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Abstract: We examined effects of fine sediment on embryo survival rate and on redd envi-
ronments of an endangered species, Sakhalin taimen (Hucho perryi). Sediment accumula-
tion, permeability, water quality and embryo survival were quantified at the redds in
mountain streams in northern Hokkaido, Japan, and their correlations were assessed. The
results indicated that the survival rate was negatively correlated with dissolved oxygen
concentration. However, the direct effects of fine sediment on the embryo were not clarified
because the accumulations were low in those streams. Moreover, results clarified that accu-
mulations lower the interchange ability of redd water and conduction of heat, despite the
low accumulation level. Further research must investigate the fine sediment effects associ-
ated with heat flux.
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A N7 (Hucho perryi) %7 FA M7 EIZET 5 EN
THRABDOFKETH L. A MR- T 2T KEEIC
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JEL AL TEBY, KFELUAIIS PR TICERT ST
A=A b7 (H tamen), WHEILEHOI T I 44 F
v (H ishikawai), 1L EROEM (H bleckeri), FF
D7 =~ (Huchen, H hucho) @ 4 FEHH S LT\
A, HRERWNIZERT S A M7 (H perryi) &, i A
MY EOME TR ) BEEEEZ A 5 (Edo et al. 2005).
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T 7z, MOLERY 7 FHESEINIZEII T 5 DI L,
A MY IIEFOME HARY (tiEEltiBcid 4 A T
755 ARAE) ICHEIT AL, 204 CEETS
BT A2 &2 e LTHEIF5 N5 (Fukushima
1994 ; f& 5 1998 ; Edo et al. 2000 ; 777 - B 2002).

ZFOL) REMAERET HA b7, ENTIEILHEED
RO NTRIBIZ OB T 5 2 EDBHMOENT WS

(KA 19665 /eIl 1997), H4E, 2 OEFELHIR L,
BREAL Y F) A NTIHEVRRICBU SR Gtk
AEVHE (R B (EN)) (CEfFS N7 (REA
2003). F 7z, 2006 412D &R AT O T B\ i
WA (CR) AEE L CHEBEARREESGOL Y K1) X IS
R &7z (IUCN 2006).

29 LERY2S, il ClddbiiE o & it R
FIZL DA My OREEE S TS L) o7 (4
N PR RS 2006). S5, A b ET VT L
L L7-ERBRRERLOBAENRE SN TS (I
ANNEAFZEE S 2006). 29 LA ORERA:
HSBREOHED DI, AEiGE %@ U T4 LR 2E
BB, HAHVIRD LN ZHL 2T 52
EWRDOND DY, TN B AT %W (]
Z1X, KA 1966 ; Gritsenko et al. 1974 ; JIIAHIZ A 1983 ;
Fukushima 1994, 2001 ; Edo et al. 2000, 2005 ; 1% JII 1T #°
2002 ; #£)11 2006).

INFE T 7 FHEO LB EIEI T 55
IZOWTHTRS NHIEE <, KRR T8 - K - 5 -
BAFERRIRIE 7 EOFRMAROKILGEM KRG, TR,
NREEY CEAROE R, FEINZH L 2RO HE, &
Dz SRR X B D N— DS L0 E B0
BFEREE RN T L 25 2 M5 TS (Bjornn
& Reiser 1991). €15 DA % B £ 2 7290 I #E =
EAREARESEIIDE L VEANTOLED LN TS

GAIT0Z 2 2005). 72, 20 HAZ T2 5ROk % Fulh 2
A L1575 G O R RE 2SR S LT LSk (Waters 1995),
Mk LA DSEETIR \CHERE T2 2 LIS X o TIIABET T 5
EV o ZZEINRNEBREEICET 2% S OMmEDH 5 (f
Z 1%, McNeil & Ahnell 1964; Wells & McNeil 1970; Tappel
& Bjornn 1983; Irving & Bjornn 1984; Malcolm et al. 2004) .
EIPNC b MR O AR O EF RS S I L
B, FIUTET HMEHH 2 T B (FEIRITH 2000 ; #
1434 2001; 93813 A> 2001; Yamada & Nakamura 2002) .
Lo L, Ml T oREFEA A b 7 213 Coftio HARTER
D RO IR BB T B OVl
R NBNE A7 < (R L 1999 5 I 2002), EIIRR

Ex B E LMk T ENE GO xR I W TERME IS
IVIREETH S (ILH 2005).

—75, Chapman (1988) & Bjornn & Reiser (1991) &,
FEICBET 7 BEINR NSRBI ISR T A g 2 48 kE L C, A
WA OWERRIIEZENIBOKDOIIEEDIR T B LN
& B BEAMERREDITEL A L TR RDOAKRS
HEICEXEZRIZTTLABARTWS., LEL, IRET
DOfgE T, Mk A OMERTE & RO AEFRDO RO A D
PARONTBDN LN s, EWD S VITEEWICEE
fifi & M7 BAL A= & BEA T TRAE R ISR+ 85
WELEGTALENDLEEHL TS, LiL,
I L7 EIZE D W T b N ZiFZEIEBR S LT b ()
%1%, Malcolm et al. 2003; Greig et al. 2005).

DEDZ ens, S%OMRNLRA b ORE - RE
FHZRET H72012h, 1 MY ERBBEOBILERO D
EDIZH B DA TR OB M - EEIIC
PARDL ZERIARNRTH L, F2C, KUFFETIE, ot
TOREINVRNEHOWEALEMFEG %08 U<, MR Lo
HEREASA N OREIIRBHES L OUN O AR T 28
IZOWTER - EEMICINEL, M+ L2HML
L7.

