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Simple Summary: Ecosystem processes and energy flow drive marine food web dynamics with pri-
mary food sources, trophic interactions, and functional groups are crucial for stability. In continental
shelf ecosystems, seasonal benthic–pelagic coupling influences food webs and fisheries, but research
on shelf fish responses to environmental shifts is limited. The Southern Sea of Korea (SSK), influenced
by the Tsushima Warm Current (TWC) and Changjiang River Diluted Water (CDW), faces rapid
warming and seasonal changes that affect productivity and trophic dynamics. Using carbon (δ13C)
and nitrogen (δ15N) stable isotopes, we examined fish trophic structures, revealing distinct seasonal
food web patterns. During stratified conditions, reduced benthic–pelagic coupling shifts TWC fish to
more pelagic prey, with some species showing lower trophic positions. Benthic fish rely on detrital
sources, while pelagic fish are more influenced by pelagic production, especially in spring. Seasonal
isotopic shifts reflect changes in pelagic and benthic pathways, with a stronger pelagic influence in
spring and reduced resources in summer. Higher productivity in the CDW region leads to more
pronounced variations in pelagic consumers, while benthic consumers in TWC regions remain stable.
These findings emphasize the need for monitoring warming and TWC influence, which could shift
food webs toward greater benthic dependence, impacting fisheries.

Abstract: In seasonally stratified marine environments, the dynamics of benthic–pelagic coupling
plays a crucial role in shaping food web structures and fisheries production. We examined fish
food web structures across three distinct shelf areas in the Southern Sea of Korea (SSK) during both
stratified (summer) and mixed (spring) water conditions using stable isotopes of carbon (δ13C) and
nitrogen (δ15N). In spring, fish communities exhibited a broader range of δ13C values compared with
summer, indicating more diverse feeding strategies. Seasonal variations in the proportion of benthic
and pelagic prey in consumer diets highlighted shifts in benthic–pelagic coupling, illustrating how
consumers adjust their reliance on benthic or pelagic resources. The relative importance of the benthic
pathway varied among species groups throughout the year. During stratified conditions, reduced
benthic–pelagic coupling led to increased reliance on benthic prey, particularly in the oligotrophic
region influenced by the Tsushima Warm Current (TWC). The food web spanned five trophic levels,
with a median of 3.6. Several species, notably benthic ones, declined in their trophic positions
during the summer stratification. These results suggest that fish food webs in the SSK are shaped
by temperature-driven seasonal bottom-up control. Our findings further offer insights into how
increased water-column stratification could impact the trophic niches of shelf-food webs in the
TWC region.

Biology 2024, 13, 1041. https://doi.org/10.3390/biology13121041 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/biology

https://doi.org/10.3390/biology13121041
https://doi.org/10.3390/biology13121041
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/biology
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9600-0309
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7960-2383
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9734-9043
https://doi.org/10.3390/biology13121041
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/biology
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/biology13121041?type=check_update&version=1


Biology 2024, 13, 1041 2 of 18

Keywords: fish food web; trophic niche; trophic position; benthic–pelagic coupling; Tsushima Warm
Current; East China Sea

1. Introduction

Marine food webs are essential for understanding fundamental ecosystem processes,
such as the transfer of energy and materials from lower to upper trophic levels and the
overall functioning of the ecosystem [1–3]. Key properties of food webs, such as primary
food sources, the food chain length, interspecific interactions, and functional groups, are
essential for assessing how ecosystems respond to environmental changes [4–6]. A compre-
hensive understanding of food web structures and dynamics across spatial and temporal
scales is crucial for the sustainable utilization and management of marine ecosystems,
especially in the face of environmental changes [7]. Despite extensive global studies of
marine ecosystems at various scales [5,8–11], generalizing ecosystem responses to environ-
mental changes remains challenging because of inherent variability among systems [12].
Consequently, regional studies of marine food webs emphasize differing environmental
and organismal structures.

In continental shelf ecosystems, benthic (demersal) food webs integrate photosynthesis-
driven pelagic food sources (pelagic pathway) from the surface mixed layer via a vertical
flux of organic matter as well as in situ production and detrital recycling (benthic pathway),
thereby establishing benthic–pelagic coupling [13,14]. In seasonally stratified temperate
seas, the water-column structure significantly plays a crucial role in determining the amount
of pelagic production that reaches both benthic–pelagic and benthic food webs [15], as well
as nutrient availability to pelagic phytoplankton [16]. Additionally, factors such as feeding
strategies, trophic levels, organism body size, and metabolic rates beyond body mass
influence the relative contributions of pelagic or benthic resources to specific consumer
groups [14,17]. Therefore, the balance between pelagic and benthic pathways affects the
overall food web structure and, consequently, fisheries production [18]. Understanding
how seasonal variations in water-column conditions influence benthic–pelagic coupling
is vital for comprehending marine food web dynamics. However, studies focusing on
shelf fish communities and their trophic sources in response to environmental changes are
scarce [19].

The East Asian marginal seas, renowned for supporting some of the world’s most
productive fisheries [20], are also among the regions experiencing the fastest warming
globally [21]. Among these, the Southern Sea of Korea (SSK), forming the northern bound-
ary of the East China Sea (ECS), is particularly important because of its rich biodiversity
and significant fisheries [22]. A major characteristic of the SSK is its seasonally dynamic
hydrographic conditions [23]. The Tsushima Warm Current (TWC) influences offshore
areas during summer and autumn [24], while the Changjiang River Diluted Water (CDW)
affects the region following the summer monsoon [25]. A strong summer stratification
develops from late spring to autumn (June–November) because of the thermocline for-
mation. In contrast, vertically mixed water masses characterize winter through spring
(December–May) because of surface cooling and turbulent mixing [26]. These seasonal
changes are associated with shifts in primary productivity and dominant phytoplankton
taxa. Additionally, the SSK exhibits a north–south gradient in the bathymetry, sea surface
temperature, and nutrient concentrations, which leads to spatial variations in productivity
and phytoplankton communities [27,28]. How these spatial and temporal heterogeneities at
the base of the food web affect the trophic structures of higher-level consumers, particularly
fish, remains largely unexplored.

