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1 XERBENMNEXRENETTE

AT HFAE R, Sk R IS BEhE I i LA
BHAMRGE TR TR NS %, Hd, Mk
AMRBIBC TR AE T 0P 88, A T A7 T R A
B O LR AR SEAE ) LATH R S5O0 -B): 41 i A
JRCEABR T O R M AN AR BT R TR
RGP 22, LAKS Se B 7 TR e (Bl
FRYEJE IR 5 ) H, AR B 5 ) DL HOKs 96 8 X
%,

1.1 EEEA

— b, AR A ] ol 28 1) 5 BT SR g 2R AR B
WFFE H Y EPEAS A Y 58 T LLE ORI TE %
5 71 ( potential fecundity, PF) 7" f5 K yg 7E 25
71 ( maximum potential fecundity, MPF) R ] T
5 41 (actual realized fecundity, ARF)'" 45 %k %
%t 77 (effective fecundity, EF )" 47 X} 2 58 Jj
(relative fecundity, RF) 0T R S B R
(relative actual realized fecundity, RARF )" &
(R 1), Hrp W7E %5 )y &8 90 §irp Ipig R T
0.05 mm ) G135 41 i K ik 0 iy 1) A8 i B B2 s o
SRR AT 2 IR T Sk 2K
SN RRAN L AR [R] 20 K 1 b HE ) B 7 B 15 0
AR A AR T A AR A= i S 01 PN T
A= TR B RE A ML, DA N AE— e L EARER T
AMRER B

S RV TR BB ) R0 55 s BB ) 2 VAR B A
JI5E SCHYSEAR o 1ij & Sy B A 7™ B A A 1A ) B 3e
HEIR B | 5 SON BN MR BT S8 5
B 5225 U 9 0 i 22 R T 2 A O A ) R O

TR IRV AR SH Iy o AT ok e
I Z2 U 7 B A S B0 A5 D 28 R BEAE Al
TR AR A B N i BB 7 A I S 1 B R
AUBIBIE . Jo2, I SO SRR A (A 7 B i A
L A INDY S S Vi VS R 3N 3
BR8P T RAEMATE R — AN R B B B
(7= BRI L

ARCEFET 8 SNk RS TP A AT
HE— BUECHE I N B A i 3 P AT DU HE L O
SE ARG 1Y) B B BB 20 i R0 R A R T A B 2
A SE T A B 7 B R a4 A
PRI A 3 0E5E, I BT N LR Al PR T 60
AR I W IC Rid R AE T AR ) 52 PR
HAMH IS R T5A ™ . Be B A3
ZHH I RAE Ry T LA SR HE H R LT 58 AR R 1Y
GUTH, HHAREL T A T TE 5 ) 19 A RO
VAR I = RURCATE 3 DI O L NIR il
Jylre-tel

HAXTEEHE Ty, SR AR MEVE R E 0 ) 5
AR B s g A% R 2 g R
AT 7 5 AR B R I K A Ee g
W, AEDOT BEFE W B S R S A X B A g, R
AR AR 5 O R, O T A R
A A 1 BB 17 D0 S BT AR A K-, R 702
BAEARXT BAE 7 ) Bl b $2 TR B AR A
F58%% (index of potential reproductive investment,
PRI) A MBEE: , K HE SO AR X B0 7 5 B
U T RERRBLT AR BOE T PR M A
PRTEREAS 77 DI I 307 1) 85 7E A BB AR A Ko A X
TR 8% ( gonad somatic index, GSI) , ¥ 7E ZhH

x1 LBEEFENEANENX
Tab. 1 Definitions of fecundity categories in Cephalopod species
gl E X2 ¥t FIERX
Sex Definition categories Gamete calculated Characterization
AE %5 )1 (Potential fecundity, PF) A B ZR G0 HH Y T A O R4 MARZETE T A
EFNIEEES D)) SR, W BB 45 O S s Y 2 FHIIA T HE
(Maximum potential fecundity, MPF) P O AT AR 0 0 25 R (B ]
Wit Female bR FEFH T LIRSV SN I e Vg e H—RTH B
(Actual realized fecundity, ARF) BHE AR B 0 22 FEUN R R
AR5 ) (Effective fecundity, EF)  SEHIIA] Bl 58 BOARAR ) e 74 TR BB ) A B
AN %554 7 (Relative fecundity, RF) W76 S 5 SR (SR Bh) B9 L (e M BRI
L% ) (Potential fecundity, PF)  NFIEBEARTIER H , IFRONSEBRETT)  Fo—AN AT NI RT 7 A= i RV S5 g
HEPE Male FHXFEEAE )1 (Relative fecundity, RF) W75 858 ) S (S Bist) 1 L fE NS VIt S
SR PETREL HER S NN PID N
( Spematophore length index, SLI) MK 1 e K ] B HE ) LR
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PR B RE R B AR W) b 22 (8] A B8 25 A
ST
1.2 fHE®EA

FH O T ML B0 7, Sk 2 SR R A 1
FHH I BITF SR B =, 33X AT A5 M A AR T
RN TR T 4L AL B 0 56 Sk L 28 vk
(LT A TR L, ok SNBSS, 3E LA
MRAELAFEIR S S T A SR FERE 6 A A L2
T B R BING e, T 5 A TG e e (BUEFR A
JRRRHE) . i YRR 45 R S A, JEE
KU BB PR RO AS 45 3 T4l (8 1) o

b %]

Sperm mass

Ejaculatory apparatus Cement body

E1 LEXEBELEHREE
(2] B JEREB #1 ROPER)
Fig.1 Spermatophore of cephalopod species
(from JEREB and ROPER"!)