WRAE
REBIE & AEMADRTE

JeiE ORI &S 5 A Lk (AR #ED 720
WNBORFEEPEZ D) 1, BEDLL DA by OEE
PHEESINTWBNITH S (Fig. 1). Z OISO HE 1%
HERT AL LT, i s =mdatoss
SehE, WAERE K O & AU E A LK (X
RE) »o%hbh. BB, Zol3E AP E L
THHENTBY, TEOMERERLHEMEIRICLD,
WINOEHY Gk LB EOBI) AR SN TV,
FD0, 4 b EED Y7 RHEO EINEREE O EAL
PEEENTVD,

AW TIE, 2o AN ERBEIExsSmise L, 2
DHIPTYH, 2 DA MTOMEIVRIHER SN, LB»
D, Mk LR OHERE & 7 K OB IOV TEE F 15
HZ RSN, HIRENIRO 2 ExtR & L7z
(Fig. 1). 73, 2002 4EEDAZFE2IE NIROFEO W)
P THEMEIRAF b (Fig. 1), A b7 OREIIE~D
SAZ e LR OHERE E RO TR I T b (V)
I RFER).

A4 b I BHRE & FIERIC, BEIRIIC T )
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Fig. 1.

Location of the A River study site. Solid circles with accompany-

ing numbers indicate research sites.

1.
R ZRY.

M E L, REE/NTNOBATEHSEICHBT % k2 & i
~BATT AR (WALH 5 IZHEE & I EN %) 12T,
MEASATRZHE Y, TOHICEIIL 7% (Z OINREOLFAE
TEGIEED LIy IRy N EMENS ), 1S
A TREIIR Z 2H§ 4 (Fukushima 1994, 2001). #E
RIFEINRO VEROEADO TRANIIER S, £0k
RO K E SREZDIRIDVMDOEREIMET S 2 &N
Mo5NTWwWb (Edo et al. 2000). F 7z, fEIZE L 575,
[ <RI 2~ A 2 A% (O. tshawytscha) T,
P20 & WHEE 2 L CHO LSS &\ ) JRETI 22 5HT D& v
T, WOEERENEDL D Z LR E SN T b (Vronskii
& Leman 1991).

INHDOZlns, RGO ECEPERETE S
L9101z, BINRPSEEOTIAMET S L, HMAOE
RRAKEE, BIVROKZEPHEETHLI L, &5
12, EIROIRDIECEZONEN IR LAV &
ML T, RO A S TR, CEF 20 8 (H
RIH1~10, NIR N1 ~10) OEIIRZ A5 & L
TEINL7z (Fig 1). 205 OREIIROEIRIE, IO
¥— 2 Tdh-7:20044E4 H29H~5H 10 H F TIZE
it L7z,

AR A NS BT A IR R O ALE M. AL

RZE - BIrAE

FHHEINR D V 7RO LA DIGEEE D5 30 cm F it s

(EE»PSBXZ10~20cm FitibE) »FAcHEE L,
RANCIRAZ WP L Bt A, IR AR RIRDLER A, KR
WrEERmLL. A b7 OISR E T2 200C DEEIR
AT LI EDHMENTYS (JIAIEA 1996). Kk
IROFEHRIED HZECETOIIFRA T — VIET
LEE RAEDL Y, Bho, WLy aLAIEEZ SN
722004 4E5 A 29 H225 6 A5 HE Caiidiim e L7z
o b, YEALERERA, SA29H256)]1H
DI RFFICHAEIIRT 1 IIERL (5 H 29 HICHIR, 5
H30H~6H1HIZNR), JIERRIRA I LS
BRBETAATIR TR ISR L 72, KRB D W TIZBEINR
AR & 72 2004 46 5 H 10 H A & W B L Bass i f
BltG3 % 5 H 29 H £ TRICHKBMICFENE L 7.

(1) WsfeassrBadis

PEONIR D P BB A 1L, & EPNIR THUOE - kB
BREEIT, 0%, WEHSICTEKRE, KER
2, TEBEMEREONECHA T - 7. I - KH
BRATIE, ALBEZE0RAORKXMNE (Glide
length) - JKIAiNE (Glide width) &K % FHWCEHAIL,
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FEJIIRFLES (= & ROTHRD) 12T, KL it (60%
JKEE) RN L 72, F 72, EkEERIL, Yamada et al. (2005)
DIFHE > TNy I = & 5K FEhe L 7.
A MY OEZITAIREm 2 S 156~25cm I ET L &
MWHE SN TS (Edo et al. 2000). TX 5 72IFEEIC
VW E O BEKREEEDL 202, REXE (A5 2 F
AT DA FXH) OFREAFRE 2 5 25 em 12
fESH L), AF—=VEDORAY > 34T (N
4.6 cm, HEEXRE : 5em) ZE AL,

FERREE, EARRBR L DAL g EIREE T oKL
7 (h) lem], HKiE (Q) [em’/s] ZHWT, %Ki
LD EKRFEE (B) [em/s] ZH I L7 (Hvorslev 1951;
Yamada et al. 2005).

__ &

f— 7 -1
k ol sinh [

L ]
27

ZIZT, W AFARE Y FL TORE [em], HEEREBRX
MW [em] TH» 5.