This study investigates the trophic structures of fish communities across spatial and
temporal scales in the SSK, focusing on the role of water-column structures in influencing
benthic–pelagic coupling in fish and other nektonic consumers. We expected that seasonal
hydrographic conditions in the SSK, including the distribution of distinct water masses
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(i.e., TWC and CDW) and water-column vertical structures (i.e., seasonal stratification
and mixing), would drive changes in primary productivity and dominant phytoplankton
taxa composition. Consequently, we further expected that fish communities would exhibit
localized adaptations, with variations in trophic niche size, overlap, or specialization
across seasons and regions. Stable isotopes (SI) of carbon (δ13C) and nitrogen (δ15N) were
used to trace marine food webs [29,30]. δ13C values help distinguish between carbon
sources, making it useful for tracing the origins of organic matter and the use of the
benthic versus pelagic pathways [13,14]. In contrast, δ15N values provide estimates of an
organism’s trophic position based on the predictable increases in this isotope from prey to
predator [31]. Seasonal and spatial differences at the base of the food chain can cascade to
upper trophic levels, providing insights into species-specific and whole food web responses.
We hypothesized that changes in environmental conditions between stratified and mixed
water-column periods would cause shifts in the isotopic niche of fish communities, as
reflected by δ13C and δ15N values, across three areas of the SSK shelf. To test this, we
examined spatial and seasonal differences in δ13C and δ15N values of organic matter
sources, fish, and other nekton. Isotopic niches of fish from pelagic, benthopelagic, and
benthic zones were quantitatively compared to illustrate resource utilization patterns.
We also estimated the trophic position of individual species to assess trophic structure
variations across seasons and regions. Finally, we quantified the contribution of benthic
and pelagic food resources to fish production to infer benthic–pelagic coupling and explain
seasonal and spatial patterns in trophic structures in the SSK shelf.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

This study was conducted on the outer shelf off the coast of Jeju Island in the SSK
(Figure 1). The SSK is characterized by a complex hydrographic system with highly
seasonal dynamics [23]. As previously described, the study area includes three sampling
sites with contrasting water-column structures. The western area (WR) is located on
a shallow continental shelf (~60 m depth) and is influenced by the weak Yellow Sea
warm current and the Chinese coastal current (Figure 1). This area receives cooler, low-
salinity seawater from the CDW, particularly following the summer monsoon from the
southwest [25,32]. In contrast, the eastern (ER) and southern areas (SR) are characterized
by deeper water masses (100–200 m depth). They are influenced by warm, saline, and
oligotrophic waters from the TWC [26]. The influence of the TWC is strongest in summer
and gradually diminishes during winter. Chlorophyll a concentration in the region ranges
from less than 0.4 to approximately 0.4 mg m−3 during spring [33] and from 0.2 to 0.3 mg
m−3 during summer (https://www.meis.go.kr, accessed on 15 November 2024). Primary
production, phytoplankton biomass, and particulate organic carbon concentrations decrease
progressively from the western basin towards the Kuroshio current region [34]. Given
the contrasting environmental conditions across seasons and locations, sampling was
conducted in the spring (April–May) and summer (August) of 2018 in the three regions
(WR, ER, and SR) off the coast of Jeju Island (Figure 1).

https://www.meis.go.kr
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Figure 1. Map showing the study area in the Southern Sea of Korea/northern East China Sea and 
the three sampling areas to the east (ER), west (WR), and south (SR) off the coast of Jeju Island. 
Arrows represent the direction of current flow, the solid line color scale indicates the intensity of 
currents, and the dashed line approximates the water volume of the currents. The map was gener-
ated using the Ocean Data view, version 4.7.2 (2015). 
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Fish and other nekton specimens were collected from commercial fishing vessels op-

erating within the selected regions. For the isotopic measurement of suspended particu-
late organic matter (POM) in the water column, water samples were collected 1 m below 
the surface at each site using a 20 L van Dorn water sampler. Approximately 40 L of water 
was immediately pre-filtered through a 200 µm Nitex nylon mesh screen to remove zoo-
plankton and large particles. The pre-filtered water was then filtered onto pre-combusted 
(450 °C for 4 h) Whatman GF/F glass fiber filters (25 mm diameter, 0.7 µm pore size) under 
a gentle vacuum (150–200 mmHg) on board. POM samples were subsequently frozen on 
dry ice and transported to the laboratory. Sediment samples for isotopic measurement of 
sedimentary organic matter (SOM) were collected using a box corer (50 × 50 × 50 cm). The 
top ~1 cm of the sediment from the box core was scraped off for analysis. Phytoplankton 
samples were gathered by towing a conical plankton net (20 µm mesh size) until an ade-
quate sample volume was obtained for stable isotope analysis. Zooplankton samples were 
collected by towing a Bongo net (60 cm mouth diameter, 330 µm mesh) obliquely to a 
depth of over 40 m. All collected samples were stored on dry ice, transported to the labor-
atory, and kept in a deep freezer (−20 °C) until further processing. 

In the laboratory, microscopic observation separated zooplankton samples into sub-
samples containing dominant groups (copepods and euphausiids). Fish and other con-
sumer specimens were identified to the species level where possible [35,36] and dissected 
to collect white muscle tissues. All consumer and source samples were then lyophilized. 
Dry fish subsamples were defatted using a methanol, chloroform, and water solution 
(2:1:0.8) [37] to remove isotopically lighter lipid tissues [38]. POM and SOM subsamples 
were acidified to remove inorganic carbonates: POM by fuming over concentrated HCl 
for 4 h in a vacuum desiccator, and SOM by adding several drops of 10% HCl solution 
until bubbling ceased, followed by oven-drying at 50 °C for 48 h. After homogenization 
by pulverizing, the entire GF/F filter was wrapped in a tin plate, and powdered tissue 
samples (approximately 1.5 mg) were sealed in tin combustion cups. 

Figure 1. Map showing the study area in the Southern Sea of Korea/northern East China Sea and the
three sampling areas to the east (ER), west (WR), and south (SR) off the coast of Jeju Island. Arrows
represent the direction of current flow, the solid line color scale indicates the intensity of currents,
and the dashed line approximates the water volume of the currents. The map was generated using
the Ocean Data view, version 4.7.2 (2015).

2.2. Sample Collection, Processing, and Stable Isotope Analysis

Fish and other nekton specimens were collected from commercial fishing vessels oper-
ating within the selected regions. For the isotopic measurement of suspended particulate
organic matter (POM) in the water column, water samples were collected 1 m below the
surface at each site using a 20 L van Dorn water sampler. Approximately 40 L of water was
immediately pre-filtered through a 200 µm Nitex nylon mesh screen to remove zooplankton
and large particles. The pre-filtered water was then filtered onto pre-combusted (450 ◦C for
4 h) Whatman GF/F glass fiber filters (25 mm diameter, 0.7 µm pore size) under a gentle
vacuum (150–200 mmHg) on board. POM samples were subsequently frozen on dry ice and
transported to the laboratory. Sediment samples for isotopic measurement of sedimentary
organic matter (SOM) were collected using a box corer (50 × 50 × 50 cm). The top ~1 cm of
the sediment from the box core was scraped off for analysis. Phytoplankton samples were
gathered by towing a conical plankton net (20 µm mesh size) until an adequate sample
volume was obtained for stable isotope analysis. Zooplankton samples were collected by
towing a Bongo net (60 cm mouth diameter, 330 µm mesh) obliquely to a depth of over
40 m. All collected samples were stored on dry ice, transported to the laboratory, and kept
in a deep freezer (−20 ◦C) until further processing.

In the laboratory, microscopic observation separated zooplankton samples into sub-
samples containing dominant groups (copepods and euphausiids). Fish and other con-
sumer specimens were identified to the species level where possible [35,36] and dissected
to collect white muscle tissues. All consumer and source samples were then lyophilized.
Dry fish subsamples were defatted using a methanol, chloroform, and water solution
(2:1:0.8) [37] to remove isotopically lighter lipid tissues [38]. POM and SOM subsamples
were acidified to remove inorganic carbonates: POM by fuming over concentrated HCl
for 4 h in a vacuum desiccator, and SOM by adding several drops of 10% HCl solution
until bubbling ceased, followed by oven-drying at 50 ◦C for 48 h. After homogenization
by pulverizing, the entire GF/F filter was wrapped in a tin plate, and powdered tissue
samples (approximately 1.5 mg) were sealed in tin combustion cups.