DAL, B AR 10 S5 0 LUK S8 4 Hh AR 5
RO G2, B E B RS SRR B D % A S50
ST BRI, B TR S BT RO R 3
FAE T MR RTE S — A 7 I B = A i B
I3 DAL s 2 SRR 1S T i A R |
Xt BEAH 5 DA T AR SR A0 T 5 AR R Y UL
SEAN, DR DAy P A R 1) TEE 1 42 A RS 5 1 RS AT
o R KN SRS K BE R DDA OE T BT LRS 96
KBEH B ORI 5 A R B A B ) o
JHT FAEMEEA R B G581 RN, 3 T T B )
BT BT H

2 BHIEWFHREETE S KN

2.1 MEHEEAN
2.1.1 AN\JEHR

I\ M H A A B 7 A2 S50 T, H AT E 4
18 B KABLTE 71 3 RL R BRI A LA 1, d5c /N 558 g D)
TEE R /e A (K 2)0 o, R ( Ocythoe
tuberculata ) fTHAE AR 1 B K, e fH 1K 117 1
Ko BW B 40 M0 R 2 LW ( Octopus
vulgaris) , HVEAE BHE )1 i BROR RIS 63 T3 A0k ER

RN, 0A B WY (0. hubbsorum ) ™ K AL,
1 ( Tremoctopus violaceus ) **) 25 [y V& 7 B 5 17 &%
FAEAAERT 8 5, 43990 Ry 42 4% T3 s BB 240 Jifd F0
30 AR TTRLEN BRI, 7R T N R R S T S
BRI, & /R 2 ( Eledone moschata) '™ Bk
TE VR 22 JE W ( Bathypolypus sponsalis) 8! 45  Hiyk
1258 ) WA 500 R BREEAR ML LY o

TEA RS AE 107, B TS kaEny A\ i B A
BRI KA 4. 8 TR SR EEA0 i, Sy A iy
HIfSY (Argonauta argo) "', SR 1fi, SALMAN FiI
AKALIN 38 PR 11 i 910 4 48 00k d5c KB 7]
K 20 ARTTRLSEAER 5o PR Ry i R4S 48 B0 R AR
P SR T 1 BT AR P 3
LTI RK TS5 T 20 TR PB4, 2E
IR 3L (Adelieledone polymorpha) | 3 /5 G 3T
Z IR ( Pareledone turqueti) | b B 3T % /R 2 1Y
( Pareledone charcoti) 25 1A T 71 A WA,
PR ERLIP R LA Y X AT RE S I B AR
AT E SAH AR (3R 2) o

TEAN BE58 g 75 T, Bk T T S e
ot B SRR R B A 3 e, G e A B A X B
JIREIR 975 ki - g7 W TR A B A 1A
FRCHCAT 65807 , e (T 14 186 4 - 6711
52 RS F 0 ) AE NS BE R 1 A, AR o e AR R B
TIPS 0.95 K+ g7 7o B TAT RS
I RO ZE AR BEAE ) BB, — E AR B
W B S 1) B AT R SR ) LB e, TP IR
VT2 /R 30 | R QO 22 2K SF i L 208 3% IR 3
0 S S A B A S AN 1R
2.1.2 &m%A

L5 H FP S Y B0 ¥ 0 B, B R
SEVTETTRILAN (£ 3) o HTE 2418 £
IR, B (Sepia officinalis) J 5 W H ¥ £ S50
TR ) — R0, HV e B0 ) B RAE 48 700
RO EEAML ™ o VA SR R B 1 0004
GO bR A ML B R 2 I8 A B Z0 5 I ( Sepia
orbignyana) ) | & B 2 % ( Sepia pharaonis ),
KFPEA K LK (Rossia pacifica) ' | FURLf 3% 15
W ( Rossia macrosoma )" ¢ & MM B 13 ik
( Sepiola robusta )" | B & H 5 i ( Sepiola
steenstrupiana ) "= S A 1) Vs A8 B FH A7 B K AB
XAE 300 L BEEEAH LY
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Tab. 2

&2 )\BEEEEMEEENEE

Fecundity characteristics of female individuals in species of Octopoda

A S50 T/

T4 Jii&/ mm BB IR AR BRI R (R -g!)  BIA/mm
Species name Mantle length  Potential fecundity Effective fecundiity ~ Oviduct load Relative Egg diameter
fecundity
180.0 ~1175.5) (21.0~207.9)
el Ocy [24-25] 170335 ¢ 2.2~3.9
Pl Ocythoe tuberculata < 10° <103
12.8 ~634.5
I Octopus vulgaris[%] 12 ~30 ( « 103 ) 1.5~5.0
I 20y FC (62.4 ~424.5)
32 ~186 1.5~2.4
Octopus hubbsorum!"®] x 10°
KL (110.0 ~304.2)
75 ~103 . 3 1.6 ~2.2
Tremoctopus violaceus'**! x10? 2.2x10
30.9 ~86.0 7.1~48.6
I Argonauta argo'®> 2! 32~35 ( 3 ) ( N ) 146 ~930 521 ~975 0.6~1.4
x 10° x 10
3.2~13.1
FeM Scaeurgus unicirrhus'®) 26 ~50 ( 103 ) 4.0~5.0
2.2~7.6) (1.2~1.6)
37 ke . [29] ( ~
FR Y Pteroctopus tetracirrhus < 10° < 10° 8.0~12.5
o b " 621 ~1 735 6~10 9.3~10.4
Opisthoteuthis massyae -
il Opisthoteuthis agassizii*} 209 ~833 5~25 5.1~7.5
S Octopus ocellatus'>"! 400 ~700
TEHEIY Bathypolypus bairdii ) 14 ~37 77 ~621
B IR 3|-W Eledone moschata!®'] 79 ~ 140 210 ~459 0.9 13.5~15.2
BRI IR e
ﬂﬂﬂ&giﬂém 5168 198 ~ 404 9.6~15.6
Bathypolypus sponsalis-
mEREY 50 ~82 149 ~ 342 16.0~22.0
Benthoctopus normani
5 I R
AR 38 ~58 95 ~229 9.4-~18.4
Benthoctopus levis
EZI3 S XIS
<105 73 ~193 34 ~65 .4~0.9% 10.0~16.6
Adelieledone polymorpha[u‘ 2] 0.4~0.9
IR TG 2 R 3 .
<96 30 ~119 37 .57 <19.8
Pareledone turqueti"'* 3] 0.5
s FE 3 52 212 2L s
i 21 ~58 0.4~0.8°  <I8.0

Pareledone charcoti!"*)

TE " R BRI A A S R Bk B9 LU fE

Note: " indicates that relative fecundity is estimated as the ratio of effective fecundity and body weight

TEATRCETE ) J7 T8, 55 8 B2 0 i B A8 4%
Db, iR 1 A S i DA 2O = 7R R
YIF S AN (523) o PRI, 33 S0 28 1) A7 R0 20
JIANE o o B s 5 ) A A A )
K, RT3 000 AR ERAII 5 H A AR 2 d /N
5 ( Sepietta oweniana ) S NI A
( Sepiola atlantica) "™ 2 ()76 3251 1 M4 HE 300
KGR B LAY o