KEFETIE, AY ¥ LT LY 3L THOKE —
BEHEK L CTIRAT 27K % BEIRR R DK, EEIRRZRTE L
DR E AL LTERAL, BAEERRE (DO (mg/L))
LI RFAME (DO (%)), EAMLERE (EC), pH,
FEAHF 4~ (Li', Na', NH', K, Mg*, Ca*') - 7
=% ¥ (F, ClI', NO., NO,, POS, SO, Br) i
JER G - i L7z, Dk, BEINREROK & IXBI$ %
7%, FFRKOKEHEE 1213 EFAK (Surface) #1447
%3,D0 B X U pH, EC 1%, F— ¥ 7 VK E 5 (YSI/Nano-
tech Inc.; Model 556MPS) % Vs CEMIZ THE L7z, &
A+ id 44> 27a~ 25 73 (DKK-TOA Co, IA-
200) 12&0, Al (R7H A4 X 45 um) L7232 W
THMEAT- 72,

F 7o, KEFRERCIZRE &L ROiEEE (D%, Delta %
F9.) 7z, BEEE, EIURMFERIK & Rk
DOKEDEEDFH:E LRNICL > TRD, ZhICLDE
YRR IR & TR O W) E R0 K D2k & 5FAMh L 7.

Delta (water quality) =Intragravel (water quality)

—Surface (water quality)

Z 2T, water quality I3 & KEHEE OEE - HERT.
T, BOKEE GRBRX B O hIEr) o 25 cm THE
T B EREM EFKEERMOREARE 25, $72,
COEAIEMNC R E WIZ EERFKR L D b EINRNERORE
AR, AR EWITEERTRKE Y b EINRAE D
BEEDERW S & ERT.

TR BRI, R E LA EIIR O IRz
RFE 2 S HE 10em  COMEMEIE~ 7 =— )L
73 (PEE D 30cm, A ©406.5cm®) 12 & D ERILL 72

(McNeil & Ahnell 1964). $RICL 7230RHI EBRE ICR D
JFY WP L 721, 5 A\ (75 um, 106 gm, 250 gm, 425 pm,
850 ym, 2mm, 4.8 mm, 10 mm, 15 mm, 25 mm, 50 mm)
*HOWTRESIT2iTo72. 2L DS N EmE
M2 5 &5 5 WEOEMERH 52, 10% 38 X0 60%
DEMRE (FhFh, d10: FEEEE 5 10% Ok
££, 60 EBEREESE 60% DR, RESHAEEZE
AT SR (Uc=d60/d10) %KD 7z, F72, Hikr1
ORI O 2mm & O/ S Wi @) 0k
55V E7 FAOERASE (Fl21F, 850 xm & 2mm
S5V OERESFEITWP0.85-2.0 L £T.) L&5
SDVWEOEBEERFSE (F121X, 2mm O@E#EEEH
SEHEIFCWP2.0 £RT.) xHw7.

(2) PRAEFRIRDLR A

FHEIIRICTHEZDOIZHE I VL) I EL, J9

ZHRNH I LR A CRIL 721, BiHIC THREE

(mm), JIE (g), HEHRBIOIE LTV LEIRINEE
SFELUTERI L 72, AR L TW 2R RIRZ W TIETTo
EEIZRL, TEABZTTOEIROMEEIIRS L) I
HEE L7

RHFFETIE, ASAERRZEIRIC X B9 DB CE RN % by
{72, KR L - TRO BRI AFRE (DR, &£
& survival rate EBES.) AIEIEE LTHWZ. Ok
DOEIRTHBDEZ D & - 72561213, s D
Yl % S EINRIC B B AR L L7,

Survival rate (%)

___ Number of living eyed em bryos
Total (dead and living eyed em bryos)

x100%

(3) ki

AL LA D HERE AT EINIR N D IR IS SR B T T 7
IR T 5720, PR AGESPIREICHAUC X s 7z
MR TP HERE R D% S REE L LC, H4, H5, HIO0,
N4, N5, N6, N8 7H#uriz#EE L, KiiK& EIN
IR OKIRZ B L7z, ks LT, saAcHe
Sh1E L ORI & EE 25cm @ 2 FICHRERAY — I A
% mEEFF (Onset Computer Co.; StowAway TidbiT TBI 32
—05+37 % EAL, Y7 v I 10 5 ChrEE %
ST A I HICERELL. ZOBMNICE > TES N 10
ST — 2 205, 30 pETEEZ ROz, ZOfEE
WC, 25 cm B & ERKDIEE 7 (DT: Differential Tem-
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perature=Intragravel (Temp.) —Surface (Temp.)) [C],

25 cm PEFEIC BT B HIFHIRE OB (2004 4£5 A
10 H2*5 5 A 29 H £ C) OFER IR (IT: Integrated Tem-
perature) [C] %Rz, B, REZTEMIIKEZV
FESE TS ICX DIRKIRICZR S 2 & 2RT.
(4) F— ¥ @7
AL RS SEENBRIE B X IO AEFRIC RT3 B % R
?T?L% o1z, MR TENICET A% R, AR, KE
BREAR, IoEKRRE OB CHBEONZ2IT% - 72

(Spearman’s p). & B, MHEHEATIZIX, SPSS for Windows
Ver.10.1.3 ] (SPSS Inc. 2001) % v 7z,

DR AP HERE D A b FESRRBREEAN O

BZ R
o

33

HiE (0% LI EDH >~ 7)) O v TV A IREELT
THo72F & NO,, NH', Br, Li'iBEI1cowTbH L
BOHTH SRR L 72,
RWFFECRG L L2 R ORI O XK1 1.5~
9.3m DHPH, KEIEIZ 2. 1~5.0m OHFHT, KFEDH

FLCIXME &KEIEANIEIZTE Lo 72 (Tablel). 72,
BEIIR F o K O i E 1L 16.4~74.7 cm/sec O & i

