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80 AFAX, TN D1 I B B i Wi (Arctocephalus
gazella) B P VAR IR TR0 SRHE 3% P U, 2017 4,
Munari 21 YR B 0 X AN [ R E (1 TR
Wy R B v A B B k), A U R A ) R
KREMBIRFE . 2018 4F, Reed 200 T /g
W 2 S5 R I 5l B URR A b IR O R BE, d
#5145 4~(10 mL) . 2019 4F, Lacerda 54 T
P AR Y 5 Y A T () SRR YR B 1794 4 km ™,
oA ORI Ik 54%. 2020 4F, Kelly 251 OIfF 97 %
PR W AR B UK BB EE L1 1171 AL,
L4y 5 K % BifE v of— 30, Cunningham 2512
WRIAE AN MR RS . BT IE R
TR IR R S5 BE (IR ED) 73 0l A 1.3+0.51
1.09+0.22 Fl 1.04+0.39 4>-g ',
IR A R R R A=Y I, Woe R
A rE R R A ST IAR s R ek, - HEA
INEE, T RLEE AT DURE OX o) i, BN I8
WAL B B — S g K M A LA & A 4 g,
H AT $ ATIOB B RHICE 78 0 103 2% 5 T 36 1) 47
R W B, B, PO RS AR £ R
8 JFF AR i v AR 2R I H LR IR e 1 R AR
iU, i ke 2 I e 3 A PR, B T v
L) 10 B 5 o) 2 B (1 £ o T K250, Rl )
TN AR v () PR 4 A, R MR R BURRE, 5
ANTR) 2 B (0 R LU e AT B8 25 By 52 380 FR 858 A8 AL A

*x1

TG Qe P AR S T A SR E R R
SR AR G 0 AT A2, HOE R B &
PIF (JEFHES . 2, 8. A FLR)
KVEIR H A A A B N SRR S A T BIDIR,
PRV A i BRI U7 1), ] A [ N Ak 22 T e
PR BRI TR R S 2%

1 BB IR AN SR i IR
1.1 TEHEY

TR DR L RST R/ 5 3 AR AL, o]
DA g o MES P LAAS IR 1) 7 A&, e
FENE UL 5] R 244 ) R IO R, g A e
G A= ) B T B SE AR TN TR A v 1R 1 g ke 3R
W0 BE & AE R T, DR I A7 A0 BN TR R 1 X
Ko 2020 4, Sfriso 25121 p YOk ma ARSI AR 4 it
AT RS Gt o, i B 2 i 12 Fh 5 AT AN [F] il
BV R BYRA ARV 1), KINLT 83%IM LI
AEAWOPEL, HEBEPFYERE N 0.7 M mg (R
HYOFI 1 AAMET, RARTEE A 33~1000 pm. £
Ysg Horh 86% 0 B, 5% 4 3R £ Hi(Polyethylene,
PE), H R E &Yk & W [ (Polyformaldehyde,
POM). K Z#i(Polystyrene) B A Jfi(Polypropylene,
PP). My g 55 o XS OBkl £ e, 3L
WM. 2R, maLBMEmIY .

12 M 1 8 ST 180 K BLR AR A R R B A = P2

Table 1. Microplastic content per individual in twelve macrobenthic species of different feeding strategies

[22]

i 44 e LUy fili & > TR B /AR
Edwardsia meridionalis W T 50 40 1) 3 B AN it 2% A £t 0.2
Cyamiocardium denticulatum FARE T TR NA T 4 S H TEE 0.7
Yoldiella antarctica BARB) YIRS ke H WEEE, IRV N 1.6
Aequiyoldia eightsii BARB) P T I RN L Fide H e, DLW 2.2
Thyasira debilis BARB) P T IR T b H e, DLW 2.8
Harpiniopsis similis BT A H A R=g i 0.6
Orchomenella franklini LW RO A 2 H MIRALY| 0.1
Eatoniella sp. BARS PTG RN LR H A 1.2
Oweniidae sp. W ahi 2 BN H KIZVIRY) 0.2
Perkinsiana milae W3 2 BN R H BT 0.6
Aglaophamus macroura WATHY 2 BN H FETE 0.2
Leitoscoloplos mawsoni KA1 2 B2 H RZUIRDY) 0.6

