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Feeding Habits of John Dory Zeus faber in the South Sea of Korea
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In this study, we analyzed the stomach contents of 303 john dory Zeus faber specimens collected from the South Sea
of Korea in 2024. The specimens ranged in total length from 16.0 to 44.2 cm. The stomach contents of 151 specimens
containing prey items indicated that fishes (Pisces) were the dominant prey group, representing 99.6% of the index of
relative importance (%IRI). Engraulis japonicus was identified as the primary prey species. Other prey items, includ-
ing Caridea, Cephalopoda, and Isopoda, were present but contributed less than 0.4% each to the %IRI. The trophic
level of John Dory in the South Sea was 4.5. Analysis of dietary changes with growth indicated that fish remained
the dominant prey across all size classes, with over 98.0 %IRI. The mean weight of prey per stomach increased sig-

nificantly with body size (P<0.05).
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G17)(Zeus faber)= 21l7)%(Zeiformes) EIl7|THZei-
dae)ol| &= ol 72, S RS L&, Wi s AR, w3
AE 5| B AT} A FhE Ealshel A AAHOR Y
Al EERICHNIFS, 2024). FaL7]= 2o 77 2F90.0 em7H4]
AASH= T d o] 732 (Froese and Pauly, 2025a), 541 70.0—
140.0 mo] thE5 7PgAelo] 127 AR Aol A A Alaks A
© & oF# A gl om(Kim etal., 2004), 3+ ¢A¢to] A A6k &
31713} o) F= Ga1v| et Widal7|(Zenopsis nebulosa) 25|
H I QEHNIFS, 2024). 2317]9f A A4 Ejof] et =+
2 78 %(Anetal, 2012), 3= A9K(Kim et al., 2020), F-AF
%1 QK(Huh et al., 2006; Choi et al., 2021) 5| A =34 & v} Q1o
o, 79| L2 = 2| 53] 55 (Sterigiou and Fourtouni, 1991),
EZ2EZF 3 9(Silva, 1999), ol Aldl(Ismen et al., 2013) 5]
A AF7} o] oAt SHARE ol A 423l Dar7] o] A4

d|(Doney et al.,
2012; Williamson and Guinder, 2021), &3], Fall= A af<} &
Sl vl sl 2 s Fol AA UL Yl Ao s Bawn
QICK(Kim et al., 2024). o] 2l i Aol A o] AF9] A 2Hol
S17]0] A4S 44 02 B ek A shopie)
A W12 Tk 4 ol 720l B 4 Slek k) ARl
A AR 7| F sk QIR vlo] AbEe] 1 Halel nig
SHA| HEe- e 4= Rl o]= s AEA W YA A=
2180l L2 W3S 2g 4= 9lci(Thompson et al., 2023).
of59] A4 A A o] ofee SR Aol Al 59l
bkl Aol by a BEE O Wk - Qe &

244l P Bk ol 715 Hskh sepE Aol vl A
FFE AAT 4 Uk FRA AEE J)5HTE ETL, o]t
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A2 AE A 718E 241219 2] (ecosystem-based fisheries
management)S 9|3t 1812 ZAANRER Q¥ 0], 2L 71
gk ol 3t S A=ThdA Bl 7)ol 4= Qlotk. whebA] o] w
AFE 3l 1) Follol 3 sh= 27l SWE= 247 2)
Aol k2 Al iske shotstn, 3) JeFEAlE Hastel &
aL7]19] SIS el A W e g shaL, oF 5 A A 718 A
A1 o] 712 A28 A g S,

ERTRTE

o Aol ARE-gH Darv] = S gAtatshl o] Akufslx
ARARQL B 21, 229} 235 9] AFEE o] H(bottom trawl net)
= ARg5He], 2024 SA (1€, 29)0l Hall 107 31+ (98, 104,
106,212,214, 223,224,232, 242, 253), ZA|(4L)ol F3l 67}
3f91(98, 100, 104, 106, 101, 253), s1A1(8F)l 3l 371 3+
(212, 213, 223), Z=A1(10%, 1)l 3l 271 871212, 223)
of| Al 30370 A 7F A = ek o1 gl Alm= A 0.1 em, 55
F 1.0 g ER7HA] S45k5HE S0 drd A= iFE
E3) 9= A& o, &% 9% 10% formalin solution
of 1A s}GILt. o] % Fl & 1|7 (LEICA L2; LEICA, Wetzlar,
Germany)& ARg-8to] W ol A& F(Species) w7H] 57
shelet 54 Yol =2 AFEAS Al A& A5t
I, F5E= 0.0001 g SHRI7HA] 7158150t ASEEO|HY
5474 vl E 1]d (net feeding)o] AU 7H5/d o] 9ot o]
Atollxls HolBE & 1=Fe o] FRI=AY 437t
s AP =2 o2 A= B4 ol A ALl skelTt.