(RO ME 43. 1 em/sec) , KX 9.0~20.5 cm D#j
B (MROFEHE14.0ecm) THo72. B, ThbHpo
I 2 ODORMTOREREVIIRO N7
(Table1).
FEIRRAE ML, TR & b 1A T 30~50 mm O

@ = THEINTEY), 2mm@BEE A= ICHEE O
" LOENHALNT (Fig2). %72, WHT2mmlilE
EMRRECHEE RETER EESH (CWP 2) | AT AT & L7, TR CWP
GH D HEFRRIA TR I ORI N o 72 2132.3~31.7%D#FTH ) (Table 1), E=IIHT
H8, H10, N6 #ipiD 7 — ¥ IZLBR OB S BAt L7z, 2l oESGHEIIEKr o7, 512, FKiKD
EHIZ, KEGWORER, 20E0F > 7LD 5 5, 18 DO (Surface DO) (IR OFEENZD SN H DD,
Table 1. Summary of environmental variables and embryo data of each creek and results of Welch’s t-test comparing the
two creeks.
Creek H Creek N Creek ; P
Valiables Mean SD Min. Max. Mean SD Min. Max.
Geomorphic and hydraulic variables
Glide length (m) 3.5 1.1 1.6 4.7 3.6 2.8 1.5 9.3 —0.079 0.939
Glide width (m) 3.3 0.9 2.1 5.0 2.9 0.7 2.1 3.9 0.969 0.351
Surface water velocity (cm/s) 38.6 21.1 16.4 74.7 47.6  10.2 32.4 61.0 —1.106 0.295
Water depth (cm) 14.6 4.0 9.0 20.5 13.4 2.3 10.0 18.0 0.696 0.501
Embryo data
Egg pocket (n) 1.9 1.4 1.0 5.0 2.4 1.1 1.0 4.0 —0.934 0. 360
No. of embryo mean (n) 630. 1 310.9 304.0 1184.0 536.4 263.8 210.0 1009. 0 0.665 0.510
Embryo diameter mean (mm) 6.6 0.3 6.2 7.0 6.8 0.2 6.6 7.1 —1.479 0.171
Embryo weight mean (g/Embryo) 0.17 0.02 0.14 0.20 0.19 0.01 0.17 0.21 —1.775 0.103
Survival rate mean (%) 84.4 30.0 14.0 99.4 86.8 19.8 36.4 99.7 —0.193 0. 850
Environmental variables
k (cm/sec) 0.068 0.059 0.009 0.180 0.774 1.246 0.017 3.497 —1.69% 0.128
CWP 0.85 (%) 4.5 2.3 1.8 8.3 3.0 1.6 0.9 5.0 1.552 0. 146
CWP 2 (%) 19.0 9.8 3.6 31.7 7.9 6.1 2.3 21.2 2.735 0.019
d10 (mm) 1.9 1.6 1.0 5.7 3.6 1.9 1.2 6.5 —2.003 0.064
d60 (mm) 19.0 5.9 13.5 29.0 24.5 7.1 14.3 36.1 —1.747 0.101
Uc 12.9 3.8 5.1 17.4 9.6 7.6 2.8 23.1 1.123 0.283
Surface DO (%) 78.7 2.5 75.9 83.2 74.5 3.0 70.4 80.2 3.114 <0.001
Surface DO (mg/L) 8.5 0.3 8.1 9.0 8.1 0.3 7.6 8.5 2.561 0.020
DO (%) 63.8 17.2 30.2 77.9 72.4 6.8 62.0 86.5 —1.335 0.215
DO (mg/L) 6.8 1.8 3.1 8.3 7.8 0.7 6.5 9.1 —1.550 0.156
pH 6.2 0.5 5.3 6.5 6.4 0.2 6.1 6.8 —1.314 0.220
EC (4S/cm) 75.9 13.3 68.0 107.0 75.9 1.8 73.0 79.0 —0.003 0.998
Na® (mg/L) 6.62 1.73 4.24 9.10 7.88 1.80 5.21 10.20  —1.465 0.164
K* (mg/L) 1.00 0.22 0.64 1.34 0.56 0.12 0.40 0.70 5.127 <0.001
Mg (mg/L) 0.98 0.20 0.67 1.21 0.59 0.12 0.39 0.80 4,884 <0.001
Ca** (mg/L) 1.56 0.31 1.09 1.98 2.35 0.38 1.74 2.95 —4.758 <0.001
PO (mg/L) 0.23 0.17 0.06 0.58 0.17 0.10 0.08 0.40 0.719 0.487
Cl™ (mg/L) 6.37 1.99 3.72 8.76 7.33 1.71 4,91 9.62 —1.058 0.308
NO*" (mg/L) 0.30 0.15 0.08 0.52 0.17 0.05 0.09 0.27 2.189 0.058
S0 (mg/L) 2.84 1.06 1.45 4.27 4.31 0.93 2.90 5.60 —3.033 <0.01
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Fig. 2. Grain size distribution of redd materials in H Creek (a) and N Creek (b).

X2 KR
FESRRPIER D DO 12D W T II A EAENED SN h o 7z
(Table1). 7z, DO it Surface DO X 1) b RV HE %
RY ZE DM TH o 7. EIURAERD A+ ViR,
K'& Mg, Ca**, SOf RETHEEENH 72 DD,
FLIRTOIESDENWRKEDN->72 (Tablel).

MBI LY, FEIIR OB KM 0§ 2 Mk a0 3
OB RET L2k R, BB L CWPO.85,
WP 0.425-0.85, WP 0.25-0.425 L OMIZHE LR BE D
BIASRRD H L, 22T WP 0.425-0.85 & ORI A 5 2
572 (Table2).