TR B Bl Ik RT DL ELEROBOR B 2R R 1 28
Bl n] DU I E IR A8 e ook AR EY)

R, g B SR TR ST e
YW (Asteroidea), A& i A A= 4 B V& b 1K) T2 A B



o5 4 ]

Wiom R4S RH 3 A R AR AR A B e BRI St g 609

#2021 4F, Cossi 2= TE W Fhitg L Henricia obesa
1 Odontaster penicillatus Y& W &K IHEBE R, T,
H. obesa V354218 0y 3.34+4.13 g ' G AR 412
1 1.00£1.03 > AMMET 0. penicillatus T34+ &
1 1.9442.09 AN -g GBI LA 2.70+2.91 ASANME
TSR CLET AIRRTRE R o 3, BT i k) B R
o, HR R E A 24~1340 um, H K2 H/M T
1 mm, £&%E 28 AT, HAEAOLTYEm
T8 v B S A L Tl R DL TR R R .

Tofr i 2 A A Tl B JRE 2 S VL 2R 2D AR,

MWMaE@ﬁ%§%%¢%%ﬁﬁﬁmxﬁ
Odontaster J& W% A& WY, WH LS . A
SR AL R sh o &P Hl, By Ak E
AP BN TICERLE BE IR R AN E , A R A A
B T RABE AR 2 05 R R P, b
A H NN IE RS S e e A & P sh YA
FLBE TR T 22 (M R 22T, (B R LA
P Sl A A PR AR 2 B i T i s e,

W I SR X [ ¥ JH (Sterechinus  neumayeri) i
T ARV K X el e = TR R B W 1L i IR A B A,
SrAAE 810 m LA AKIREY, & —Fh s g v Sh 4,
FEEUABER A, e @ I e X sk, nlk
PR S IR GBS RE T, YWEHEY
MM ol i A LA AU A L A K %
18 DAVRI A 22 R PEAR P M A5, AR 5 32 BUEA S
AR, H2% 5 & IR s R P,
WS 2 2% G2 ul B A A7 e K& I N RTE S, X
Jl T 2 OB RNG B KRS . 2019 4F, Bergami
DU TR 9h £ 5 s (BT R B, Ak
TR LA B0k N 5 2 38 8 v A0 LA 1) e ke 4 L 1)
TWRIIREZ A0, H 2 TP A N IORN I T2 38 25 AH
RIEPR ) RIE, AR I s R 4E

B M K UN (Euphausia superba) Vb 7 % A
BREPICEYM, Ltk EP Wb k5 E
TAEH, HADERLFE, £ KEAZ @E
FER A B (BRI . AR AR
DLVRI Y o0 &, (A g iy . B2 2B A
i AT 25 At T 0 sh O e W K S v v B
Yy, X G IR A G HEAM PR, Dawson
SEDSTRF Y R IR, #ESCI S 4N, B AR KB Al
DLKEEEANR 31.5 pm (W3R BDR A ORI /N T 1 um
e Fr, HARBA SR IS T AR H ST

IR ILE o
1.2 &%

B R0 300 &P, )@ 49 MR
0 d7 ARt 251 1.3%0%°%), 1972 4, Carpenter
2 VOV Ik A 4 18 £ 2% 1) g 38 R K A Hp R BL T SR
kit 1 mm PERR O, s, RT3k
WK Z BT TACEER, MoC T MR E 2w
RVE A0 S BB RIE ST A B = 1Y, B R
B Mt (Dissostichus mawsoni) & Fd KR K X 1)
a2k, TWHAEVELE 2200 m KEAL . 2016 4F, Can-
non 25 BRI b 0 5 il b R B T Sk
o IRBE R HDRL Y, SN W INIGTR M G, XK
W R KPR ROK XA AE AR R G 3. IR
R IR 1) SR AL 0 2 0 3k PR R R H ke 1, Bl LA
PR AL TN OB R R 4T 4 . 2022 4E, Zhang
2 (0 Vot Wl 2 A R T % R A 1) 8 T H
K10 W AT OB RN 7T, I % 0 1) 6 T
AR £ 2 2 2 (50% 11 1.286 A3
BTS2 AR G6% A 1.227 A AMET), H B
i J2 H B W 8 Rk gy 2 0 BRI I
(Polyacrylamide, PAM), {24 100~200 pm, Fif
5 AR TR H O 8 Rk Oy 2 O N AT Y
(rayon), FifE 4 500~1000 pm. P§ANHESE S H
0 PR IO R] A B H B2 S (1) DL AT T g A AN [
(1) 2% 523k . PR 7K Ak BR At AV 3 B (R HE T, LA
PSR i LSR8 e Y PR b O A A B et N ) e
ok SR} AT B £ 4 9 A% R RE I Ath e A AR ) AN
S JE A AR
1.3 53