Ga1719] Al A4S aetstr] s Ale= 24 2
Iz ol F AAISHA] b2 35 A 2] HAIE Al 2JstaL, ofeh
O] A& ARg-sto] ZF Hol&ol thgt AR E(%F), 74 5=H]
, 55 g1 (% W)= LR 31tk (Hyslop, 1980).

%F=A/Nx 100

>~

%

2

%N=N/N,__x 100

%W=W/W,_x 100

total

A7A, Az 8= 5 dlld Hol ol =3’ 2ar] e
MAg=olH, N& wlo]l& A A% it o] FMAI4E o]t
o} 223 Ne= SO AE9 A4, N, 2 A ol 714
S, Wi B4l ge] £33, W, o AR Holuge] &
FoEe Uehdoh

7]z AJARE Hol =9 S 2= A4 (index of rela-
tive importance, IRI)= Pinkas et al. (1971)2] 4|2 o]-8-5}]
AHESF oM, IRE= o231} A& F3f LrEbdle)

IRE(%N+% W) X %F

J
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At FREAS(%IRDE IRIZ W& SAsIOw,
ofef o] A2 3 Lhepyct.

%IRE=IRI/Y IRTX 100
b=

e 2|9k shel-S 9fat AopehA|(ophic level)= T2
2416 2 F4J% TrophLab (Pauly and Palomares, 2000)2 ©]
&sto] YA U= HERTh 9714, TROPH= i#8&9]
QA S LERle), D= EAIA) ie] SlollA] wol 4l jel
W] golch, G AL A Blol i ERpol S50l
TROPH, = #o| = jo| YSAE SfvlRitt.
TROPI-II.=1+§ CD{j TROPITIJ.

gm7le] Aol Te 44 S4e) ol ksl
o HI A SRS 2R F7)E 2Rl Y, AFE 7IEe
2 Al I25(<25.0 cm, 25.0-35.0 cm, >35.0 cm)2.2 E5F5)
of JUEE 24 A4S Fstnh HolHESY] %IRE= =
AR A7 gl B HolES 4AIRE o, 7 v
ol E EFTY A T84S 7Y A A e E 4= 9l

5} TH(Pinkas et al., 1971). Ho] 44 EAS Tletsr] 9
aff A o] =2] Bt 7 A|<=(mean number of preys per
stomach, mN/ST)2} Ho| & 2] Hat 55 (mean weight of
preys per stomach, mW/ST)& A3 0™, U ul| ] AL
%) (one-way ANOVA, P<0.05)& AR&3to] 9148 A4+
th(Microsoft excel 365; Microsoft, Redmond, WA, USA).

2 o
HE=Ex

ot Aol ARE-E FaL7] Al&E+= F 3037HA17E A = S
1, 16.0-44.2 cm®] AAH 912 LFERA 31, A4 20.0-25.0 cm
o] A7|o] AA| A 5 25.7%F AA|5te] -3t o,
A% 30.0-35.0 cm@] Z7)k0] AR A F 254%E 244
sfol 24945t EHFig. 1)

AUSE XN 2 FUTH

=2

ga7]9] S8-ES 243 A3K(Table 1), 303714 5 5=
ol 7HAlE 15270A 2 50.2%9] w2 3588 B3k Holg
AAlgE 15170419 W82 =A% A, G177 ¢
A 072 A5 o] E-L 92.1%9] ZH R =2} 89.5%2] 7|
H4=11, 99.3%2] HF5FHE 2ol 99.6%2] %IRFE YEF ©f
F(Pisces)= UEFT). 1 S| A X H|(Engraulis japonicus)
7} 23.2%9] Z@HIE9} 43.3%2] AA|4H], 24.5%9] HEEF
H|E Ho| Fa3t Hol¥E= UEhylth 11 2o, A|-%-F(Ca-

¢}
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Fig. 1. Length-frequency distribution of Zeus faber collected in the
coastal waters of the South Sea of Korea.