T IC BT 5 RMKOKEDENEZRNT, EIVRN
HARKEDIEL2EZORKNEFTNL 720, KEEEE

Table 2. Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients bet-
ween permeability (k) and grain size variables (n=

17).* indicates significance levels at P<0.05.
Variables k
o P
CWP 2 —0.33 0.198
CWP 0.85 —0.50 0.042 *
CWP 0.425 —0.48 0.051
CWP 0.25 —0.38 0.135
CWP 0. 106 —0.38 0.133
CWP 0.075 —0.40 0.115
WP 0.85-2 —0.29 0.264
WP 0.425-0.85 -0.57 0.016 *
WP 0.25-0.425 —-0.49 0. 046 *
WP 0.106-0. 25 —0.22 0.406
WP 0.075-0.106 —0.22 0.395
WP 0-0.075 —0.40 0.115
d10 0.33 0.200
d60 0.23 0. 366
Uc —0.12 0.639

BT B REINRAE B O REAE RS H.

(@) \FHIR, (b) FNIR.

(Delta) & &%z O [ CTHIES Ki‘ﬁ’i’ﬁo 7o, FORE,
BRI R ML 028 & & Delta DO [1C1E, AR 2 AR
ZRRO SN o7 (Table3). F 72, Delta Na*, Delta
Ca’,Delta CI" & CWP0.85 & ZNLT DKL T XDl
WE R[5 WP 0.25-0.425, WP 0-0.075 & O
BOMEIRD SN/ (Table3). TNHDOLEHNTH, H
AR WAH A - 72 CWP 0. 85 & Delta Ca®*, Delta Cl™
DRRICERT AL, TNOHDA 4 ViEIX CWPO0.85
AT 513 RIS T 5 EEIIRNER DR = AR
XL bEmMBY, CWPO.BBBLE5B5BR 5L
BOEZRTHEINDTD - 72 (Fig.3). T Hid, 0.85mm
DT o B RAED/N S WO SH =N 513 &,
K L EIIRNIFOREENRKREL D, B2,
FEINRINEDMEDIT ) ML %2 B2 EZRL T 5

—7, BRKEF T RE LB 5 KR

LREBEIREORRFNZLICER T2 &, KEIVRNEED
FERIRITFERNFE IR, RIFIIEEC RS L)
— W) B DB o 72 (Fig. 4). F72, N8 OHisL Tldfth
DH T & AR TRED EAEAEVIVNS L, BpD,
?u‘?'lﬁ?ﬁﬂf%#o oo SHICEELT, OB TIdfhoi

2 B O R EIRE AY 20~30CHE A - 72, FERM
ﬂ'@(mf&"fﬁ?’?%’i’tﬁ,.ﬁn@%muﬂ(mfj‘%@@b‘él%?‘/‘f, Hh
HEORESEL ZEREZFTARL 20, REE DT) @
Hix KMl & B/ MEZ N ZENOERBIZBT 5 & FEHMH
RO, TNO L EKRREB L IR LR L OBT
MBI AT o 72, ZORR, REEDH R AMETFHE

(Max DT) & WP0.425-0.85, WP 0.25-0.425 & O[]
ZHE R IEOMHMAFES 5 (WP0.425-0.85 : p=1,
P<0.01, WP0.25-0.425 : p=0.9, P<0.05), WP 0.425
-0.85 N 513 L, IEMNCEIRKE o7 (Fig 5

(@). 72, WMEZEOHR/MEOFEE (Mn DT) &
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Table 3. Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients between the Delta (water quality) and grain size variables (n=17).