FEARXS ZEFE T 77 8T, RG-S ) A
FXT 5 ) e oK, A K AT ik 268. 8
RIS A/ TG LI E R A 1T O SN
WP N SR LA S R A A )
KAGAE 170 ~190 47 - g7 o BT OFHEf sk
9 i A I A e A X T AR AR,
10 0L - g~ AW
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Tab.3 Fecundity characteristics of female individuals among species of Sepioidea

ARSI )/ ARG/ W AHXS S5 1/
4 i 1/ mm ki i . (hi-g')  BIfE/mm
) - o P/ KL i o
Species name Mantle length  Potential Effective . Relative Egg diameter
. .. Oviduct load :
fecundity fecundiity fecundity
e 1. 18] (2.0~8.7)
L0 Sepia officinalis''*: 125 ~323 %103 117 ~3 082 8 ~21 2.7~7.8 6.4~7.5
YL Sepia orbignyana!® 60 ~84 201 ~1532 4~82 6.7~8.3
FEBE L, Sepia pharaonis>* 161 ~259 146 ~ 1 400
KLk 50 Rossia pacifica® 61 ~86 300 ~1246 40 ~60 3.2~4.8  7.9~9.1
[ k78 3k 5 Rossia macrosoma®® =3¢ 24 ~62 202 ~1 035 200 ~ 700 6 ~26 4.9~22.1 5.0~10.0
Neorossia caroli jeannaeL35J 44 ~62 215 ~ 827 <17 1.8§~14.2 8.5~10.6
S B Neorossia carolil®T) 29 ~50 317 ~685 3~23 12.4 ~26.7 5.0~7.2
INZ I Sepietta oweniana ! 13.9 ~35.7 18 ~616 <230 4.0~174.0 2.3~3.4
Neorossia caroli caroli'*>] 36 ~36 551 ~609 38.0~51.0 4.7~6.6
o AE3EE 9 Rondeletiola minor'>®) 13.4~21.2  5~460 2~115 1.5~3.0
s 2 Sepiola intermedia > %) 15 ~23 111 ~407 3-~33 44.8 ~186.3 2.2 ~4.2
PR ASk 0 Rossia moelleri™) 32 ~44 200 ~400 <I8 8.0~39.7 7.0~11.0
KVGPEE L0 Sepiola atlantica > ) 6.47 ~24.01  55~313 8 ~225 85.1~268.8 1.6~5.4
MU B2, Sepiola robusta?! 24 ~28 117 ~245 27.6 ~66.4 2.7~5.8
i B 308, Sepiola steenstrupiana®) 12 ~14 163 ~ 191 155.1~179.6 2.8 ~4.8

2.1.3 %A

C LGB ARTE B A3 BoE Ui Wk, BR
T 3 K ) 5 W, ( Sepioteuthis lessoniana ) L0 -4 B
HAAN I 1V 1E B0 ) F KA I TE 4 000 RLGR B
MHILL (e 4), H 222 (Dosidicus gigas)
TEBHE 1B R, e KAB w35 3 247 TR0 0 BE 40
M R R 2 £ ( Ommastrephes bartramii) , Foi&
TE Iy R AEL 700 JORGR EEAR A o it
A VTR S5 ) S5 R AR 2ok 1 TR B 40 e ) Ao
KR 25 6 15 W ( Thysanoteuthis rhombus) ' | %
190% ( Sthenoteuthis oualaniensis) "™~ [§ 1 ¥4 F2
1 ( Todarodes filippovae ) ' ] AR 4E 5 22 1 ( Illex
argentines ) T aT-0] g m by #¥ Z 8 ( Todarodes
angolensis) AF -

VAR EEE ) — 3 AT H ARSI R T A
XFEH T RAR RS (R 4) o Horb, RPGHE RS
W, ( Abraliopsis atlantica ) 1 [t t5 6 X 58 1 15 15
10 800 KB ERAHA « 58~ s HUR AR VG 15 5%
£0. Y F B IC 4 I 12 W [ Abralia ( Asteroteuthis )
veranyi | 23 P4 J Bk MG A S AR K, B
(AR5t R S ) R K AE A 3k 5000 r - g7

AR R A , A S b 2 1 4 o 0 AH X S48 T A
XFEAR, 405 5 I A 5 8 ( Loligo vulgaris ) 1 i1
£ 568 ( Ancistrocheirus lesueurti ) 25 Rl 25 K i 2
FEXH T I AE 500 KL - g AN (R 4) . XA
AFXT AT B A ot 2 AH 0 S48 ) T BE S W AP HLA
2205 O HL7 O 3 18] O 557 14 200 1 2 < 1 R 2 il
gyl 4]