Table 1. Composition of the stomach contents of Zeus faber by
frequency of occurrence (%F), number (%N), weight (% W), and
index of relative importance (%IR]I) collected in the South Sea of
Korea

Empty stomach rate 50.2
Trophic level 4.5
Prey organism %F %N %W %IRI
Isopoda 1.3 0.7 + +
Caridea 6.6 8.9 0.4 0.4
Plesionika ortmanni 0.7 4.6 0.1 -
Unidentified caridea 6.0 43 0.3 -
Cephalopoda 2.0 1.0 0.3 +
Pisces 921 895 993 996
Acropoma japonicum 3.3 1.6 0.6 -
Bothrocara hollandi 2.6 1.6 3.7 -
Engraulis japonicus 232 433 245 -
Glossanodon semifasciatus 0.7 0.3 0.5 -
Konosirus punctatus 1.3 0.7 3.1 -
Larimichthys polyactis 0.7 0.3 0.8 -
Leiognathus nuchalis 0.7 0.3 0.2 -
Maurolicus japonicus 0.7 0.7 + -
Pennahia argentata 2.0 1.6 2.6 -
Sardinella zunasi 6.6 43 13 -
Sardinops sagax 0.7 0.3 0.9 -
Saurida tumbil 0.7 0.3 3.2 -
Thryssa kammalensis 13.2 85 81 -
Trichiurus japonicus 7.9 59 223 -
Unidentified Pisces 338 197 177
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

ridea), FZF(Cephalopoda), 57+-F(Isopoda)7} ¢85 =
ol 839 o}, 7+ 0.4% o]51e] %IRIE K o] 11 oFS ujl$¢-

A - FollRl -

240 - HGE - AAA - oHE - WEe
Agiet.

370 A A 95 UEl= GYHAE &

A3k Ay}, defoll Edsks 2719 Y HAE 4502
EpSiT
F712E YUEE 249 Hat

g9 271704 H3LE gelstr] flsto] 3719
A7)0 2 Yol B3 ATN(Fig. 2A), = I 7|0l A] Z)
7} 98.0% o13e] %IRIE 58l o] 77F S5 Hol A&l
et

G179 8 Hol iy F u|Eel o] FE A2t 7Hegt
offite tide® 7|7 U= A ks gl
A3K(Fig. 2B), <25.0 cm 7|0 A= H 2] 9] %IRIZ}41.1%
£ Uehiio] 7HE A sks HoldlEoldlen, A teos
AT HolWES 242 %IRI32.5%2} 19.2% 5 HEhd FHE
(Thryssa kammalensis)¥} 55| (Leiognathus nuchalis)& Lt
Bl 25.0-35.0 cm 27|l A= H A Q] %IRI}) 63.9%=
Ueto] 7 $-4ske BlolEolRlaL, HA| tho s 94
3 Bo| = 2 %IRI20.7%S Uikl 23] 2 Ueht}. 2350
cm A7)l Al BA7F %IRI 85.8%5 WeR o] 7Hg 93
Sh= BlolEolRlaL, BA| tha o & 4Rt Hol M ES %IRI
114%E tebdl 222 vehdeh, 97l o] 2712 Aok
AE S Aah, BE A7]tol|A 4.59] JFHAE Eoh

27|2E JHHE B Hold= Jhdle H &5
=]

3 vol s

Ga17]9] A7) NAS mN/STR mW/STS w43t 2
(Fig. 3A), 27108 A Hat Hol & 7iA4+= <25.0 cm
A7) A 1.9744], 25.0-35.0 cm 7]l 4] 17704, >35.0
cm 7|l A 227041 2 UEbgtom, FAH 0= {05k A}
ol Ho|A| AUTHmN/ST, P>0.05). Z7|-d Ht oAy
2 55%2 <25.0 cm 7|70 A4 8.3 g, 25.0-35.0 cm =7t
oA 18.9 g, >35.0 cm 7|0 A 23.0 g & v} 2718}
= A% Holon, AACE o3t Afo|E HthmW/
ST, P<0.05). ©117]9] 7|2 WAY mN/ST} mW/STS
7|9 2 HollE F ngdl ofFE ALt 54 7
gF o] 7Rk o ® A7 9] YEE A HIE &
A5t A7KFig. 3B), 27| WAG Bt Hol & AA|le=
<25.0 cm A7)0 4] 1.9704], 25.0-35.0 cm F.7]520)| 4] 2.074
A|,>35.0 cm 7] A 3270 A = STk S LERIA|
o, FAIA 0= [-0J 3t 2ol & Kol A| tHmN/ST, P>0.05).
A7) Bt HolE S5 <25.0 em Z7|ollA] 11.7
g,25.0-35.0 cm A7)0 4] 24.0 g, >35.0 cm 27| -0l A 33.9
gO & U S718k= Ao Helon, BAH o= fogt At
0|2 I tHmW/ST, P<0.05).
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ol ol A ARG-E Har7] 303704 5 3521 A= 152
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Fig. 2. Ontogenetic changes in the stomach content composition. A,