The prepared samples were analyzed using an automated elemental analyzer (vario
MICRO cube, Hanau, Germany) coupled with a continuous-flow isotope ratio mass spec-
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trometer (IsoPrime 100, Cheadle, UK). Isotope values were expressed in conventional
delta notation (δ13C and δ15N), relative to the Vienna Pee Dee Belemnite for carbon and
atmospheric N2 for nitrogen, following the equation:

δX (‰) = (
RSample

RStandard
− 1)× 103

where X is 13C or 15N and R is the 13C/12C or 15N/14N ratio, respectively. International
standards (USGS-24 for carbon and IAEA-N1 for nitrogen; NIST, Gaithersburg, MD, USA)
were used as reference materials for calibration. Two internal reference material (urea)
capsules were analyzed for every 5–10 samples to ensure precision and correctness for
potential machine drift. Measurement precision was approximately 0.1‰ for δ13C and
0.2‰ for δ15N values.

2.3. Data Analysis and Statistics

Consumers were classified into three primary feeding zones: pelagic, benthic–pelagic,
and benthic. Information on feeding zones was gathered from relevant publications [35]
when available; otherwise, data were sourced from FishBase (www.fishbase.org, accessed
on 15 November 2022 [39]).

The SI values were normally distributed across stations and seasons (Shapiro–Wilk
test, p > 0.05) but did not meet the assumption of homogeneity of variances (Levene’s test,
p < 0.05). Therefore, to assess statistical differences in consumer SI values across spatial and
temporal scales, we performed a multivariate analysis using a Euclidean distance-based
permutational analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) with the PERMANOVA+ add-on pack-
age for PRIMER v6 [40]. Although PERMANOVA does not require normal distribution, it
is sensitive to differences in dispersions (specifically, homogeneity of variances). Therefore,
homogeneity of dispersions was tested with each PERMANOVA run using PERMDISP [40].
In each analysis, more than 9900 unique permutations were conducted. When significant
results were found in the PERMANOVA, they were further explored using a posteriori
pairwise comparison with the PERMANOVA t statistic [40]. The relative importance of
different sources of variation was evaluated based on the square root of the estimates of
components of variation. A Euclidean distance-based hierarchical cluster analysis was
conducted for each season in a region with the consumer isotope values as the input.
Groups were visualized in dendrograms and compared with the feeding zones obtained
from previously documented literature.

2.4. Trophic Niche Metrics

We quantified and visualized the size, distribution, and overlap of consumer isotopic
niches at both the community and feeding-zone group levels using the nicheROVER
package [41] (version 1.1.0) in R. This approach incorporates statistical uncertainty through
a Bayesian framework, making it robust to variations in sample size and distribution. It
also provides asymmetric estimates of niche overlaps, allowing for comparing directional
overlaps between pairs of niches. The niche region was defined as the joint probability
density function of the δ13C and δ15N values at a 95% probability level, with ten randomly
generated niche regions used for each group. Posterior distributions of niche regions were
drawn from 10,000 uninformative random permutations to calculate niche overlap metrics.
We report the posterior mean and 95% credible intervals (CI) for all niche overlaps. The
estimated niche overlaps were directional, meaning that the overlap of community A with
B indicates the probability (%) of finding species from community A within the niche of
community B.

2.5. Trophic Position and Reliance Measures

The trophic position (TP) of fish and other nekton, as well as their relative reliance on
benthic (α) and pelagic (1−α) food sources, were calculated using the R package trophic
position [42] (version 0.7.7). Input data included the δ13C and δ15N values of individual

www.fishbase.org
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consumer species, one representative primary consumer from each pelagic and benthic
habitat as baselines, and the associated trophic enrichment factors (TEF). This approach of-
fers the advantage of providing Bayesian estimates of TP and the contribution of the benthic
baseline (baseline 1) to consumers using SIs while accounting for variance in consumers,
baselines, and TEF. We used widely accepted TEF values of 3.3 ± 0.7‰ (mean ± 1 SD)
for δ15N and 1.3 ± 0.30‰ for δ13C, based on estimates for muscle tissue isotopes of car-
nivores [43]. Herbivorous zooplankton (copepods) were used as the pelagic baseline
consumer. However, we could not consistently collect deposit-feeding or suspension-
feeding benthic consumers across all sampling units for use as benthic baseline consumers.
Therefore, we selected invertebrate consumers reported in the literature as exclusive benthic
feeders and then chose the consumer with the lowest δ¹5N value in each sampling unit
(area during each season) as a surrogate for benthic baseline consumers. If the selected
benthic baseline consumer was a carnivore or omnivore, we adjusted their stable isotope
values by subtracting the aforementioned TEF values prior to model calculations. The
baseline consumers and their stable isotope values are detailed in Table S1. We utilized
the “twoBaselinesFull” model, which accounts for source heterogeneity by incorporating
two baselines (pelagic and benthic) in estimating TP and α. Therefore, 1−α represents the
contribution from the pelagic baseline. The model was run with 20,000 iterations and five
parallel Markov Chain Monte Carlo simulations, setting the trophic level of baselines (λ)
at 2. The estimated median posterior TP and α are presented with a 95% CI. To compare
the estimated median TP and α values among areas and feeding-zone groups, we used the
Kruskal–Wallis test and a Dunn–Bonferroni post hoc test when significant differences were
found. Between-season comparisons were conducted using the Mann–Whitney U Test.
In all statistical analyses, a p-value of <0.05 was considered significant. Unless otherwise
noted, all statistical analyses were performed using IBM SPSS Statistics version 27.0 [44].

3. Results

3.1. Spatial and Seasonal Patterns in δ13C and δ15N Values

The δ13C values of phytoplankton and POM showed narrow ranges of −21.3 to
−19.4‰ and −23.7 to −21.5 ‰, respectively, exhibiting similar seasonal and spatial trends
(Figure 2). Their δ13C values were slightly higher in summer compared with spring in the
ER and SR areas, but the seasonal shift was minimal (0.3‰). The δ15N values of POM were
approximately 2.4‰ lower than those of phytoplankton in ER and SR, while the difference
was reduced (<1.3‰) in WR. POM δ15N values were slightly lower (~1‰) in spring than
in summer in ER and SR but were notably 1.3‰ higher in spring in WR (no data for POM
δ15N value in WR in Figure 2). SOM δ13C values increased by 0.4‰ from ER to WR, while
SOM δ15N values were significantly lower in WR compared with ER and SR.

The δ13C and δ15N values of zooplankton followed the spatial and seasonal patterns
observed in phytoplankton (Figure 2). Zooplankton δ15N values were higher in ER and
SR compared with phytoplankton and higher than those in WR. In WR, the δ15N values
of zooplankton and phytoplankton were nearly identical across both seasons, whereas
euphausiids had slightly higher δ15N values than copepods.