FTE H b2 i) i 1 A5 280 O it 5 AT R R ok
P, 22 1) i O A5 28 O 1 e K, HdR R 2000
52000 T3 B GE B TS A 6B S
(Abraliopsis pfefferi) i) UP A 2 B0 HE de /)y, Hode K
BN 130 RIGWERAML ™ o S ACTE H A
KT AE A T T O DR
BFAE 2 D P AR X S 2 1) S PR B 1 R
[ AR T2 H Fh 28 B 7 51 3 g 22 2% B ) B8RP
(9 SRR = B B A R A e S b
IR LA o tetn, 2R A
K 1400 TR BR BRI, 2 Ho A D0/ 00 i 5o (E
[ 10 £ 17 i3 e 2 H AT B e TR H Rl
ARSI R (R 4) .
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Tab.4 Fecundity characteristics of female individuals among species of Teuthoidea
ARXT S5 1/
iEA i/ mm L SR 1/ R BRI K ROVERIN /AL R - g7') BB/ /mm
Species name Mantle length  Potential fecundity — Effective fecundiity Oviduct load Relative Egg diameter
fecundity
i 5128.0~32475.0) (1000.0~14 000.0) (26.0~1197.0
XT (9] 660 ~ 875 ( 5 ) ( N ) ( 3 ) 603 ~2711 0.8~1.1
Dosidicus gigas" x 10 x 10 x 10
T (2400.0 ~7 000.0) (500.0 ~2000.0)
415 ~ 600 900 ~1500 0.9~1.2
Ommastrephes bartramii'> *) x 103 x 103
ZEME 1 (2700 ~4 800) (300.0 ~900.0) 5
] 520 ~ 850 . ) 1.5~1.8
Thysanoteuthis rhombus'"! x10° x 10° 140.0x10
5 i (100.0 ~4 792.8) (10.0 ~250.0)
158 ~457 125 0.6~0.9
Sthenoteuthis oualaniensis-*> =+ x 103 x 103
LGRS (1080.0~1530.0)
295 ~520 <536
Todarodes filippovae %) x10°
PR 4 i 2 £ (74.0 ~1247.0)  (51.5~1036.0) (3.2~29.0)
173 ~380 199 ~1383  0.8~1.7
lllex argentinus!”> 47 =% x 10 x 103 x 103 ?
YRR R A (320.0 ~1170.0) (60.0 ~80.0)
| 251 ~382 542 ~1 589 1.0~1.2
Todarodes angolensis'*] x10° x 103
(R ) (205.0~950.0) (13.8~130.3)
Todarodes sagittatus'*® %) 253 -520 x 103 x 103 317 ~1288  0.9~1.4
17154 15 ik (195.0~790.0)
r 240 ~320 <7. 3 230 ~430 1.5~2.2
Ancistrocheirus lesueurii'>] x 103 <7.0x10
BRI (54.0 ~778.0)
150 ~379 891 ~2686 0.8~1.2
Illex coindetiit?> %657 x10°
-3, ey e (390.0 ~745.0)
1 150 ~ 166 1 900 1.0
Nototodarus hawaiiensis'*°’ x 103
B (200.0 ~630.0)
Illex illecebrosus'”) 190 ~340 x10° 1200~1370 1.0~2.2
LREFEM (115.0 ~556.0)
r 277 ~397 . 3 202 ~518 1.8~1.9
Martialia hyadesi'* x 103 23510
FEEAn (4.5~275.0) (0.4 ~34.4)
62 ~205 599 ~1533 1.1~2.5
Todaropsis eblanae *® 3% x10° x 103
KPGHF M (50.0 ~220.0) (0.2~1.3)
r 75 ~11 2 186 ~ 7~0.
Ornithoteuthis antillarum'>" 5 8 x 103 x 103 86-6389 0 0.8
B2 A 2 0 (5.7~117.0) (0.3 ~111.9)
96 ~255 1.6
Doryteuthis pealeii® =] x10° x 10°
ia=n (28.5~74.2) (1.4 ~30.5) (1.3 ~10.0)
160 ~37 114 ~251 1.6 ~2.
Loligo vulgaris'®' =% 60 ~375 x 10 x 103 x 103 3 6 8
BRI 5
10.0 ~44.8 2.4~9.5
Abralia ( Asteroteuthis) 42 ~47 ( 3 ) ( 3 ) 93 ~1 000 2170 ~5310 0.8 ~1.1
.[52-53] x 10° x 10
veranyi* ’
A 2490 0 1 23.5~34.5
Nﬁaﬁﬁﬁ"@[m 75 ~80 ( 3 ) 2.8 x103 1500 ~2000 0.8~1.1
Enoploteuthis anapsis*™"’ x 10
TR, (8.0~29.7) (0.7~3.8)
59 ~102 1.2~1.5
Lycoteuthis lorigeral® ~%! x 103 x 103
PR EE 4.0~29.0
ﬁﬁ#ﬁ% ﬁf'md(fsm 24 ~35 ( 3 ) <400 3800~10800 0.7~1.0
Abraliopsis atlantica x 10
/N 191, 6.5~21.0
J, %% HM.[SO 30 ~38 ( 3 ) <130 1000~3900 0.9~1.5
Abraliopsis pfefferi-™- x 10
1 EC A 2 00, (1.0 ~16.0)
150 ~380 . } 2.0~3.2
Loligo forbesi[“‘ 67 -68] x 103 4.7x10
S A (2.1~13.5)
80 ~ 121 46 ~471 1.7 ~1.
Alloteuthis subulata® x 10 ?
- .
St A L (0.9~4.5) <3.6
37 ~132 1~270 56 ~524 1.5~2.3
Alloteuthis media'™ x10° x 10°
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2.2 HHEEEAN

AH AT P B8 STV 200 o S e I 1 B 5
HFFEHCGEAR A (R 5) o /N H A, 3L
WY T TR A ) e, H B R 38 633 S5
PO K, e R SR T ( Opisthoteuthis
vossi ) 01 I EG T A IS 1 TR A A g o b
X R, TR 150 ~ 300 A5 K 6 Z [l A WY
( Scaeurgus unicirrhus ), F W4 ( Pteroctopus
tetracirrhus ) SERPZE A T AR BE5E I WIAR /IS, ook
fEAM R 11 ZRE IR 6 ZRE I BR i, B 1Y
FEER R, e KK BE 435 44. 0 mm 1 51. 0
mm'?

I E R NI PG R
AREN R LB NS (Y I AL IS N K
1000 ~1 300 ZAERZ I (£ 5) . [REED W2
IR ( Sepia dollfusi) i) BHE I3 dAHXS B , H

TEETE TR RAG 5 0 530 51430 053670
FoAl A, 0BRSSk 5 WA BT S Sk 5
(Neorossia caroli ) S T2 i) BEHH J A BLAIR, Ho
TESF 1 I KA 0 150 260 71 453967
SR, 55 H Al A A LA, BORL AR Sk 15 W AT 4
Sk B ARG IER T R R A 4 30 18,8 mm
M18.4 mm(FES5),

HIE H b, B AT AR 8 B8 SR, =2t
Bl AR AE W @R ROW R A (Mllex
coindetii) 7 ZEF A0 A 2 i W A A
JIAAXT AL, HAR RAEAE 1 500 ~ 1 700 545362
] R IR BEAE 12 ~53 mm Z[A] (K 5) . & [LHE
40 ( Loligo forbesi) "™ ) Aty K1~ Ak
HABE TR S5 )y, ol R(EAE 1 000 50K
JeFiAn o 2 HE L WA BB 1 e/, D 15 ~20
SR IE IRTHT R S AR, AT 100 mm ™

RS KEBEHINMEEEE NS

Tab.5 Fecundity characteristics of male individuals among species of Coleoidea ( Cephalopoda)

4

Species name

JFHS/ mm
Mantle length

eI/ %

Potential fecundity

HEFE BE/ mm
Spermatophore length

J\BE B Octopoda
HHY Octopus vulgaris
ZIR3|-WY Eledone moschata!®"]
LT Opisthoteuthis vossi' >
Pa 2 G Octopus hubbsorum! 1!