I |
ISR

]

<25 25-35 235
Size class (cm, TL)

m Engraulis japonicus o Trichiurus japonicus o Thryssa kammalensis
aSardinella zunasi  sOther

Ontogenetic changes in the stomach content composition of Zeus faber

based on the index of relative importance (%IRI); B, Ontogenetic variation in the composition of dominant fish prey based on %IRI in Z.
faber, both collected from the coastal waters of the South Sea of Korea.
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Fig. 3. A, Variation in the mean number of prey per stomach (mN/ST) and mean prey weight per stomach (mW/ST) of Zeus faber among
size classes; B, Variation in the mean number and weight of dominant fish prey per stomach (mN/ST and mW/ST) of Z. faber, both collected

from the coastal waters of the South Sea of Korea.

AR 50.2%9] =2 FE5E&S Bk AwE st g
= AAto Al =88 E An et al. (2012)2} Kim et al. (2020)2] <1
T 40.3%2} 47.3%9] F-E&o] ek ol¥l A Ao}
AR 78RS B oth A Aqtol A Eal7]= 5 ol {f7F 59
o] =0l =T, vlgarr], 57gol(Conger myriaster) 53 2+
2 o] A4 o F(piscivorous fish)= =2 3-5-&0] Uepdrha
ety A4 QleK(Cho et al., 2023a; Jo et al., 2024). T35}, He et al.
(2015)2- 22 /dAlo] @52 A8} 1} o] ARS Zefjohal o
oY A] 55 Atk B arskelt. ol Axket 2
o, dafloll Al AR H D)= g 9] A4S Boll i E o=
H2 YA E g5 4 glong mA NI = etk 74|

of geld] oux] a7eke 85 542 4 9)

o FELS 1ol Ao g wekEh
o A4 EES B4 4

FollA 7P 43 ol &2 ol T3l o F 5 BA7H7H

& Tagt ol gZolleh dAe

siacea)2} 272-7(Copepoda)s F2 414

(Cho et al., 2023b), Faliol] AA5H= B-4o{(Jo et al., 2024),

lot(Lophius litulon; Kim et al.,, 2022a), 4FX](Scomb-

eromorus niphonius; Lee et al., 2021) 5-&] Ho|Hoz &4

SJu, 5] TSt 9] YA oloi e FaT 7t

G AEA AL SUST Yok B, BAL ol 72

jus)
=
i
e
o
o
Ju
g
k=)

g
T
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4 30-50 m =Foll, o= 30-150 m >3-l E3L5hH, f
Aol AR AASHRA BEoIN HFOR olEele At
A EAS Hol B pFoA WAE = 47 FolRE, Jb
of 2 UE R FHHA AAleh= A o2 HaETHKOSIS,
2018; Park et al., 2023; Froese and Pauly, 2025b). ©]2]3t &=
2 A Ui ZARA A BES Eolal o UA] RS
243k 4 9l 22 9] vlo]glo)7] tjo], HAlS #2 o]
Hom AR Ao g wekETh FAF Atol A 43 Huh et
al. (2006)3} Choi et al. (2021)2] A7-of| A= M=(Psenopsis
anomala)°] GiL7]9] FHoBER SRIE G on, AR
a7 3 olokoll A Z23 An et al. (2012)7} Kim et al.
(2020)8] Aol A= A7 a7 o FHo| e R HAlE Q)
o} A Ao} o Atoll A Harv)= o] /fE AAlSH= o4
3 1T & YePEAITE A A3 o] 7 Fol| QlojAl= AtolE B
Ak o= Aol weh @] £, ok dRo) 9k, =
A S5 & ot g acle] BRtA o Agste] Ao e
Ho gt Ho o] FRES] Joke F= Ao r defA Stk
(Moon et al., 2010; Kee and Yang, 2021). u}2tq E117]&= +
ol SHSHA 32 8h= Hol &S A8k 71394 Al 4]
ZHopportunistic feeder)= et Tl

