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Fish Preference of Herbivory against Submerged Macrophytes and Effect of Fish Weight on Herbivory Rate
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Although the effect of fish herbivary is concemed for the regeneration of submerged macrophytes, it is littie known about the
herbibory characteristics of the plants. In this study, the characteristics of four kinds of fish (Lepomis macrochirus, Carassius
langsdorfii, Acheilognathus melanogaster and Pseudorasbora parva) against two kinds of submenged macrophytes (Fhdilla
verticillata and Potamogeton perfoliatus) were evaluated. Lepomis macrochirus and C. lengsdborfii showed herbivory against both
of the submerged macrophytes, but 4. melanogaster and P. parva not. The hetbivory test of H. verticillata using L. macrochirus
and C langsdorfii with various weights showed that the herbivory rates and volumes depended on the weight. These results
indicated the importance of fish herbivory evaluation based on the mumber of fish and the weight per one fish
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