MY Opisthoteuthis agassizii">}
[29]

[26]

JEWY Scaeurgus unicirrhus
I Pteroctopus tetracirrhus (2]
B B Sepioidea
INEL I, Sepietta oweniana
FVG B H L Sepiola atlantica®!
BT B, Sepia orbignyamz[33 ]
FEBEZ W, Sepia phamonism ]
£ [C 130, Sepia dollfusi'™’
HLH:E 5, Sepiola robusta'>
HH 15, Sepiola intermedia %" %
W G E- 245 Sepiola steenstrupiana'®]
Je S 5 Rondeletiola minor!™®)
i i i3 20, Rossia macrosoma ")
Hrfask 56 Neorossia carolit®!
#7 B Teuthoidea
Z i Ommastrephes bartramii
B AR AE W% 22 00 Hllex argentinus!’> =7
G 22 4a Hllex coindetii®® =7

[74-75]

[21]

[3]

25528 Dosidicus gigas
6 B L0, Loligo forbesit® 7!

1 508, Loligo L‘ulg(ln's[62 -63]

SRR 2, Sepioteuthis lessoniana!"
i T2 Todaropsis eblanae'™ =% 78]
AL Lycoteuthis lorigera® ~%!
Z2E W Thysanoteuthis rhombus (1]

100 ~350 39 ~633 20.3 ~96.2
58 ~118 45 ~287 9.0~23.0
2~172 1.0~1.2
2 ~158
15 ~103 1.5~2.0
34 ~52 3~11 29.0~44.0
56 ~85 1~6 42.0~51.0
13 ~35 87 ~1 300 3.9~9.5
8 ~16 20 ~ 1243 3.3~9.2
42 ~67 68 ~1 055
43 ~150 38 ~530 5.3~11.5
66 ~99 34 ~430 5.3~11.5
19 ~28 109 ~386 5.8~8.2
15 ~26 54 ~383 5.0~10.4
12 ~18 13 ~377 3.5~7.0
<23 <280
26 ~47 15 ~103 12.3 ~18.8
20 ~41 50 ~71 9.5~18.4
270 ~450 500 ~ 1 700 22.0~53.0
160 ~310 200 ~ 1 600 17.0 ~32.4
<279 25 ~1 555 12.5 ~18.6
130 ~377 300 ~1 500 17.0 ~31.0
100 ~ 685 <1023 8.5~25.0
98 ~475 1000 ~1 010 8.2~20.5
98 ~24 5 ~568
70 ~ 167 11 ~269 10.9 ~18. 1
99 ~265 8.0~12.6
390 ~ 805 15 ~20 60.0 ~100.0
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MRARIY A5 3k FE S0 S0 AN Sl ) A ) o i o 119

3 KERXREHENTUNE

Ak RS TR A, R B RG 4R R S, X o A A
JE I EE 08, PR R EAE 2. R, AT E
B JIAEAE 5 HAMA IS BE - K/ By HA B 3R 5
SERIAHOE
3.1 ENMEXRMHIXRF

— e, Sk AP A B ) S AR
K/NFEVIR G, R —E &R &R, H,
AT B S & B, J\ T I e Y
IR 2T FER L SR Y0 ( Octopus tehuelchus ) ™)
=N SR DA R N R AN =Y RN = R (D e
TR (8 Sk B AR TR H A IO
WA SIS R RS R
0 2R g AR 2
0 SR (T L A 1 15 A R R K BT
AR FR o AN SV AE B8 ) W) 5 AR T
SEIE AR O G &R, W\ H R EUEECY e g I
NG RN SN RN S TRET S
B AT H AR S SRR L I
LSS UL T Sk IS AR R BOR, LB
S YN

RIS, Sk S AR BB 2 G 25 B) A5 FR 7 Al
PRI e i, VERR T 06 8 5 1% R G0 RORG
1M, AR B FRGE Y R /N SR 5 1 5 ) e I ) A
RZ—. 0 SRR S ™) 5k
PEAMARIBTEZGE ) 5 H 0 L B M OCOC R, &
IRV AR B 5 0 S B UG SE R
BB A A B 4 il 26 1) BB ) K/ 5 O 8
TR B EARICHE, A Pl X
AT RE Ik S8 i 2k B L 1R 20 i ) 20 F R F5 4
R (antagonistic effects ) , 5| 8 %543 UP £ 244 }
M B R FR A AN R SR AL ™
3.2 5@FXRPMHXE

L, Sk RSB ) H T RN —
SE ARG , - HAX RO SCPE S50 8 PR 58 0C R %
P1 FHorb, i E RSN AR T 5
5IIF /N B W A OGO &R (Pearson’ s 1 =
-0.88, F=45.07, P<0.001) (& 2-A) , H sk
YIF HARES FEEE A 1 mm % 40 mm, {2 (199
TESFH 3 /0 W B KL, 2 W A] LU 3 100
(AR W R VNN ¥ I AR N DF 2

AR R L 30T VR 25 A e K B, ey 3
IR0 el ER T 2 i AT L A R
e TR B T 28 BEHE ) B5A L O - LA 0 AH X 8K
R ANERIE R 22 FEL W S 4E VR I 1 IR 2% JR
S|yt 2

LOSIASRUES R eI YDA RN Y
HAEW R W W UAH K C R (Pearson” s 17 =
-0.33, F=4.22, P=0.044) ([ 2-B) , Ky
PR ZE R R gt A
TP A AR & (AR EAR 278 | mm /2
A 5 T JEL A T R i 2 AR R ol 3B A 457 7K Y
SRR I A A I T R )
B JTRRRTSAR , 00 EAR AL, 7E 2 mm %
Ph b #R, 5\ B T H AR, 50 H Fh 26
AR PE A 1A 23 ) 55 A B0 4R 5 55 A A DR
FZ& (Pearson’s r=0.37, F=3.59, P=0.087)
(E12-C) o Horp 2 AERBEAE R Rl K 35
F18) 5 % AR ) Ao SR A A B T AR e, O
FINFEAMER, — e 9 mm BLE™ 751
TE TS J2 WG JEL Y - 15 s 1) b 2R 1 S5 )
BRI T AR HILE 3 mm Ay 0P