* and ** indicate significance levels at P<<0.05 and P<0.01, respectively.
Variables Delta DO (%) Delta DO (mg/L) Delta pH Delta EC Delta PO,* Delta Cl”
0 p 0 p o P 0 p 0 p 0 p
k 0.32  0.209 0.35 0.163 —0.18 0.483 —0.01 0.966 —0.27 0.292 0.00 0.993
CWP 2 —0.22 0.406 —0.24 0.345 —0.12 0.639 0.65 0.005** 0.26 0.318 —0.16 0.529
CWP 0.85 —0.06 0.830 —0.07 0.790 0.34 0.182 0.22  0.405 —0.19 0.471 -0.54 0.025*
CWP 0.425 —0.01 0.978 —0.02  0.940 0.32 0.212 0.25 0.333 —0.06 0.808 —0.47 0.055
CWP 0.25 0.05 0.837 0.05 0.855 0.29 0.264 0.20 0.445 —0.07 0.801 —0.47 0.058
CWP 0. 106 0.01 0.963 0.01 0.981 0.20 0.430 0.26 0.314 —0.09 0.722 —0.42 0.092
CWP 0.075 —0.01 0.970 —0.01 0.959 0.21 0.408 0.23 0.375 —0.08 0.757 —0.39 0.117
WP 0.85-2 —0.25 0.343 —0.27 0.288 —0.22 0.403 0.62 0.008** 0.36 0.161 —0.09 0.722
WP 0.425-0. 85 —0.18 0.492 —0.19 0.453 0.44 0.075 0.22  0.402 —0.11 0.673 -0.49 0.046*
WP 0. 25-0.425 —0.04 0.881 —0.04 0.881 0.44 0.079 0.16  0.533 —=0.27 0.292 -0.55 0.023*
WP 0. 106-0. 25 0.00 0.985 —0.02 0.948 0.33 0.191 0.17 0.514 —0.07 0.775 —0.48 0.054
WP 0.075-0. 106 —0.09 0.743 —0.11 0.684 0.15 0.570 0.31 0.224 —0.05 0.848 —0.56 0.018*
WP 0-0.075 —0.01 0.970 —0.01 0.959 0.21 0.408 0.23 0.375 —0.08 0.757 -0.39 0.117
d10 0.16 0.535 0.19 0.471 0.02 0.952 -0.56 0.020* —0.08 0.748 0.25 0.330
d60 0.06 0.830 0.07 0.779 —0.23 0.381 —0.37 0.139 0.20 0.450 0.04 0.866
Uc —0.13 0.633 —0.14  0.583 —0.29 0.258 0.46 0.060 0.27 0.302 —0.21 0.417
Table 3. Extended.
Variables Delta NO*~ Delta SO~ Delta Na* Delta K* Delta Mg** Delta Ca®*
0 P 0 P 0 P 0 P 0 P 0 P
k —0.09 0.729 —0.03 0.911 —0.04 0.889 —0.10 0.6%4 —0.34 0.181 0.33 0.151
CWP 2 —0.05 0.852 —0.10 0.708 —0.05 0.852 0.17  0.504 —0.05 0.844 —0.06 0.804
CWP 0.85 —0.38 0.128 —0.46 0.064 —0.46 0.061 —0.43 0.084 0.17 0.504 -0.72 0.001**
CWP 0.425 —0.24 0.345 —0.38 0.138 —0.41 0.105 —0.37 0.146 0.26 0.305 -0.67 0.002**
CWP 0.25 —0.22 0.392 —0.37 0.144 —0.41 0.101 —0.40 0.110 0.24 0.353 -0.65 0.003**
CWP 0. 106 —0.19 0.468 —0.33 0.191 —0.36 0.162 —0.36 0.161 0.19 0.468 -0.63 0.005**
CWP 0.075 —0.18 0.480 —0.34 0.14 —0.34 0.178 —0.35 0.163 0.22 0.395 -0.63 0.005**
WP 0.85-2 0.00 0.985 —0.05 0.844 0.01 0.970 0.24 0.363 —0.11 0.673 0.06 0.823
WP 0.425-0.85 —0.36 0.161 —0.42  0.094 —0.43 0.084 —0.19 0.474 0.24 0.358 —0.46 0.054
WP 0. 25-0. 425 —0.33 0.193 —0.44 0.080 -0.49 0.047* —0.37 0.142 0.33 0.191 -0.60 0.009**
WP 0. 106-0. 25 —0.34 0.184 —0.36 0.155 —0.41 0.101 —0.36 0.152 0.27 0.300 —0.44 0.070
WP 0.075-0. 106 —0.35 0.163 —0.40 0.112 —0.47 0.055 —0.37 0.147 0.08 0.765 —0.30 0.229
WP 0-0.075 —0.18 0.480 —0.34 0.184 —0.34 0.178 —0.35 0.163 0.22 0.395 -0.63 0.005**
d10 0.13 0.622 0.17  0.507 0.13  0.606 —=0.02 0.929 0.11 0.680 0.32  0.203
d60 0.09 0.718 0.00 0.985 —0.03 0.911 —0.16 0.545 —0.19 0.474 0.34 0.172
Uc —0.05 0.855 —0.14 0.580 —0.11 0.687 0.00 0.99 —0.32 0.209 —0.02 0.948
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Fig. 3. Relationships between cumulative weight per-

centages of 0.85mm (CWP 0.85) and differences of
water quality variables in redds.
3.

0. 85 mm JH# EEH 5= (CWP 0.85) &KE

DiEEE & DR,
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Fig. 4. Chronological changes of daily averages of intragravel water temperature and of the

integrated temperature (IT).

4. FEINRMNE B AE (HVPHIRE | Temp., MIFREEIEE @ 1T) ORSRYIZAL.

d10 OICEERIEOHE (0=0.9, P<0.05), Uc &®
MICAZERAOHEIRD L (0=—0.9, P<0.05),
dIOA/NEL R BT EAMICMEIKE % -7 (Fig.5
(b)).
HRIPERECREERIIFTER
AWFFECTxR & L2 IR T, JI%Z 210~1184 1,

1.2 0
o | @ . |®
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Fig. 5. Relationships (a) between the weight percentage
of 0.425-0.85 mm (WP 0.425-0.85) and the maximum
differential temperature (Max DT), and (b) between
d10 and the minimum differential temperature (Min
DT).

5. NEICHT 248 EEINRATARELE L O
Btk () HKREZ (Max DT) O TFHHE
£0.425-0.850% % 7 7 ADERESEE (b) H
/MR (Min DT) OISR E & d100 BIfR.

PIfEIX 6.2~7.1 mm, YPE (L 0.14~0.21 g/egg DHFAT
o7z (Tablel). F7z, AEFEZEIZ 14.0~99.7% DO HiHH
TRELIESDWAD, IFEAEDOHETI0% B2 T
BY, FNIYEREIMBECNDITHID 71.5%, H7 D
14%, N3 ? 36.4%® 3 HSICER 57z,

MBI LY, AR 5 BRSO %
MRES L 7oA, IR & BB E X ik R L
DN AE R SN 57225, DO (mg/L),
pH, NO,", SOF & HELIEOMEM, EC L OMICEELR
B DO 5 N7z (Table 4) . AEFEE DMK A > 7-H3,
H7, N3DOH#ETIE, DO2SZENEFN3.1, 5.4, 6.5mg
/L L B 80% x M2 HMOME L Y KW EE R
LTwiz.

zZ =

MR ERVHERED 1 b DENKRIRIRICRIFTHE
MR D EH RO & 2 EKEDIRTIE &
BHETHY (K EIZH 2001), ARBFFET b A% M
PEoNTZ. Fz, FED T T AL o TEKREED
B OFR S 2581, & <120.425-0.85mm 7 T ADE
EHEHDE (WP0.425-0.85) & \WAHBIARED 5720
&, FIZZoKEZ 7 ADOLWATRMBEOHEL Y &
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Table 4. Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients bet-
ween the survival rate and intragravel water quality,
permeability coefficient (&), grain size variables (n=
17). * and ** indicate significance levels at P<<0.05
and P<0.01, respectively.