H 20 el 70 FARHI AATIA R BB RS
Jela) i Lok, I BORPRBURL R A s AR AR
A AN b I 1 ST I T A R A
DRG0l 25 2 Bt NSBORL, R vk, 94 78% ()i
SRR Y SRR R R, 1Y
2N Ay 7 I A 2 A B A A 1) o A () AR ) R A
2, WA WU VF 2 g v AT T SRS B
FEARI) I G MR 1 AR B LG R AT e, LLSETE H
(Procellariiformes) (1) 5 4 4, & AT da 11452y
IR HAT e I B, AT LUK SR A 16 4 Joit Ok
B A Pl R T O T R R X e 1 R A B R
IE T i H ] LB W 2] 20 tH4d 80 “EAL, H WY
RILK E W ) A% S 5 5 B (Pachyptila desolata)
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i RS B P A7 AR R T 1984—1987 4F,
van Franeker 1 Bell!"\ii it i 7 5l 2 i ] 42 B 1%
()08, R I 39 BV Vi (O ceanires  oceanicus)It)
BEYhBEERR R, PR 4.4 AR
UKL, HoAE 5 A 0 SR B R T Y .
1996—2018 4, Perold 4554 I 25 1 W jg A [X
B BRI ) R EL I $RAT T et 1486 113
FVg 3, K 2 B A R RE AN L A OC 1R 2
LS, DB e R R AR AR . 1994—
2019 4F, Phillips 1 Waluda 3 i i 25 B3 7774 W
(1) 55 A JE b A0 5 T, 7RI K 5 (Diomedea
exulans)« XK3A5 RFi(Thalassarche chrysostoma)
2 JE A5 K5 (Thalassarche melanophris) It 3 7
o B B 541, 548 F 124 MRS e,
AR ER P NSEE AN G A EI N O NE 2 G R
(44.9%) £ il A0 5(23.0%) F1 T-4(5.3%) 4%, 1M K
SN EPNHEIES EEEPN L INIIPNEA g L B SPit!
I ERLH61.9%F1 62.1%) 5 (25.3%F1 17.4%),
HUERAE(5.2%F1 9.1%). MEAMET A T BT
M A E W, R IR AT RS I R B
NZWRJEE RE E 5.7, HCAE RS LR
JEE RFH & 1.4 £

R ARRE, & KRG (Pygoscelis papua), —
LA A 2 0 B AR AR S RGeS R E R 4R
AR, EATLTAEASLE DR i 2,
Y ABE A 1) fige S5 AH BE, B RE S W R B 1 )
WL JEIR I - 2019 4E, Bessa P IE R TR0 0 1Y
A B e i R IERET 80 MBI
FHEREA, W0 I 2T 20% 75 A I 2 R,
Ko B4Rk, KR 126641378 pum, i
INKFERCR 76 pm, FEB N LI RN
B IR Y RS ISR A ST SR B e >,
SR ARGAENMHOER T REk B 3 Mgt (1)—
A € 5 ) SEORLRE R A B LR
() VR A= Wy ) B By (3) A I 3275 B 1) /K B
DU IR I, O A BFFCUE W B B DX S8R 7K AR
FIYURA M) vh A7 A e 2 A 110,

T A (Aptenodytes patagonicus)TEFEN T N
PR R AR S 05 B, R N SR L
—DOl TR RS R 400 m (VR S, JEEE LT
EEmK AP, Le Guen Z P AT ST 2017
AR TR SRR ) 3 FAS R AR 3 S0 1) ARG 3