WA, Sk SN A 1) B0 ) S K
A7 76— 2 B9 KOG e, n, BUIPS L & UK Sk
W RPN | R Sk
M) AT R K 5 K B TE R G
XA RES RS € AT 0B HL 2 A DL K A At RS D2 1Y
R IERER/NF R YA DG, Sk /2 2 v 5 O 1y e
A BA R NS SRR FIRG JE 3% | 3XAE AT DL st 2
AR A 3
3.3 5WEMENXER

Sk FE NPT A8 1k I8 Bl 1 SO AR g, R i
O3 AT S KR R R 7 T S 5 X S 2k
BH RN FEEIREE SR L, 7 A
TR TR S8, Sk IS H 40 2 Y MEME S A R
A5 TR TE BB, T 7 v 26 P v S T e
S IR AR (BT 3) o 33X T RE S i Se i 1) S O
WEAH G, I HL K T R HRE 2 B2 2 G B i [ 3R
o IR B ) K A e, R E ) L K
SCIBEAR AP B I H A 52 2%, B0 o i 1]
T SfEm S R R A SR IR A L K S
RS AZ AP SIAR XS /)N, HC BT S W) 22 {1 T
K femg "
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Log (PF)=2. 42+0. 06 X ED

Log (PF)=5.67-0. 18 XED
Pearson’ s r=0. 37

Log (PF) =6. 27-0. 52 X ED
Pearson’ s r=-0.33

= ® =
ﬁé 7 . Pearson’ s r=-0.88 %,é 8 %.é 4.5
5 E: 5 Adogi E: =
m,‘_.v m,?v 6 toan, oAtosénarAma‘mPIeA ET& 3.5
w;« mz 5 omtn Adope o NS 3.0 **%rop necj
bl i B - e HE Y
ﬂ a & 8 Aalme & 8 2.5 ‘s:s‘ie?éro fomo
S < 3 o 2.0
§ 036 91215182124 & 05 10 L5 20 253035 & 2 4 6 8 10 I2

BRIP4 /mm

Maximum egg diameter (ED)

(A) /\BEH Octopoda
B2 SLEXRBIMNFHEEENMEEBELEENSWFRXIIEXR

Fig.2 Relationship between fecundity and egg size for female Teuthoidea
B ESCF RN AAES . J\BEE : adpo, ZIEILRIKWY ;5 arar, JiTHY; baba, VRIGE; basp, BRIBIRIG L R MY ; bele, LR
WU 5 beno, Benthoctopus normani; elmo, /K35 ochu, MEHECHY ; ococ, %MY ; octu, RN ; ocvu, EMY; opag, MW ; opvo, ELIH
W5 patu, FF/RICUTZ/R-WE ;5 pite, FEE; scun, A5 tvi, KALWS . BFEE: abat, RPGHERELIE; abpl, /NMAKELI; alme,
ARSI alsu, RS anle, S dogi, 25521 ; dope, FZIVAESIM; enan, BTZAE R 50, ilar, B[R AE ¥ 22 £
ilco, BFHRMFFEA; ilil, MM ; lofo, HRRA I ; Iylo, TRLM; mahy, LR noha, HEF B ; oran, KRIGFEL MM sels,
FEIRIM L5 stou, B thrh, 3685 toan, ZRFRIRE R toeb, S tosa, LM, B : neca, HGKEH; necc,
Neorossia caroli caroli; necj, Neorossia caroli jeannae; rom, JAEIEE- 0 ; roma, F R4k ; romo, ML 0 ; ropa, K FEE
AR 5 seat, KPGVEH-; sein, TH-GI; seof, B; seor, MILLEM; seow, /INEI; sero, HULHE-I; sest, H7IRH-50

Note: Letters beside the points represent the abbreviation of species’ name. Octopoda: adpo, Adelieledone polymorpha; arar, Argonauia

B HIZ/mm

Maximum egg diameter (ED)
(B) M B Teuthoidea

R HNAZ/mm

Maximum egg diameter (ED)

(C) ZURH Sepioidea

argo; baba, Bathypolypus bairdii; basp, Bathypolypus sponsalis; bele, Benthoctopus levis; beno, Benthoctopus normani; elmo, Eledone
moschata ; ochu, Octopus hubbsorum; ococ, Octopus ocellatus; octu, Ocythoe tuberculata; ocvu, Octopus vulgaris; opag, Opisthoteuthis
agassizii; opvo, Opisthoteuthis vossi; patu, Pareledone turqueti; ptie, Pteroctopus tetracirrhus; scun, Scaeurgus unicirrhus; trvi, Tremoctopus
violaceus. Teuthoidea: abat, Abraliopsis atlantica; abpf, Abraliopsis pfefferi; alme, Alloteuthis media; alsu, Alloteuthis subulata; anle,
Ancistrocheirus lesueurii; dogi, Dosidicus gigas; dope, Doryteuthis pealeii; enan, Enoploteuthis anapsis; ilar, Illex argentinus; ilco, Illex
coindetii; ilil, Illex illecebrosus; lofo, Loligo forbesi; lylo, Lycoteuthis lorigera; mahy, Martialia hyadesi; noha, Nototodarus hawaiiensis;
oran, Ornithoteuthis antillarum; sels, Sepioteuthis lessoniana; stou, Sthenoteuthis oualaniensis; thrh, Thysanoteuthis rhombus; toan,
Todarodes angolensis; toeb, Todaropsis eblanae; tosa, Todarodes sagittatus. Sepioidea: neca, Neorossia caroli; necc, Neorossia caroli
caroliy necj, Neorossia caroli jeannae; rom, Rondeletiola minor; roma, Rossia macrosoma; romo, Rossia moelleri; ropa, Rossia pacifica;
seat, Sepiola atlantica; sein, Sepiola intermedia; seof, Sepia officinalis; seor, Sepia orbignyana; seow, Sepietta oweniana; sero, Sepiola

robusta; sest, Sepiola steenstrupiana

Sk B T A B ) i A ) AR AR AT
RESE XA S A EE A 2E A3 7, DA PR SRR AR A 45
SEERTS S ML, R A K SR i T
TEZHE I IWAG B2 IR A R 2 AR s K o
F WAL K 4, KUEHL "™ F1 BARRATT
28 U2 BRGS0 R o B 0 B 2 JR S i L 2
SRR} W AN 35 IR PO 2 7R 31 B 46 1 B R A
B ST /INT 70 R SR, 33 S8 28 1) B AP £~
PIAR AT 5 19 mm'"™ 2GR0k i )0 AT 7R
30 ~41 AN LIS E 2R U0 A IR AL B R S 0
AT BIAETE 2T AR B AR A v o T, Bk
AW R IR ZE T 0 HA B KIS R B8 1, =ik
3 247 RN EEAN IR, LA DN A AE 1.0 mm,
GRS A R B[R] UL FE 2 ~ 4 J8, B Ak iy 47 )y
¥ %, DS s A R goe 0,