Survival rate

Variables P P

k —0.34 0.18

CWP 2 —0.05 0.84

CWP 0.85 0.17 0.50

CWP 0.425 0.26 0.30

CWP 0.25 0.24 0.35

CWP 0. 106 0.19 0.47

CWP 0.075 0.22 0.39

WP 0.85-2 —0.11 0.67

WP 0.425-0.85 0.24 0.36

WP 0.25-0.425 0.33 0.19

WP 0.106-0.25 0.27 0.30

WP 0.075-0. 106 0.08 0.76

WP 0-0.075 0.22 0.39

d10 0.11 0.68

de0 —0.19 0.47

Uc —0.32 0.21

DO (%) 0.44 0.08

DO (mg/L) 0.53 0.03 *
pH 0.53 0.03 *
EC =0.52 0.03 *
PO~ 0.22 0.39

Clr 0.39 0.12

NO*~ 0.64 0.01 o
SO 0.51 0.04 *
Na* 0.29 0.26

K* 0.38 0.13

Mg** 0.30 0.24

Ca** 0.12 0.64

HBELEETWAEIDEEZLND.

MR LS DOHEFE LS & ) FRiiK & PR DI T 5
N5720, WK (EINR) WEHOBAFHERZII %
bEEZH5NTWA (Tagart 1976, 1984; Reiser & White
1981). LA L, AWFFED DO &= TR S5 EIIRN
D DO REDOIT & EKRE R MR T I $ 2 4=
EOBRBRIEIESN o7, T LK RIE, Koski

(1966), Vining et al. (1985), LM (2002) 12X ->Td
HESIN TS, HiaR L7225k & T RDZZHELIAS
b, FESIRPIEEO DO BRI, JKIR, TR PIER DA B
R OMALHE WX B BEHEBEICL > TRTLAD

(Greig et al. 2005), FILAKD KM HEN & & (THEAFRESR
DRI TFARAEZH T (upwelling) Z & 12X > TDO
EEAMET 95 (Malcolm et al. 2003) = & b ENT
Wh., IR0 ERn, EIRMNED DO RENDE

By REMNIEMETDH Y, HALISHR T AbHERE & OB
N L7EREDOINT 25 DO RIS BT 5 L\ ) bl
TlEHWEER A,

UL, FEiAKE EIIRNES L DB TO A+ Vi
FEEBIVREZEIZOWTIE, HEBEIREONS VY S
ADBEBEFE AR EDOMEPED b, HIWkED
TROEFRIEINT 513 &, FHRAKI D HFEIVREPED
D Na®, Ca™, Cl' A & VREDMR, FHKE DIREEE
PRECLDEVIFRPBEON. Thnid, Mkt
WOWRBEOWANC LY, FKRAKD A A+ ¥ R EINR
MICEABIZE LW EZRLTWE, 20720,
FEINIRINER D A A > i EE KIS H s B 01X S D E A%
nizeEBbhns,

UbtoZ ens, Mtk odrE A IR NEREREE 12
P, BHFREFREOKRTIDS, L LAWEH
RHDOBREBLIVLEOHEL LTHAGWEEZ LN
5.
bR HERE D AR ICRITTRE

% OFFFEIC & o TH 7 FHAHO I 0 EFR R & Mk +
WoHfERE - OBBRITARLNTRB Y, EBRGE, A
RLIND RS AR e 5 720 BALII LI T & vy,
6.4 mm (Bjornn 1968), 4.6 mm (Platts et al. 1979), 3.3 mm

(Koski 1966), 2 mm (Hausle and Coble 1976), 0.84 mm

(McNeil & Ahnell 1964; Tagart 1976) DL F O FEDER
RPN T 5 LINOEFRERLHERPET 5 L
HINTWD., B CTITbN-ERTIE, Fr47 (O
kisutch) DYREFLF (Cederholm et al. 1981; Koski 1966),
7 7~ ADOFEMRINAETRE (IHH 2002) 122V THE &
OBBRITARLNTEBY, FrHFrIiEk=RIiconly,
0.85 mm M E T 5 HEA 20% % B2 5 & AEFKED10
~45% F TR T L, 7 7 < AERIPIZO W T,
2mm BB EEESEI40% % B b L EFEERD 20%
UTFTFEFCHTTLEHMESINTVAS, LarL, AIfET
Ho5N722mm % 0.85 mm DEBEEEHSE (CWP2.0,
CWPO0.85) &, RI-ofRAcH S TENZENA 30%,
10%LFTH Y, FrRHaEOIBOERICEEL RITT
EHESNTVBHEREE L ) DR LRV TH 72 (f]
1%, McNeil & Ahnell 1964 ; ILIFH 2002). Y8 A5% 2%}
LC, Mkt oRBEI M SN o7-DIEZED72D
LEZoN5,