A total of 95 faunal species, including fish, crustaceans, and cephalopods, were col-
lected across the three areas during both seasons. Of these, 11 species were classified as
pelagic feeders, 16 as benthic–pelagic, and 69 as benthic (Table S2). The δ13C values of the
consumers varied considerably, ranging from −19.4‰ (white-spotted Conger Conger minis-
ter in the WR during summer) to −14.9‰ (Korean pomfret Pampus echinogaster in the WR
during summer). Their δ15N values ranged from 8.0‰ (Gaper Champsodon snyderi in the ER
during spring) to 14.9‰ (Japanese seabass Lateolabrax japonicus in the WR during spring).
Among the three areas, consumers in the WR during spring exhibited the widest range of
δ13C values (−19.3 to −14.9‰), while those in the ER during summer had a much narrower
range (−17.4 to −16.9‰). Cluster analysis based on δ13C and δ15N values revealed that
consumers in each sampling period formed three distinct groups, except in the SR during
spring, where four clusters were evident, with benthic fish forming the additional group
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(Figure S1). Although the isotope-based clustering did not entirely align with previously
documented feeding zones (see Materials and Methods, Section 2.3), a noticeable pattern
emerged: pelagic and benthic–pelagic consumers tended to group closely together.
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Figure 2. Bi-plots of δ13C and δ15N values of organic matter sources (phytoplankton, suspended
particulate organic matter [POM], and sedimentary organic matter [SOM]) and consumers collected
in spring and summer in three areas off the coast of Jeju Island in the Southern Sea of Korea/northern
East China Sea. Consumers were categorized based on their primary feeding zone (pelagic, ben-
thopelagic, and benthic). The horizontal and vertical bars represent the standard deviation. The dotted
grey lines represent trophic enrichment factors (1.3‰ and 3.3‰ in δ15N and δ13C per trophic level).

A multivariate analysis confirmed significant differences in consumer δ13C values
across areas (PERMANOVA, Pseudo-F2,217 = 11.178, p < 0.001) and between seasons
(Pseudo-F1,217 = 8.796, p = 0.003) (Table 1a). Pairwise comparisons revealed a notable dis-
tinction in δ13C values between the ER and WR regions (Table 1b). Although the interaction
effects among region, season, and feeding-zone group combinations were not statistically
significant (PERMANOVA, Pseudo-F2,217 = 1.548, p = 0.192), a more pronounced seasonal
difference was observed in the WR (Figure 2). There were also significant differences in δ13C
values among feeding-zone groups (pelagic, benthic–pelagic, and benthic feeders) (Pseudo-
F2,217 = 5.748, p = 0.015), with pelagic fish showing significantly different δ13C values
compared with benthic groups (Table 1b). In contrast, δ15N values of consumers showed
no significant variation across areas (PERMANOVA, Pseudo-F2,217 = 0.0495, p = 0.613),
seasons (Pseudo-F1,217 = 2.457, p = 0.117), or feeding-zone groups (Pseudo-F2,217 = 0.702,
p = 0.504) (Table 1c).
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Table 1. Permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) and post hoc pairwise test
results of δ13C and δ15N values of nektonic consumers collected during summer and spring from
three regions off the coast of the Jeju Island in the Southern Sea of Korea/northern East China Sea.

Source df SS R2 Pseudo-F p (perm) p (Adjusted)

a. δ13C values: Main test
Region 2 14.616 0.087 11.178 0.000 -
Season 1 5.751 0.034 8.796 0.003 -
Feeding-zone 2 5.748 0.034 4.396 0.015 -
Region × Season 2 3.092 0.018 2.365 0.094 -
Region × Feeding zone 4 3.370 0.020 1.289 0.272 -
Seson × Feeding zone 2 0.684 0.004 0.523 0.591 -
Region × Season×Feeding zone 4 4.046 0.024 1.548 0.192 -
Residual 200 130.758 0.778 - - -
Total 217 168.065 1 - - -

b. δ13C values: Pairwise tests
WR vs. ER 1 11.963 0.104 16.459 0.001 0.003
WR vs. SR 1 2.706 0.021 3.083 0.083 0.249
ER vs. SR 1 3.374 0.040 5.926 0.019 0.057
Pelagic vs. Benthopelagic 1 0.546 0.007 0.601 0.418 1.000
Pelagic vs. Benthic 1 6.585 0.053 9.790 0.001 0.003
Benthopelagic vs. Benthic 1 2.239 0.178 3.021 0.087 0.261

c. δ15N values: Main test
Region 2 1.860 0.005 0.495 0.613
Season 1 4.600 0.011 2.457 0.117
Feeding-zone 2 2.630 0.006 0.702 0.504
Region × Season 2 7.030 0.017 1.877 0.152
Region × Feeding zone 4 11.780 0.029 1.572 0.178
Seson × Feeding zone 2 0.900 0.002 0.239 0.781
Region × Season×Feeding zone 4 6.370 0.015 0.850 0.504
Residual 200 374.690 0.914 - -
Total 217 409.860 1 - -

3.2. Spatial and Seasonal Pattern in Isotopic Niche of Fish

The mean probabilistic niche regions (95% level of inclusion) of faunal communities
ranged from 8.2 ± 2.8 (narrow niche: ER in summer) to 25.7 ± 4.4 (broad niche: WR
in summer) (Figure 3). The total isotopic niche size increased progressively from ER to
WR in summer. However, this pattern shifted in spring, with the niche size in the ER
community approximately doubling compared with summer, primarily because of changes
in the distribution along the δ15N axis. In contrast, the isotopic niche sizes in WR and SR
remained consistent between seasons. The isotopic niches of faunal communities exhibited
substantial overlap between seasons. The estimates of niche overlap showed that the extent
of seasonal niche overlap varied by area (Figure 4). In SR and WR, the isotopic niches
overlapped extensively between seasons (mean probability > 80%, CI: 65.0–96.8%), while
in ER, the overlap was considerable (62.4%, CI: 46.1–80.0%) but notably reduced.

At the feeding-zone group level, the extent of niche overlap varied significantly within
each community and showed pronounced seasonal differences (Figures 5 and S1). In
WR, the overlap between feeding-zone groups exhibited minor seasonal variation (<10%).
However, there was substantial seasonal variation in the niche overlap involving pelagic
fish and the other two groups in SR. During summer, the probability of benthopelagic and
benthic consumers overlapping with pelagic consumers increased substantially (~50%).
In contrast, the probability of pelagic fish overlapping with benthopelagic and benthic
consumers decreased considerably, particularly in SR (Figure 5). Benthic and benthic–
pelagic consumers consistently showed high overlap across seasons and areas.
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3.3. Trophic Position of Fish

The median TP of all communities was 3.6, ranging from 2.8 to 4.5, indicating a food
web spanning five trophic levels, including primary consumers (Table S2). The lowest TP
values in each community were mostly associated with benthic invertebrates, such as the
Japanese snapping shrimp (Alpheus japonicas, TP = 3.0), the Gold-spot octopus (Amphioctopus
fangsiao, TP = 2.8), and the Shiba shrimp (Metapenaeus joyneri, TP = 3.1). Among pelagic
consumers, the Japanese anchovy (Engraulis japonicas, TP = 3.0) and the Chub mackerel
(Scomber japonicas, TP = 2.9) had relatively low TPs. The highest TPs were observed in
benthic and benthopelagic predatory fish, such as Pagrus major (TP = 4.4), Lateolabrax
japonicus (TP = 4.5), and Miichthys miiuy (TP = 4.4). Most benthopelagic fish exhibited
relatively high TPs, except for the Pacific rudderfish (Glossanodon semifasciatus, TP = 2.8).
However, there was no statistically significant difference in TP among the feeding-zone
groups (Kruskal–Wallis test, p = 0.896). Additionally, TP distributions were not significantly
different among feeding-zone groups (Kruskal–Wallis test, p = 0.132) or between seasons
(Mann–Whitney test, p = 0.705).