ECHAEM . WA R, RILIL T 84.7%
NAHER, 3% NN E, 12.3% 0 N LA A4,
Pt 52 B 0 2 T AR 1) S R S Je ), IF B4k
W F ARG ST P T e 5 LA A £ ARG s,
W] G2 B 4 AR S 45 91 5 T3 3L
H S 4 2%, 302 BT 40 0 T ARG 1 58
AT AN, A D) i 25 £F 4
Fragao 255230 1 BT 5% p A ~F 5% 0 307 ol g 2
M1 17 A FE (Pygoscelis antarcticus)~ B4 | 4 K
(Pygoscelis adeliae)f4: & RS FEE, 7E 317 4>
FEERE S ORI T 92/ Nt R RLRURE, 7 i A 4
WU RORL A 35%0% 48 e i Bkl R8RS
JRUR G & ) o Panasiuk 255 N@ 577 i T
By LBl A A3 1 B S H, RIIT 99.9% 4
FAACORBRAE, AL T —28Ri42 KT 1 om [ 58K}
e Fr, LTEIR R - BE ALk e, B 2 FE, X
RURTE A AN E RS, AR BB} 1 3 IF AR VR 5T
B, AR A A 3G 1R O B SR AN R, B R
RS (Spheniscus demersus)ili & L2 35, F#Y
i E Ak, 4 AR e ST R ) Hh O B
o B FOX e AR, nT DU SRR BE £ SR s
SRR G RS g K, 3K o ok XA B T
T AR R G IS A A v R A TR ) Folr o
EAREE RS, A SR AT,
LTARIR IR S B T AR K L FE 212,
AR, BIHAA LR E KT RS
(IR P ET B, BT 430 W A N 2
JSOM BRI S, 2R e BY5R E i (Polyamide, PA)%E .
AN, R R LT 28 AR AR Y i o B A
Hide% . De Faleo %R I, 5 kg (R ERLT 4 Y
LW ek I K e BETBOE L 600 7 AN AT 4 .
Grondahl 25PN A % BUAERIARINIG 71 A% 423k
AT 2% RKANEE R g8, Bk AT
FA AR Sl B UG 1 IR I R B, Ak F R O
3~11 RN ARG, F AT 5~255 144
(R R LT YERE TR R, B 90% M 2T 4EAE &
K AL B R B 22 B, IR AR 10 4F RS B K
VERTERLET Y35 3 250 /AP, Ak Rk h R
TR A 4T 4 T R L I AR R Gl . IR B
KT i B IR AR A4 BT AR ) v Bl 2T 4 1 i 35 AR 2,
JUE AR IR 7K HE TR B 30 T R 25 825 Sy ki D ) Al 2T
Ye, AR o TR N, A8 I R o el A I 2 B
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IR vk, 2017 47, AERILA T 100 J7 b
SRYE g, b N DA 70%PY, Hyi4!
SR Y A P R R AE R N, AHH B H TN G
PR AKHETBON W 1 A Bk I 8 AR R, Woa D) R AR
WA R G, W PR H AR RN T 5 %
(A 2T 2 10 W A7 R 1 A A 2 XU
1.4 BFHAHY

WP LB O TR 68 2R Eh ), B AT R
PP & & A WOBRL B, LN R
AR SR MIA B 47 5. 1991 4E 1 1997 4, Eriksson
1 Burton™*I7E 2 4 B W4 T 36 145 Rt R
BRI FEAE, SLRTIH 164 AN SERME A, /8T
10 mm, H 57 BRI SR T Y —
B, XL A A R bR AR R R Ay
it 5 ORI B e SRR A 0 SRR,
X L0 2 5 R S R, T EOE R A I
R, 1999 4, McMahon P75 1LY |
W T 51 408 1 22 Wil (Phocarctos hookeri) 13
i, b SRR BLE ) 11.5%, KR4k
1 mm, HA SR I 28 5 AR 7 ORI H
YT HE AT . 1990—2001 £E[f], van den Hoff 251"
FE 225 BN HOHE S0 0 L OE T 332 (IR IE R
S #E Wl (Arctocephalus tropicalis)ZEfE, Kt 47
NSRS, TFEIRAZ G 4.1 mm, FLEE(E b A7 7E
K [P KR AT 6 (Electrona subaspera) B A1, Hilf
FURIL, AbT 5 W AR IS0 0 O 4 AR
YIS, st AT R R R, T LUAT B AR N
th ERARNE N R BN SR, 4 95%1)iH
S AR NIV A5 10 m KAk T8 fr, TAT S8 A0 2 A
P i) T BT A R K T e, B
H BT A A 09T RS 60 W4T 8t 4k N 5 A 108
BE, AR LA Ry G gt — P