SR AT T AN OV TE B )t R S
T AN 6] T A TR ORI 2 S T, R A
( Todaropsis eblanae) & 1t 1 ¥ 7K B 19 BE4A , H &%
KB AE EHE J1 0 2. 8 TTRBIREAN A e PE Ak
AR 7K S8R B A H e T TR BB ) Tk
27. STTRIIEEAIL " o TR, Sk A 2 A SR ST
PEA S S KR B VIR OG0 R 7 RV v 80T
SYERZUL LRy RS, BR800k 0 1 B AR
<2.0mm, QR SR TSR (R A I
SERET O TR 114 e 2 2 B A R 1
FHH AR, T VA L A 25 2 B S TE 10
TTRLGRREANM K LA b S BRAE R 2 ~ 3 mm, T
AN LN SY IO WL By 3T Wbk Q=R YA
R0 i B8 kL O RE A0 LA P 28 R AR W AE 10
mm L 1352887
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8 - LAPTIKHOVSKY %> fiff 55 % B, 7 41 5 i fy

o T TE 258 77 R B 7K 3R 7K AR AR AT 22 57
O] o Org O oy om 2., LA 7K S 4 (1 B U7 B RS S F 5
HERNANDEZGARCIA ") % B 15, 75 15 26 i 1 5%
_ AR M 2 b A 1A 7™ A RS S B e, L
e/ G SRR IR o IR, 3K S 2 A
PR BT ) R B = AN Rl T 25 S 2 . LA,
75 50 25 0 25 50 75 INERAE B R BV AR B ) 8 T R R I
Midpoint of 1agfir?u5$iﬁa1:)§{sotribution range Fiﬂg%ﬁﬁ%[m ;L\]/E'\%j EEE??@%F4\1$E@{%E%

B3 SkREMTRBAN RS HRERT DB

E5H4 e
Fig.3 Relfti&lii? ﬁfvzg‘\ﬂiﬁal fecundity 4 IJ\QEEE t'é

and midpoint of latitudinal distribution range for G Sy R AR A B ) 1 T A L X

female Teuthoidea

)T AT R A R%-adj = 0. 32, i 2% fif B ( deviance explained ) ?@ﬁéi% %?/ﬁﬁlﬁg EI/‘J Iii/gﬁ}l:% %ﬂ EE Fﬁggﬂj%ﬁ‘ﬁ

= 34.3% ; W IR FOR T SCRT B LG i 2k, IR BB R R e B2y [5] 43 P 2%

05 % BRI, MRS FEEE . D, sipo, EHEE TR FEN T . HAl, KRR EE R C
;sz‘/g;;ra}:, A babn, IR b, fwﬂfﬁﬁuﬁ; ; beleﬁ LI T Z R EEE ) B SR 7 i, A
HEPRIENY ; beno, Benthoctopus normani; elmo, % /K31 ; ochu, M q . N . . “

B ococ, J: octu, Yu; ocvu, ELHY; opag, [HHY; opvo, [ Y B A HE R AV 2F 8 AR T X EFh
patu, /KRG Z /KLY ; ptte, 35 scun, Z2055 i, AKFLES, 87 > > S K I e Y _f

B : abat, KPG7FEREE SW; abpf, /NGBS alme, SR 500 %Eﬂ%ki&}ﬁﬁ?mﬂ’]i{ﬁi%ﬂ%o ﬂﬁiﬂl’
alsu, HESERRABLIL anle, HIIE; dogi, 2576 dope, S [GHET TEAE s ) T R F &AW 2 kB MR

W ; enan, PIZNEREE L0 ilar, PATARAETS 245 ileo, B} IGIEZE e ke VNN s .
ilil, ¥ Zth; lofo, FECARLMA: Iylo, JAI3IE; mahy, /2 Z240; noha, KETEO, v LITE—&E 2 R EA G

SUHAUR(; o, KCHE 0, b, SCHUOMES s, 5800 b (A AT R R T A

Wis thrh, Z268 0 toan, ZEARFALRE M5 toeb, RIZEM; tosa, R

fi, BWE : neca, 4k 5 M; necc, Neorossia caroli caroli; mnecj, jjE@ﬁ%{}ﬁé},ffﬁ%é?ﬁ\ﬂifﬂ?ﬁﬁgﬁﬁjﬁ{ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ

oM Qorve o

®opag

WTE T IR
Log (potential fecundity)
-

Neorossia caroli jeannae; rom, J§{EEH 5 0; roma, FRLf Sk 200, S . N R N
romo, SEIE k£ opa, K TRk EbEs seat, KTHIETE 150 SEPME. R, BR T ES R IR SN, Sk KR Z
sein, PHEH-ZI; seof, I ; seor, ¥l seow, /NI ; sero, H %@éf%ﬂgéﬁ‘@%é b#ﬁ»\‘rqzﬁﬁ\gggz_‘y—(%gﬁﬁ[l] .

HHG sest, 37 REL . . X N
Note: Generalized additive models ( GAMs) indicate that the regression of ﬂﬂ T i}mﬁzﬁaﬁ E/‘J i?_i'ﬁﬁ /f'{f; *l] E-i jt'f'{ﬁ 5 iz:% iFEF % EA‘

potential fecundity on midpoint of latitudinal distribution range has a 0. 32 é}:?’f FE g[{l % H}% J: 5}_': ’ﬂf‘ Hj T Hy'fi HTJ_ ég ﬁ'ﬁuﬁ FK g[ﬂ

of R%-adj, and the deviance explained is 34.3% . Blue solid line indicates

the fitted curve of GAMs, and grey shade indicates the 95% confidence (simultaneous terminal spawning) . I‘ETJ 1%'% gﬁﬁﬁéfz
interval. Letters beside the points represent the abbreviation of species’ . . . . o
name. Octopoda: adpo, Adelieledone polymorpha; arar, Argonauta argo; gﬂ ( intermittent terminal spawning ) N g {A F: gﬂ

baba, Bathypolypus bairdit; basp, Bathypolypus sponsalis; bele, (multiple Spawning ) . ﬁ égl; }iz: gﬂ (Continuous