When comparing species collected in both seasons within each area, species-specific
seasonal variation in TPs was observed, with the variation differing across locations
(Figure 6). Overall, benthic consumers in the deeper ER and SR areas had lower TPs
in summer compared with spring. In contrast, many benthic consumers exhibited lower
TPs in the shallower WR in spring. Benthic–pelagic fish generally showed an increase in
TP during spring across all areas, although this observation was not fully conclusive due
to limited data availability (fewer than three cases). Among pelagic consumers, seasonal
changes in TP were highly variable between species, with no clear patterns emerging.
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Figure 6. Variation in estimated trophic position (TP) of selected species collected from the Southern
Sea of Korea. Species codes, Eastern Region: AUJ Aulopus japonicas, DET Dentex tumifrons, KAE
Kaiwarinus eqquula, LOL Lophius litulon, OCV Octopus vulgaris, SEE Sepia esculenta, THM Thunnus
hynnus, TRJ Trachurus japonicas, ZEN Zenopsis nebulosi, ZEF Zeus faber; Souther Region: AlJ Alpheus
japonicas, CAL Carcinoplax longimana, DAA Dardanus arrosa, DET Dentex tumifrons, HOA Hoplobrotula
armata, LOL Lophius litulon, SEE Sepia esculenta, XEE Xenocephalus elongates, TRJ Trachurus japonicas,
PSA Psenopsis anomala, TRL Trichiurus lepturus, ZEF Zeus faber; Western Region: APL Apogon linea-
tus, CHB Charybdis bimaculata, COM Conger myriaster, CRH Crangon hakodatei, LOL Lophius litulon,
MIM Miichthys miiuy, ORS Oratosquilla sp., OVP Ovalipes punctatus, ENJ Engraulis japonicas, KOP
Konosirus punctatus, SCJ Scomber japonicas, SET Setipinna tenuifilis, SOP Solenocera prominentis, PAE
Pampus echinogaster.

3.4. Contribution of Benthic Pathway to Fish Nutrition

The estimated α values for consumers spanned the full possible range from 0 to 1,
with a global median estimate of 0.8, indicating that most species predominantly relied
on the benthic pathway for nutrition (Table S3). The distribution of α values varied
significantly among areas and feeding-zone groups (Kruskal–Wallis test, p = 0.000 and
p = 0.014 for the area and feeding-zone groups, respectively). Among the areas, α values
increased in the order of WR, SR, and ER (Dunn–Bonferroni pairwise comparison, p < 0.050
for all cases). Regarding feeding-zone groups, benthic consumers showed significantly
higher α values than pelagic consumers (Dunn–Bonferroni pairwise comparison, p = 0.020).
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In contrast, the reliance of benthic–pelagic consumers on the benthic pathway did not
significantly differ from either benthic or pelagic consumers (Dunn–Bonferroni pairwise
comparison, p > 0.05 for both cases). The overall contribution of the benthic pathway
did not significantly change between seasons (Mann–Whitney U Test, p = 0.793). When
examined at the species level for those collected in both seasons within each area, there
was species-specific seasonal variation in the relative importance of benthic and pelagic
pathways, with spatial differences observed between ER-SR and WR (Figure 7). In spring,
pelagic consumers in WR exhibited a marked increase in reliance on the benthic pathway.
In contrast, the benthic reliance of consumers in ER and SR remained within a narrow
range between seasons, with a slight increase observed in summer for a few benthic and
benthic–pelagic species.
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4. Discussion

This study represents a comprehensive assessment of the trophic structure of the
fish food web in the SSK. Using SI tracers, we provide evidence that the seasonality of
food web structures within the SSK differs between the TWC- and CDW-influenced areas.
Seasonal changes in food web dynamics varied among pelagic, benthic–pelagic, and benthic
consumers, with benthic consumers showing the least variability. Although our analysis
included consumers from all three feeding zones (pelagic, benthic–pelagic, and benthic),
most species analyzed were benthic. Isotopic niche overlap patterns indicated that during
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stratified conditions, reduced benthic–pelagic coupling led to a greater reliance on pelagic
prey in the oligotrophic TWC waters. Additionally, we observed a notable decrease in
the TP of several species during the stratified summer season. Our findings offer insights
into the potential impacts of anticipated increases in water-column stratification on marine
ecosystems in the TWC region.

The δ13C and δ15N values of phytoplankton in our study fell within the ranges docu-
mented for marine phytoplankton and POM in the literature [45]. The higher δ13C values
observed in summer can be attributed to changes in species composition [45,46] and/or in-
creased growth rates of marine phytoplankton due to longer daylight hours and abundant
nitrogen and phosphorus nutrients in the shallow mixed layer above the thermocline [47].
A temperature-dependent increase in δ13C values of marine phytoplankton has been well-
documented in temperate and subtropical seas [48,49]. The absence of such seasonal
variation at SR may be related to the low saline water intrusion from the CDW during
early summer. SR is closest to the CDW water mass among the three study areas. Since
we collected POM only from the surface layer, its δ13C values reflect its source, namely,
freshly produced phytoplankton, which is consistent with observations in offshore marine
environments [50]. Our findings align with those reported in the ECS areas southwest of
our study region [48].

The δ15N values of phytoplankton indicate that nitrate is the primary nitrogen source
in this area [51]. Additionally, the relatively lower δ15N values observed during summer
at ER and SR suggest significant atmospheric nitrogen fixation, as these areas are more
exposed to the oligotrophic TWC than WR [51]. The consistent δ15N values of phytoplank-
ton across seasons at ER and SR, combined with lower POM δ15N values in spring, are
likely associated with two factors: increased DIN concentrations [49] and the incorpora-
tion of 15N-depleted POM from deeper layers due to spring mixing [52]. Despite these
factors, phytoplankton δ15N values at ER and SR remained relatively stable across seasons.
Therefore, a more plausible explanation for the lower POM δ15N values at ER and SR is
the increased proportion of microbially degraded particles in the POM pool. In contrast, at
WR, δ15N values for phytoplankton and POM were higher in spring than summer. This
increase is likely due to enhanced nitrate utilization by phytoplankton resulting from
more effective vertical mixing in the shallower WR during spring, leading to higher δ15N
signatures. WR, being more productive than the other two oligotrophic areas [53], likely
experiences a spring bloom that increases the proportion of freshly produced phytoplank-
ton in the POM pool, thus elevating the POM δ15N signature of spring POM. The isotopic
alignment of phytoplankton and zooplankton suggests typical source-to-consumer isotopic
enrichment. However, the slightly higher 15N-enrichment observed at the TWC-influenced
areas (SR and ER) could be related to an increased presence of nano- and pico-sized phyto-
plankton, which are less favored by larger copepods, potentially leading to a shift toward
carnivory [54].