g7 AolFE A o=, of ATtolA EA], A,
Zo{(Konosirus punctatus) 5 TF¥st 28 H o 75 H48H%
o ARk 0 2 4y HolRes S olFw 584 EYAE
= A5, S5 SR AEY FofrZ ol Eol| wel Molg]
5 3l Aoz deA Qlth(Hays, 2003; Cho et al., 2023b).
olefgt Heja] Lz Qs Aoj{el Har|7t g, &
o] 5 T AolRel sl 2 502 WakslA) orefel
= ol2lg weh 2L olo] AolslE i 47 ol
FE AAARE FAlolkal HEE tHKim et al., 2022a; Jo et al.,
2024). wreba] BA], HEH 5O 47 FolFES Ao &
g Folf  ofuet Dalv|E 23 A4 ZARAI =
e o2 F et Ho| o] 75-S she Ao ® A Hrh

dubAl oz off= A I ollA U] 27| S7He} HEo
A gl o5 FElo] WEdte] what A&l oflvA] AHAHE
3l Hol & sl ez A Qlck(Stergiou and Four-
touni, 1991; Huh et al., 2006). 22t} o] AFoA= e
7oA o] 77t o= Y on, Hol HehS Tzt
A SEqket. o, A7)kl whek A A gt of 7] S/ Wst
SHIE| ATk 25.0 cm W|9E 7| tofl A AT A 2 27|71 AR
HX|, A, sido](Sardinella zunasi) @} 72 A8 K0157.9] H]
50 =AIE, 25.0 em o] L7]koll A= 25.0 cm H|TF 7]
ol A BRPE| 2] o A, F G| (Saurida tumbil), k.
“+A](Pennahia argentata) G- 't 2 0.2 37]|7} 2 Ho|YE0|
Ao, 27|17 AT Bt Hol e 559 E3L 4
Zoto] whet §-25HA S7Fshs e H el offl Aol A
15.0 cm w9k =2719] Par7| 7} QR = A] kot s 2719

o= =

121 10.0 cm m]EF Ya17]= Ao F(Mysidacea) 2} e =
A EHIES A5, 10.0-20.0 cm E117]+= 4 olF
2 A-FE AdAIsktar 2 a1 % @l ok(Stergiou and Fourtouni,
1991; Huh et al., 2006; Choi et al., 2021). whehA] o]H &L
Avtel APt AuE S Gl Al et 9
oj¢E FEA EEALENMNA 27 ofF W ASFE, o Foll=
FHE 7= Aol dAA Yo Mok Hol= A or
che

e 2915 A5k FFA (trophic level)o] 2]+
2.0-5.0 H 9= Y=t 2.09] Ao 7hErE 244
(herbivore) E+= 71414 &E 4]4d(detrivore), 5.0 =3Ol &H
& -S4 X(carnivore) = 04 A (piscivore) 0.2 L L
o] ZIth(Pauly et al., 1998; Pauly and Palomares, 2000). ¢
Aol A FYEAE B4 At =) oA AR E gL
719 FHAE 459 =& S Hepslth g deflo] 3
3= oF 5 3ol(TROPH=4.44), 5-740](TROPH=4.47)
S ARG GFAAE EATHKim et al., 2022a; Jo et al.,
2024). §HH, Faflof] & 8= =&l(Doederleinia berycoides,
TROPH=3.62), 7} 4 tl|( Cynoglossus robustus, TROPH=3.23)
= gafollA ARE Gar)Eoh we oA = vk
(Kim et al., 2022b; Choi et al., 2025). E3}, k= 919k 0] 80
T= o2 3 mekRA dAtol] oshd, o F S 5
B 7T AvR}, Q7R AR}, o)Al AR TR AR
H o, o]t et 1+ Hol-3 A=} A (predator-prey interac-
tions):= W E ¢ % (the network structure) <ol A 5714
© g AAE o] 3ol HarE itk Yuetal, 2025). o] 2{qt A}
£ T B, B17]= 547 oFE 78 Hol|YeR 5t
= oA ] 2B|REE A il Horgol| A 9] AR A]
flofl A5k, Far7] 8] 7hAl4=2] S shl LA A=
0] 7R R} oA BFof AR FFe v 4 e
A FOR 7|5 Ao & e

7128] =gk Aol =3 Aot G, olfl Aol A
= 9ol AYS oz oA Ank garr| o Aol A /-9
ol & ol R A & B 2 HlEE AR et Ao ® U
BTt &% AtollAl= o] H gk 2|94 Zpo| & A7 2 A
A 5 AAste] ARt e =, Ta17| o] ThA| A |o]
Ak mpat e 2] 2915 Heh JdstA e dart Sk

Al AL
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