Benthoctopus levis ; beno, Benthoctopus normani; elmo, Eledone moschata;

ochu, Octopus hubbsorum; ococ, Octopus ocellatus; octu, Ocythoe spawning) [/j\ &g %FK gﬂ (polycyc]ic spawning)

tuberculata ; ocvu, Octopus vulgaris; opag, Opisthoteuthis agassizii; opvo,

54 [ N > N
Opisthoteuthis wvossi; patu, Pareledone turqueti; ptte, Pteroctopus %[ ] o lej;:b}iz: gﬂ % EH%H% XHE % ét‘: EE /2% éﬁj @ﬂ % E]/‘J k
tetracirrhus ; scun, Scaeurgus unicirrhus; trvi, Tremoctopus wviolaceus; BENE Bl A = B R ez AN £
Teuthoidea: abat, Abraliopsis atlantica; abpf, Abraliopsis pfefferi; alme, EE&/ S E/Eﬁ&ﬂFﬁi*%it ’ J{Fﬁ/‘ H%XE T ! 1ZI: E(J %ﬁﬁ

Alloteuthis media; alsu, Alloteuthis subulata; anle, Ancistrocheirus jj j(/]\ o E%&Eﬁ ﬁ*ﬁj: y %g%f& gﬁ %&Ejj
lesueurii; dogi, Dosidicus gigas; dope, Doryteuthis pealeii; enan,

Enoploteuthis anapsis; ilar, lllex argentinus; ilco, lllex coindetii; ilil, Illex %ﬁﬁ?ﬁi E/‘J@}Eﬁ s [)/{ ﬁ%/\ﬂ\%ﬂ is‘(_% ﬂ:fl:‘ % EI(J % ﬁﬁjj

illecebrosus; lofo, Loligo forbesi; lylo, Lycoteuthis lorigera; mahy, CI:%‘@
s o

Martialia hyadesi; noha, Nototodarus hawaiiensis; oran, Ornithoteuthis

antillarum ; sels, Sepioteuthis lessoniana; stou, Sthenoteuthis oualaniensis ; y;‘ E%ﬁ—j‘ Jﬁﬁtﬁ%’fl’i H’:J ﬁ ‘I"i /EE ﬁﬁ s J['tﬁf[(ﬁ ‘ﬁ% g
thrh,  Thysanoteuthis rhombus; toan, Todarodes angolensis; toeb, . s L ek B sk B 0 V(3] o
Todaropsis  eblanae; tosa, Todarodes sagittatus; Sepioidea: neca, F:/:—E@E% [)/{ J:I:/; ﬁk&*% gl] ;Ié j% /ﬂ]‘ E ,f—t o *H H-/A ﬁ
Neorossia caroli; necc, Neorossia caroli caroli; mnecj, Neorossia caroli e AN e }I&f v e AN s >
Jeannae ; rom, Rondeletiola minor; roma, Rossia macrosoma; romo, Rossia j:l&ﬁ I\i I ,MK ’ ﬁﬂé%&ﬁ Aﬁ @ ! ,M: E/J %ﬁajj &E‘Z
moelleri; ropa, Rossia pacifica; seat, Sepiola atlantica; sein, Sepiola ;‘7{1‘-& @E?‘j:f"; fﬁ( *ﬁiﬁ %ﬁ ﬁ B/‘J %131: 5{’1}3 *H % ﬁ BE ° g
intermedia ; seof, Sepia officinalis; seor, Sepia orbignyana; seow, Sepietta s 0 N v b A N s 2 b
oweniana; sero, Sepiola robusta; sest, Sepiola steenstrupiana ﬁ El/ﬂ ﬁﬁ EE ém iFEF % iﬁ Ii:lz I ’fZIS /EE ﬁﬁ /% é L % /T—I k H EE
B, HAETE AT R 6 TR B0 ™ O i) 11
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Research progress in fecundity study of Coleoidea ( Cephalopoda)
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Abstract; Cephalopods are characterized by fast growth, short generation replacement and high abundance.
These species live in all oceans of the world with the exception of the Black Sea, not only playing an important
role in the trophic webs of the marine ecosystem but also being one of the most important fishery resources in
the world. It is important to well study the fecundity of cephalopods, which can improve our understandings of
their life history, and more importantly can promote to realize their population dynamics and recruitment
processes. Herein, the fecundity of Coleoidea ( Cephalopoda) was summarized in details, including the
definitions and their determination methodologies, the values of fecundity among species, and the changeable
characteristics of fecundity in relation to species body size, egg diameter and living habitats. The potential
fecundity was one of the most popular approaches to determine the reproductive value, and represented the
theoretical value that one species could produce during its lifecycle. Other approaches such as actual realized
fecundity, effective fecundity, and relative fecundity were also used to estimate the fecundity of cephalopod
species. It showed that there was species-specific fecundity for Coleoida species. The maximum potential
fecundity was reported for Dosidicus gigas, and the minimum was reported for Pareledone turqueti. The
fecundity of Coleoidea was generally found a linear relation to adult body size, indicating a larger body size
with a higher fecundity value. At the guild level, there was a significantly negative relationship between the
fecundity and egg size for both Octopoda and Teuthoidea. In contrast, there was a slightly positive relationship
between the fecundity and egg size for Sepioidea. Generally, species living at lower latitudes exhibited a
relatively higher fecundity, and those living at higher latitudes had a relatively lower fecundity. Meanwhile,
such fecundity characteristics were also detected at the species level. Water temperature and primary
production appeared to be the most important environmental factors that influenced the latitudinal trend of
fecundity among the species. It is worthy to note that Coleoida species is semelparous reproduction and the
fecundity is associated with the pattern and amount of energy allocation to reproduction. The reproductive
investment strategy would determine the actual fecundity of a species and subsequently the biomass of
recruitment, and hence studies on the potential reproductive investment will be an important area for better
understanding of the fecundity characteristics of cephalopods. Increasingly, the importance of cephalopods has
been recognized not only in their ecological roles as trophic indicators but also in their high abundance
supporting global fisheries. Therefore, it is necessary to deeply understand the fecundity characteristics of
cephalopods, which will largely increase our knowledge about their ecological roles and also assist the
sustainable exploitation and the policy-making of resource assessment and management.

Keywords: cephalopods; fecundity; effective fecundity; fecundity characteristic; reproductive strategy;

reproductive biology.