IE 5 G0 AE W05 T R R PR R T g T R

BENBFE RN M fEg R, P2 ER M
RAFAE R BT LT A (1 I HECY, e AT R A A
BORI K Z ARl B, AEAE S ER &
FEUE SN, IXFRIT RS R I T RE- S BUM B R WK R
B BIMEPE IR AL o WE TR P T I IR
TR P TR, ARE TR B BN R
I RS T R T VA E, R B AL
B, B A S A YR N, X 34
LA W E AT R R Sh A, 2 i s 2 4
T2, A3 il A A kA, 31 5% i p A
AR RER RS

TR AE S SR BN Y P I BT ST H AT Bz,
TR WA BLIE A L VRHENI Y AZ i 7 T ) R
i, BUAT (0 > Bt AR A AR SR L2 Pk i Ak 2 A0
T A v B £ 1020 A S e R Bl 1 5 Ak
R AT fs k2 T R

2 WA E FRYE DR YR
L5 FCAB X B e A

21 MREEHENMRENSTLEEESH Mt

X EELER

R T S G i e B R A R AR A A s G
FEEE, ARICH K A &% KERIE R ORI & RKE
FE LD EE NI R OREAT LU 3T

WA BRI R E, #E i IC R HESh P A T
G R P A5k (R2), TR HESh )2 H %
NI B AL R TOR RE, A A X 38 TG 5 HE S )
A PN B R 3 B A A 22 S eV e O SR B
IR EEAFAG K. WEMWESIY . Btk s AE
TS N IR R A A = e, DT
W) TR IR R R A A R R e — R I B ME B
M. 5110, Hennicke 2547 25 X 15 (1 i A 4y o

R2 FRMEXEEENIEAMERFE

Table 2. Microplastic abundances in invertebrates from different regions

- ; o bz %3 R 2%

PR i FE um FER S Tk

MWE T s, s, Bshm R sy 1 ASAE 33~1000 PA, PE [22]
RWE R

et At B it BARBY . TSR B 3 0.63 A~k 10~2000 lH(PES), PA, XJ 2K [6]
T HIPR " lR(PET)

VUKo Rz Z WA S5 3 0.27 AAME! 100~4930 PP, PE [65]

IREDBE M5 ) 6.78£2.80 ~/MAT 100~1000 PE, PP, PA [66]
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PRI e F ARG E/mm  EERSY BH R
[ PN E R 5 2.70£2.91 A~k 24~1340 B AT Y [17]
hE Sl BARB YR T 525 1.47 ASAff 500~2000 TR [67]
9 E e Wit 5 H SE Bl AR R 5 4) 0.65~3.36 f~-g' 100~4200 KRR [68]
B AR AR 0.83+0.08 >~k KAk PE [69]
bR L i L/QLNILY) 3.79 £ 0.85 A4S Ak KA KA [70]
A T R VG B 28.95 A~ 200~2500 KR [64]

RO RE - ¥ FE S R 70~430 AN kg,
R o BRI G R (0 2R L 5 A ke b 3L,
N B % b X R T AR 7 SR B L Al 1 X 5 5
. EAN, R IG A MES P AR A B O R
TERM N W RS O, 5 oAb b X el — 3L,
KU A YR TR . SR R R
FAOEL, S 38 5 e R RN R W B AN I
22 BMEEWEBRSEEESHMHXILR

P AR 1 AR A I v G T 4 TR FEL A
Kb T A KT (33, AN T DX 3 A Ak A A ) =

JE 22 5 i W SR BRSO Pl f SR T 2R
SRR f S, R £ S AN AR 1K) 2 B
B Lir s o e, wT R AR AR B S
IR R R AR 2 il DL B 5 AR A AE S
Rt A AR, RAAEE) | e My A Al e
e HE GICRREFRE JBORI AL 4, 3t — e FE L e
P A S TR B A, Rt 2 A
WOERL T E s ok A YT Dk, RN H, X
5 RV AT R s — SO X R A
FARAAFAE IR R S N SRE 3) B B K