The SI values of fish and other consumers indicate that the trophic link between pelagic
primary production and fish food webs varies with both season and location within the SSK
basin. Benthic fish exhibited higher δ13C values compared with pelagic feeders, reflecting
a greater reliance on detrital basal sources. This distinction between benthic and pelagic
consumers’ δ13C values has been documented in marine ecosystems [55,56].

Our estimated food chain length, with a maximum TP of 4.5 for predators in the
SSK, falls within the global average range for marine ecosystems (4.0 ± 0.5) [57]. The
degree of benthic–pelagic coupling, as indicated by the proportion of benthic baseline in
consumer tissues, supports the observed patterns of niche distributions. The consistently
high contribution of benthic pathways to most fish aligns with findings in neighboring
marine ecosystems [10,58]. The pronounced seasonal differences among feeding-zone
groups at SR can be attributed to varying contributions of pelagic–benthic pathways
across these groups. Temporal variations in trophic niches are common in mid- and high-
latitude marine ecosystems [59,60], influenced by factors such as species composition,
prey availability, habitat characteristics, and ontogenetic shifts. In our study, seasonal and
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spatial variations in isotopic niches and their overlaps offer insights into prey-consumer
linkages. A larger niche often signifies a more complex food web structure with diverse
trophic networks [60]. The increased niche size at ER during spring is likely due to the
addition of 15N-depleted food resources from deeper layers, as evidenced by the broader
δ15N distribution at ER in spring.

Our TP estimates further underscore seasonal variations in trophic positions among
different consumer groups, with certain species exhibiting a notable decline in trophic
position during stratified summer conditions. These shifts may be partially explained by
temperature-induced changes in metabolic rates, a factor that merits further discussion.
Increased water temperatures generally lead to increased metabolic rates [61], which can
elevate energy demands and influence foraging behavior [17]. Consequently, species may
adjust their dietary preferences, potentially shifting toward more abundant or alternative
prey types available under stratified conditions, thereby altering their trophic positions [62].

A community-wide snapshot of trophic niches alone does not fully explain the causes
behind the observed niche distribution. When consumers were categorized by their primary
feeding zones, it became clear that pelagic and benthopelagic fish were the primary drivers
of seasonal patterns in the two deeper areas (ER and SR). For example, the likelihood of
finding benthopelagic and benthic fish within the pelagic niche increased by approximately
50% during summer. Conversely, the probability of encountering pelagic fish in deeper
layers decreased due to reduced productivity in those areas. At WR, similar niche sizes
across both seasons align with consistent niche overlap patterns among different consumer
groups. In spring, with less water-column stratification, there is an increased influx of
pelagic organic matter to benthic–pelagic and benthic consumers, resulting in a greater
overlap between pelagic and benthic–pelagic consumer niches. In contrast, summer stratifi-
cation decreases the supply of pelagic nutrients to deeper layers, reducing the reliance of
benthic and benthic–pelagic fish on pelagic sources, as shown by our results on seasonal
benthic–pelagic coupling.

In contrast to the oligotrophic ER and SR, the higher productivity and shallower depth
at WR led to uneven impacts on different consumer groups. Pelagic consumers, such as the
Japanese snapping shrimp (A. japonica), the gaper (Champsodon snyderi), and the Japanese
anchovy (E. japonicus), which occupy lower trophic positions, exhibited greater seasonal
variation compared with larger consumers at higher trophic positions. These pelagic
consumers relied more on pelagic sources at WR than in the other areas, reflecting the
elevated pelagic productivity at WR [53]. In contrast, benthic fish at ER and SR maintained
a relatively stable reliance on benthic prey across seasons despite the deeper waters in
these areas. This stability is consistent with the observation that deep continental shelf
fish experience significant seasonal changes in diet due to fluctuations in pelagic resources,
which exhibit larger seasonal variations compared with benthic prey [46].

Our results indicate that the fish food webs in the SSK are regulated by temperature-
mediated seasonal bottom-up control, with the TWC playing a crucial role in shaping these
patterns. With the anticipated increase in TWC influence due to global warming, prolonged
summer stratification may lead to a more benthic-dependent food web structure in the
SSK. Consequently, this shift could alter fisheries catch composition and overall production.
Previous studies have shown that in the southwestern areas of our study region in the ECS,
pelagic food webs at lower trophic levels are regulated by temperature-mediated bottom-
up control [63,64]. However, the mechanisms driving changes in food web structure can
vary over time [65]. Our study provides a snapshot of the food web dynamics in the SSK
across two seasons within a year. Given the significant inter-annual variability of the SSK,
food web dynamics can be highly unpredictable [53]. Therefore, continued monitoring is
essential to understand how ongoing environmental changes impact the factors controlling
fish food web structures in this temporally dynamic marine ecosystem.
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5. Conclusions

This study highlights seasonal and spatial variations in trophic dynamics driven
by water mass characteristics in the SKK. Our isotopic analysis reveals that benthic fish
predominantly rely on detrital sources, whereas pelagic fish depend more on pelagic pro-
duction. The estimated food chain length, reaching up to 4.5 trophic levels, aligns with
global averages. Seasonal shifts in isotopic niches indicate changes in the contributions of
pelagic and benthic pathways, with an increased pelagic influence in spring and decreased
pelagic resources during summer. Spatial and seasonal differences reveal that higher
productivity at WR results in more pronounced seasonal variations in pelagic consumers
compared to the more stable niches of benthic consumers at ER and SR. These findings
demonstrate how feeding zones and water-column stratification shape trophic niches of fish
communities. Moreover, the anticipated increase in TWC influence due to global warming
may lead to more benthic-dependent food webs, potentially impacting fisheries catch and
production. Our comprehensive assessment underscores the importance of continued
monitoring to capture the dynamic and unpredictable nature of trophic dynamics in the
SSK. The isotopic mixing model proves valuable for obtaining space- and time-integrated
information on assimilated prey [66] and serves as a useful tool for reconstructing trophic
links among populations and food web structures [67]. While this study provides sig-
nificant insights into the trophic niches of fish communities, further research involving
stomach content analysis is needed to identify prey items and delineate structural varia-
tions in fish food webs under future warming scenarios. As global warming is expected
to alter water-column stratification, future studies should focus on how these changes
influence the balance between benthic and pelagic food webs, particularly in regions like
the SSK. Investigating shifts in pelagic production, benthic reliance, and their effects on
fish populations, growth rates, and food web stability will be critical for understanding
and managing marine ecosystems in a changing climate.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at https://
www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/biology13121041/s1, Figure S1: Group of nektonic consumers of
the Southern Sea of Korea based on the hierarchical cluster analysis of δ13C and δ15N values (‰).
Color symbols represent the consumer groups based on literature. Green = Pelagic consumer;
Blue = benthopelagic consumer; Black = Benthic consumers; Seasonal variation in the probabilistic
niche overlap (%) among the isotopic niche three consumer groups from the Southern Sea of Korea;
Table S1: The δ13C and δ15N values (‰) of selected baseline consumers for estimation of trophic
position and benthic–pelagic contribution to consumer tissues; Table S2: Trophic position (TP)
estimates [Median (95% credible intervals)] of different groups of consumers from the Southern
Sea of Korea during summer and spring estimated by the tRopihcPositoin package in R; Table S3:
Contribution [mean (95% credible intervals) of benthic prey in of different groups of consumers
from the Southern Sea of Korea during summer and spring consumer tissues estimated by the
tRopihcPositoin package in R.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, G.K.K. and C.-K.K.; methodology, G.K.K. and C.-K.K.;
validation, G.K.K., C.K., J.J. and D.K.; formal analysis, G.K.K. and D.K.; investigation, G.K.K., C.K.
and J.J.; resources, G.K.K. and C.-K.K.; data curation, G.K.K. and C.-K.K.; writing—original draft
preparation, G.K.K.; writing—review and editing, C.-K.K. and C.I.L.; visualization, G.K.K., C.K. and
J.J.; supervision, G.K.K. and C.-K.K.; project administration, J.H.C. and C.-K.K.; funding acquisition,
W.-A.L. and C.-K.K. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by the Korea Institute of Marine Science & Technology
Promotion (KIMST) funded by the Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries (20220558) and by the National
Institute of Fisheries Science (NIFS), Korea (R2024015).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/biology13121041/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/biology13121041/s1