Mk ERP O HERE & &[RRI, X=H 4 (0. nerka) (Coo-
per 1965), =~ A (O mykiss) (Coble 1961), ~ A /
A 7 (Gangmark & Bakkala 1960), %7 7 7 b ¥ &2 (O
gorbuscha) (Wickett 1958), F >/ & =~ Z (Phillips
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& Campbell 1961), H27 I~ (ILH 2002) 122\,
EKED TR EVE L IO IR DO BRSHTH RS T
BY, EAMRERLRERESLT T 5 & EKREIMET T
LEmEINTVS, L, EREIERV L RERE
MET L, BFERFoMGE (RETIIZ CHM) 2550
DOIRFREHEE T TRIA 20O EEZ 5N TW5S (Wick-
ett 1954 ; 11 2002). ZHICREEE L C, BABERBEED
BRTFEEDITEREMETTLI LI, ZLOT TR
BOPITHED O b T W5 (Bl 21, Coble 1961 ; Phillips
& Campbell 1961 ; Sowden & Power 1985 ; Rubin &
Glimsater 1996 ; [LIH 2002 ; Malcolm et al. 2003). AfJf5E
TH, BHFMRFREORT & & O ITEREPRT IS
EDHERR I NI, BRI TR 2 ER L
B%bmhoiz. 2, AR OMA HRHER S ARV
LARWVIZH DT L LR LT, A& CIRINICLE LR
BHEBEMGEDSTE 138, SKREMET LTV
MmolizblEZ NS,

—77, FRPIERE, ZOBROBEEBS LIELIE
HEIREICL > THBA SN D L9512, EIVRNEROIRE
RELHIELCHBAOEBFTILL > CTEELRNTLEA2 5
(Bjornn & Reiser 1991). —MM91Z, &4 MR O fufl
RLYEDROREINZOVTHIREICKE KFET S, K
e cix, Mk L EoMImMC LY, Kk s 2o
RN DIREZENPKEL B T EMRENT. 29H LT
BEBRBE DAL AN D EFRIC ZITTHBEII OV TIEHS
WICTE o720y, Mk LA oftEoming, il
IR DIREBRTEOZLZ /LT, TOHRDERIZL
BHrhiZsEEbhns.

BHUIC—A b DOEPRBEOREICET T—

AWFFECTlE, Mk TR OMERED A b REINRIREL LU0
DAFERIZRITTRELHE Lz, 2OE, it
DOEFEDFEINR D EKEDE T2 726 L, BEANDH
DARERLYE DFE T THET 5 &\ o 72 IR NERERE
WCRIETHESHEL k572, Lo L, KRAETHS
& L7k L ot m 234 7 <, JRDEFRIC

X9 AR SR O B R BRI T E o 7.

FO10, ABITHR W OHERE D% Wi I T O
FRNERICED, LOREOHRBREIHESND IO
WOIREBRIE L O THRE T A2 LBV H 5.
47, A X2 L APET25 1 FETR 0%
I EFFO T LA SN TV 5 (Gritsenko et al. 1974). F
7o, oW rEEE S ST, FA—0FE (M) %

IR TETOINZEINTHDOTIE AL, EEROMIZ
SELTEMNT A ESbhTwd (JIF 1989 ; 18 &
1998 ; Edo et al. 2000). AHFFEH 5 1 ZHEEL DRI 5381
L7z DWW TIEHHREIC TE RS, BEEH) OFY
JRE B D IEROFLHR & FARI KRNI 5301 TRESH L T
WA EHEHIENS., ZOLIICE L DL THEINT S Z
LTI, AT A Y A 7 FAIRET B L v TG
MEFXD DD LRI TS (I 1989). L7z25->
T, 4 MY OENRBEORED20I121E, EINCHE L7
WMADPE S HFEAETAHIENERELEEZLNTWS (JLH -
B 2002).

ABFFENC &0 MRS OHERE 12 & % EINIR NS BRI D
AL B L TA Py DOIRCHADOAT IS E Y RTT 2
Lyl s, —Hik T omE»r EL b e, 20
T IR Lo E S kb0 (JELIEH
2001 ; Yamada & Nakamura 2002), %%fF L CTW Ak O
PRERAT © 72 720F TN 7 BEIR S5 AT ORELR IO % 35
EWERS v, F0 L) RN A U251, RIS
AT A0, gl LRSI HERETHO 2
AT EEATLT, FRUTOHMBEREICRDLZ &
ASU] i 2 MURL 1 AD 0 2B R PR BRI R s~ oS 72 &,
SBROTBAEB X O OREILENS.

W

KIfFexted 5 12H 720, FHEWT, MAREZKIC
X, AEHEEOBIC, AtBRrRit L TnizZin
7o, F 7z, MSIATECE AT ARWEZERT B AR ILENTGE R v 4
—OEGH—t vy — K, BIPTELICE, KERSE
DFEREM 21 L T2, ZEREHER, S5
MK, THRARZRICETELR S ST — 5 B Fn
S T2z, & 512, dbiiE KRR R b s
BB HEIE OB A KIS & Flro TwizZn
oo F, AREERTRI2H720, WMERE - K

DOFINE, TELrOWY I XA Y MW ni, 22
WL CHEEZRT. 4B, RUFEo—5IE, BN
Wi R B XA e, SCRRHE B RHEIIeE w4
(No. 7780242) OBIEIC L W EfES Nz DTHH Z &
R T 5.

B

AbrFed, AeiEEItE o LTI BT, Mk 6
DOHERED A 7 DREIIRBIE IR O TR AT HEIC
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OYWE DR ENB L OBOBESEPMERT 52 EATRS
N7z, AWFZE O FRAT S 1 CTIEATR H A0 o i & YK
WL RWIZH o 727280, FIOEFERI 6 5 Mk b
BOEHZEN LB OWTIEHOMNIT AL EIETE R
Moz, LoT, SRR TR OHEFRE LS ITTO
PERENERIC L 2 MEEEIC L ) CoREOHREE
A N OIBOEFERLEE ITHFA SN DL DO THRET
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