£3 FREBESEEANMERERE

Table 3. Microplastic abundances in fish from different regions

P (BN FREIAAET i A%E HE /um R 22 3k
A AR T 52 AR I JER A #8128 1.227 500~1000 Ntk €74, PES, PAM [42]
B A 2 10 it JRAW £ 28 1.286 100~200 z ‘k;z/[’ﬂéfz’ gsi% ﬁﬁgiﬁ{m) [42]
Jetk JRAW £ 28 1.10.3 500~1000 PES, PA, PE, EVA [78]
ALKV R A £ 28 0.13+0.02 20~1000 PE, PES, PP, PET [72]
BBV R A £ 28 1.00+0.16 10~360 PES, PA [10]
KFE Kif 36.7+0.86 A A iE PP, PE [73]
b [ Fa g R IR A £, 25 0.39+0.12 130~1760 PES, PA [10]
IF 2 Ui I A 2 1.3440.71 1~5000 KA iE [74]
9 4E BRI i 7.47 RRiE ARG [75]
NN KAV £ 28 1.58+0.23 KiRiE PE [76]
2 [ A A JE 7 JEEA 25 2.72 8~953 PAM, PA, PE [77]

2.3 FEREAMEBERISEEESHMBMEX R

P A S A AT e 1 JRE A A BV TR A A
AR (R 4)0 DIHMRF IR AR AR, SR8
(IR 2 8 I A AE D BT 1S T, — BU 1)
5 A fil 38 3o f R s R A SR, S v
iR S ASAY: P 1R Tk R = 0 3l I T 18 i T vk
SRR o R AR ARG 2 K RO R B AR
SR, AT RE L AR S B O [ e HLAS 3h
VU R Bk, T2 Mo S RATIEAE R I 1, RESR i
AR P ARG S b o K K RO R 3 2

D = o2 | S /AR = T U B L T 2
Wy gt T R A R A X A S
24 FEREFHAIVRERSEEESHM

X EE 3

DA BT R B, A BRI A (1) 3 7 0 7L 3
WHRAFAEAN [FIRE B B RS e (3R 5), I i JIK
AR O B ERE IR A 3, Moore 25102075 1 fig
(Delphinapterus leucas)lp & " 5 AT & AT AT K
RUSRRLRE , HE O A R B 2 2k
NIERL, AR N AE AR 3 2B RE B8 ] e 2 ok B T 4
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Yoo T MR IR LB 1 9 R R S A 4
ERV I P9 Ak TAROKY, R AR 30 S A0 R B 2R
ErR A A X O R 8 R R Y, 3
WIESY W] A 8ok B B R, Bl I 5 )

AR, R0 3R LA MR I 2k B
i Tk Bk, tAE Bk A2 A AR N L,
L5 oAt 3t X8 3, R WO RHR W] R fr
PIREREAT A3

R4 FRMEESXAAMERFEE

Table 4. microplastic abundances in birds from different regions

PRI TPk IR o7 FRIAETD A% 6 /um FERSY 225 Sk
B e e 0.13 1684+92 VB A Y, PET, PP [51]
1% g1 e[l 0.23+0.53 76~4945 PES, Niti#f4k [45]
EIE5 afoelc FeAi 0.1 1~5000 PE, PES [52]
Jb#% 5y FAf 0.889+1.09 200~2000 NIE 2T 4t [80]
N 5 5 it 19.542.1 KR KRiE [81]
Bl NIFES 5y BaEY 1.943.9 100~1000 RARTE [82]
o [ v i 5y 175G 6.2 670~5000 PE, PP, PS [83]
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Research process for microplastic contamination in Antarctic biota
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Abstract

Microplastics are plastic fragments, threads, fibers, microspheres or films with a particle size of less
than 5 mm and they can enter the Antarctic through human activities, atmospheric and oceanic circulation,
and biological carriers. In this study, we summarize and categorize studies on plastic (especially microplastic)
ingestion by Antarctic organisms pulished between 1980 and 2022. We describe the current status of mi-
croplastic ingestion by Antarctic organisms in descending order of trophic level and compare the degree of
microplastic contamination in Antarctic organisms with other regions. Microplastic enrichment exists in
Antarctica from low trophic levels to high trophic levels. Microplastic contamination in Antarctic organisms
is at a middle-lower level globally. However, there is a paucity of research on microplastics in Antarctic or-
ganisms, and the potential long-term effects of microplastics on Antarctic organisms are unknown, so that
it’s an urgent need to strengthen relevant monitoring research.

Keywords microplastic, invertebrates, fish, birds, marine mammals, Antarctic region