Biology 2024, 13, 1041 16 of 18

Data Availability Statement: Most data generated or analyzed during this study are included in this
published article (and its Supplementary Materials files). The dataset analyzed during the current
study is available from the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Kortsch, S.; Primicerio, R.; Aschan, M.; Lind, S.; Dolgov, A.V.; Planque, B. Food-web structure varies along environmental

gradients in a high-latitude marine ecosystem. Ecography 2019, 42, 295–308. [CrossRef]
2. Cao, L.; Liu, J.; Dou, S.; Huang, W. Biomagnification of methylmercury in a marine food web in Laizhou Bay (North China) and

associated potential risks to public health. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 2020, 150, 110762. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Frank, K.T.; Petrie, B.; Choi, J.S.; Leggett, W.C. Trophic cascades in a formerly cod-dominated ecosystem. Science 2005, 308,

1621–1623. [CrossRef]
4. Kortsch, S.; Primicerio, R.; Fossheim, M.; Dolgov, A.V.; Aschan, M. Climate change alters the structure of arctic marine food webs

due to poleward shifts of boreal generalists. Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2015, 282, 20151546. [CrossRef]
5. Maitra, S.; Harikrishnan, M.; Shibu, A.V.; Sureshkumar, S.; Ranjeet, K.; Nandan, S.B. Studies on temporal variations of exploited

fishery resources and their trophic levels in a tropical estuary. Reg. Stud. Mar. Sci. 2018, 22, 61–69. [CrossRef]
6. Cury, P.M.; Shin, Y.-J.; Planque, B.; Durant, J.M.; Fromentin, J.-M.; Kramer-Schadt, S.; Stenseth, N.C.; Travers, M.; Grimm, V.

Ecosystem oceanography for global change in fisheries. Trends Ecol. Evol. 2008, 23, 338–346. [CrossRef]
7. Brodziak, J.; Link, J. Ecosystem-based fishery management: What is it and how can we do it? Bull. Mar. Sci. 2002, 70, 589–611.
8. Sporta Caputi, S.; Careddu, G.; Calizza, E.; Fiorentino, F.; Maccapan, D.; Rossi, L.; Costantini, M.L. Seasonal food web dynamics in

the Antarctic benthos of Tethys Bay (Ross Sea): Implications for biodiversity persistence under different seasonal sea-ice coverage.
Front. Mar. Sci. 2020, 7, 1046. [CrossRef]

9. Mantua, N.J.; Hare, S.R.; Zhang, Y.; Wallace, J.M.; Francis, R.C. A Pacific interdecadal climate oscillation with impacts on salmon
production. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc. 1997, 78, 1069–1079. [CrossRef]

10. Park, T.H.; Lee, C.I.; Kang, C.K.; Kwak, J.H.; Lee, S.H.; Park, H.J. Seasonal variation in food web structure and fish community
composition in the East/Japan Sea. Estuaries Coasts 2020, 43, 615–629. [CrossRef]

11. Greenstreet, S.P.R.; Rogers, S.I. Indicators of the health of the North Sea fish community: Identifying reference levels for an
ecosystem approach to management. ICES J. Mar. Sci. 2006, 63, 573–593. [CrossRef]

12. Brodeur, R.D. Interannual variations in zooplankton biomass in the Gulf of Alaska, and covariation with California Current
zooplankton biomass. CalCOFI Rep. 1996, 37, 80–99.

13. Giraldo, C.; Ernande, B.; Cresson, P.; Kopp, D.; Cachera, M.; Travers-Trolet, M.; Lefebvre, S. Depth gradient in the resource use of
a fish community from a semi-enclosed sea. Limnol. Oceanogr. 2017, 62, 2213–2226. [CrossRef]

14. Woodland, R.J.; Secor, D.H. Benthic-pelagic coupling in a temperate inner continental shelf fish assemblage. Limnol. Oceanogr.
2013, 58, 966–976. [CrossRef]

15. Duffill Telsnig, J.I.; Jennings, S.; Mill, A.C.; Walker, N.D.; Parnell, A.C.; Polunin, N.V.C. Estimating contributions of pelagic and
benthic pathways to consumer production in coupled marine food webs. J. Anim. Ecol. 2019, 88, 405–415. [CrossRef]

16. Skyllas, N.; Bintanja, R.; Buma, A.G.J.; Brussaard, C.P.D.; Gröger, M.; Hieronymus, J.; van de Poll, W.H. Validation of stratification-
driven phytoplankton biomass and nutrient concentrations in the Northeast Atlantic Ocean as simulated by EC-Earth. Geosciences
2019, 9, 450. [CrossRef]

17. Shokri, M.; Cozzoli, F.; Basset, A. Metabolic rate and foraging behaviour: A mechanistic link acrossbody size and temperature
gradients. Oikos 2024, 2024, e10817. [CrossRef]

18. Loick-Wilde, N.; Fernández-Urruzola, I.; Eglite, E.; Liskow, I.; Nausch, M.; Schulz-Bull, D.; Wodarg, D.; Wasmund, N.; Mohrholz,
V. Stratification, nitrogen fixation, and cyanobacterial bloom stage regulate the planktonic food web structure. Glob. Change Biol.
2019, 25, 794–810. [CrossRef]

19. Pinnegar, J.K.; Polunin, N.V.C. Contributions of stable-isotope data to elucidating food webs of Mediterranean rocky littoral
fishes. Oecologia 2000, 122, 399–409. [CrossRef]

20. Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO). The State of World Fisheries and Aquaculture 2012; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2012.
21. Belkin, I.M. Rapid warming of large marine ecosystems. Prog. Oceanogr. 2009, 81, 207–221. [CrossRef]
22. Li, Y.; Chen, Y.; Olson, D.; Yu, N.; Chen, L. Evaluating ecosystem structure and functioning of the East China Sea Shelf ecosystem,

China. Hydrobiologia 2009, 636, 331–351. [CrossRef]
23. Takahashi, D.; Morimoto, A. Mean field and annual variation of surface flow in the East China Sea as revealed by combining

satellite altimeter and drifter data. Prog. Oceanogr. 2013, 111, 125–139. [CrossRef]
24. Takikawa, T.; Yoon, J.H. Volume transport through the Tsushima Straits estimated from sea level difference. J. Oceanogr. 2005, 61,

699–708. [CrossRef]
25. Chang, P.H.; Isobe, A. A numerical study on the Changjiang diluted water in the Yellow and East China Seas. J. Geophys. Res.

