10U olF 20U FAO) wjE J|BES ofrtujdl M= ME AHS ey A
RAAR 7kt ZKoll = wWiEo] o|Fo)x): glx] kgir}. o] at 49 BAE= oprtul}

A% A7 Rl Qlolq Mol PAl olFojtkn 24D, HANE

iy
b
Lo

rlr

At s Z1sos wEe) oRolAx grtm Wem gt FILe Wi 42

3

T AREOE ¢ ®Bo] QAW FFE AL 329 wiug o we o] FoA]
ZHAN DAt AR Y] WEo) Mo o) o ugm 2 2 9o} & 4
M) opztnl, P}, el wF FE 50 gg/Lol A wWEol o FAs et

T AFL 5 /Lol deA wiEo) F748 Uehdtn Budd 282 wEo o) of



2T vEse] folHel Folzt bR % 2HY o] AEH oz ol Ye Ao
Ba oA o & NEF FHE FAN PN 28] Yu AME &
FE & 3lE APAA FRole] ofA FEO) A=Foly AXAE W29 §94
of mulgslg 23 AZsorY FRolghu AANY. T ojg@ wWE: Ade) Yo

RIS ZHo oid Bael WA olzzA] nlujg AAolm, oMo xA 2Hd B

rir

HHE dYo ol 8¥ /M7 AT JA wEe) AYAN oFY FId o
M A FHE A B F Atk F FH o]Fo] oMy} oW Fehz HRY=x o o
& AEZ AZ4EY. Fl=go] oAld FHYE RE BAY AW AAHA 1A
Aoz AAAT £ AYe wgoz 89 F49 AU 2479 W o2 &

=9 @A s AFsoler & Fart Uvh 2 o doprt Adtd] Zajer <
A= FEEY FE2F AAL FAHE oFd 55 Hoju,

5.Cd =3 @& Cu 5x9 W3t

= A A9 el A & 30 2EEE 100u/Lol A FH=Fo] 2094pg/g 0. 2,
TRV 2648/g0% HY B $EE YU on, AAHOE stoFe vxEe} 17k
°of EobHel mel St=g Felo £H& vEr} Bold= AT JeuyQot £ 7=
A 7 X7 wEo) Fgo] W9 2 YyS W YY) (Fig. 7, 17). ol&= ol &%
(Micropterus salmoides)| 7l ®°]& & =82 ¥F59L o, A Felo Fo] =
7HtE ¥4 dehlE glon ot wolg Bd sl=Fo] Tois A nuAe g
¥ AIZiTH= Weber et al. (1992)8] Ba9} A x5 x Aot Eg Willuhm et al. (1996)
0.1 mg/Le} 7= o) 2UFF =2 A2 A F o] (Enchytraeus buchholzid) S T A Fao] w2
= ARE A, Felo) 540 BFraAntn Yok ol MEo] SR wEHYL Y
T T FRBAN Fel} dPago) EhbE Aow FZo] Urh T B AFA
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flo
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V. 8 ¢

FH% ¥A (Paralichthys olivaceus)& 7=8 obXA} ¥% 5 10, 50, 100 re/Le) 774
o FAA 309 F oAb, 31, A, AR, 289 FBAN =7 4¥& 3 £, 20¢
FE AR AN =g WE AP dUY 29T AEE v E SE wepx i)
e T FE W8E gotstd F F439 ARBAS HESNADG

cleist 49 AAEH 7 FIAL, BREE g2z v @t §o5e apols} e
WA dgkth. SN otnlol e 30U NETI 258 ue/gd) N=F WA dFow
HEE W, S ET 100 we/LAM TIEE BF S 2065 w/goR 2HAG. BT 50
we/le 1AM obbils d2FEH §939 Holst Vbt )N E 30U 568 Lg
/g8 AET =g AF FFL b W BET 100 w/LAME 237 ug/g® NEH
& #Fel SAANG. FAE opimst AAAZ wF BE 50 gl o) BN gE
owuste fogHon FHEY M= 3094 gz P &F 3.15 ug/g 2w,
FET 100 pg/LoAME 2094 ne/g 2 SHUY BE wF FE 50 ml o] FAA =
T3 vladte) foHoz FHAYG AFAME FET 5 gl o)A EET M
o FojAor ZMEY 2HANE BE SETA gz vmstd Sodgow
A7k et gEth e S AHEY ot F M kx5 ug/L o]
AN dzTd vEete foFoz wWEEY, AFgHE = TETNA HEE
T A%E UEWL, 2R E 2T} v T I HE £ so]g XA B
da At MEHE SHE LY, FA> 3> opAhu> N> 289 M2 WEgy g
%oFE R mE 2 SR A7 SHFL AHEY, orbu> B> 7> 4> =

%) o2 AN ok ASE LIEEA B2 4o o $Fe AER ww
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7t ESdTE Fele) H¥E 2e & 4 Qv adn BE S|P N AAER wx
b iz oz HojxdaE Feo Fe x23H wERe I 4 o

HAA S5 =R FEAM 50 m/l BE ol 2§ NP A YA 9 o}
7H, 24 AN EAH5 lEgs Ae 2AY. A543 J=E FrE 2559
= W50 ug/Lol o s dew 4 §529 AMES T BoloF B Mol: olHd Bx
ol W oAl PlNe GEE ATE Holol & Roltk. mgw polN =B &=
WE T wFe) WsE BYS o 2 F&o] Oid JuuAd "o me ol A%
Aojeta AAA B2 JSlEgH T B ol g &R JupAS d7sta of
o A48 e g =7t}



VI #&Ake 2

FE AR Bz AE oToFA T AEufdor ¥ £ AsEy B3

AAEA AA ZA =gug, 1eln

JP)I

A mEol U7t AAEA D g5
BE7), ANE AAEH AQH AQdM 9] st2de F4 wed JBE, P7)E M4
g7 A =gy

A o] mEo] UesAA F3 AN =9F FARAS 494 ATASgA A

U

O

AT 24e AAFUT 4d B ¥ Qo)A 2AL oA gou I, A7

£, 274 Ao, A9 RE) Qg olToFA 47 Mul, AT T23 Yolx 2o
AE 2o, £ A9 A8 Yol 47, N2 FHE E9F o9, 4PY W A¥E

SRR 3 ARsE 24, RANG BFY 9, 2en AWz # AAFEA 2
AN A% W3 BE JY, 95, 243 APAAN T4 222 IAY F 4, 07,
#2h 0% 2ela A9 FUEA 2o AL vlgEd 9 AF Wed MudAE @
Shthe e @ S glon), nhe s Yol ntes pASALY

sl Ae 48 A e AT A%, 92, 53, Yo, Fu), Av), AAH AEE
AX nAtE NP, NN SA4BL =AY, SERe AW a1 TE 9g

B710A oA @W vk 2 W%m AUt nEEE gy dstusx W

<, €294 ZAEEYY
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