Oceans 2003, 108, 3299. [CrossRef]
26. Shon, D.H.; Shin, K.S.; Jang, P.G.; Kim, Y.O.; Chang, M.; Kim, W.S. Effect of thermal stratification and mixing on phytoplankton

community structure in the western channel of the Korea Strait. Ocean Polar Res. 2008, 30, 261–275. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.03443
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.110762
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31784261
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1113075
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.1546
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsma.2018.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2008.02.005
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2021.733768
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477(1997)078%3C1069:APICOW%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12237-019-00530-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icesjms.2005.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/lno.10561
https://doi.org/10.4319/lo.2013.58.3.0966
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2656.12929
https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences9100450
https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.10817
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14546
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2009.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-009-9964-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2013.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10872-005-0077-4
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JC001749
https://doi.org/10.4217/OPR.2008.30.3.261


Biology 2024, 13, 1041 17 of 18

27. Xu, Q.; Sukigara, C.; Goes, J.I.; do Rosario Gomes, H.; Zhu, Y.; Wang, S.; Shen, A.; de Raús Maúre, E.; Matsuno, T.; Watanabe, Y.;
et al. Interannual changes in summer phytoplankton community composition in relation to water mass variability in the East
China Sea. J. Oceanogr. 2019, 75, 61–79. [CrossRef]

28. Xie, S.P.; Hafner, J.; Tanimoto, Y.; Liu, W.T.; Tokinaga, H.; Xu, H. Bathymetric effect on the winter sea surface temperature and
climate of the Yellow and East China Seas. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2002, 29, 81-1–81-4. [CrossRef]

29. Michener, R.H.; Kaufman, L. Stable isotope ratios as tracers in marine food webs: An update. In Stable Isotopes in Ecology and
Environmental Science, 2nd ed.; Michener, R.H., Lajtha, K., Eds.; Blackwell Publishing Ltd.: Oxford, UK, 2007; pp. 238–282.

30. Layman, C.A.; Araújo, M.S.; Boucek, R.; Hammerschlag-Peyer, C.M.; Harrison, E.; Jud, Z.R.; Matich, P.; Rosenblatt, A.E.; Vaudo,
J.J.; Yeager, L.A.; et al. Applying stable isotopes to examine food-web structure: An overview of analytical tools. Biol. Rev. 2012,
87, 545–562. [CrossRef]

31. Post, D.M. Using stable isotopes to estimate trophic position: Models, methods, and assumptions. Ecology 2002, 83, 703–718.
[CrossRef]

32. Kim, D.W.; Park, Y.J.; Jeong, J.Y.; Jo, Y.H. Estimation of hourly sea surface salinity in the East China Sea using Geostationary
Ocean Color Imager measurements. Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 755. [CrossRef]

33. Rebstock, G.A.; Kang, Y.S. A comparison of three marine ecosystems surrounding the Korean peninsula: Responses to climate
change. Prog. Oceanogr. 2003, 59, 357–379. [CrossRef]

34. Chen, C.T.A.; Lin, C.M.; Huang, B.T.; Chang, L.F. Stoichiometry of carbon, hydrogen, nitrogen, sulfur and oxygen in the particulate
matter of the western North Pacific marginal seas. Mar. Chem. 1996, 54, 179–190. [CrossRef]

35. Kim, I.S.; Choi, Y.; Lee, C.L.; Lee, Y.J.; Kim, B.J.; Kim, J.H. Illustrated Book of Korean Fishes; Kyo-Hak Publishing Co.: Seoul, Republic
of Korea, 2005; p. 615.

36. Choi, Y.; Kim, J.H.; Park, J.Y. Marine Fishes of Korea; Kyo-Hak Publishing Co.: Seoul, Republic of Korea, 2002; p. 646.
37. Bligh, E.G.; Dyer, W.J. A rapid method of total lipid extraction and purification. Can. J. Biochem. Physiol. 1959, 37, 911–917.

[CrossRef]
38. Focken, U.; Becker, K. Metabolic fractionation of stable carbon isotopes: Implications of different proximate compositions for

studies of the aquatic food webs using δ13C data. Oecologia 1998, 115, 337–343. [CrossRef]
39. Froese, R.; Pauly, D. FishBase; World Wide Web Electronic Publication, 2017. Available online: http://www.fishbase.org (accessed

on 15 November 2022).
40. Anderson, M.J.; Clarke, K.R.; Gorley, R.N. PERMANOVA+ for PRIMER: Guide to Software and Statistical Methods; PRIMER-E Ltd.:

Plymouth, UK, 2008.
41. Swanson, H.K.; Lysy, M.; Power, M.; Stasko, A.D.; Johnson, J.D.; Reist, J.D. A new probabilistic method for quantifying

n-dimensional ecological niches and niche overlap. Ecology 2015, 96, 318–324. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
42. Quezada-Romegialli, C.; Jackson, A.L.; Hayden, B.; Kahilainen, K.K.; Lopes, C.; Harrod, C. tRophicPosition, an R package for the

Bayesian estimation of trophic position from consumer stable isotope ratios. Methods Ecol. Evol. 2018, 9, 1592–1599. [CrossRef]
43. McCutchan, J.H., Jr.; Lewis, W.M., Jr.; Kendall, C.; McGrath, C.C. Variation in trophic shift for stable isotope ratios of carbon,

nitrogen, and sulfur. Oikos 2003, 102, 378–390. [CrossRef]
44. IBM Corp. IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, version 21.0; IBM Corp.: Armonk, NY, USA, 2012.
45. Gearing, J.N.; Gearing, P.J.; Rudnick, D.T.; Requejo, A.G.; Hutchins, M.J. Isotopic variability of organic carbon in a phytoplankton-

based, temperate estuary. Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 1984, 48, 1089–1098. [CrossRef]
46. Cartes, J.E.; Fanelli, E.; Papiol, V.; Zucca, L. Distribution and diversity of open-ocean, near-bottom macroplankton in the western

Mediterranean: Analysis at different spatio-temporal scales. Deep Sea Res. Part I Oceanogr. Res. Pap. 2010, 57, 1485–1498.
47. Brutemark, A.; Lindehoff, E.; Granéli, E.; Granéli, W. Carbon isotope signature variability among cultured microalgae: Influence

of species, nutrients and growth. J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 2009, 372, 98–105. [CrossRef]
48. Ho, P.C.; Okuda, N.; Yeh, C.F.; Wang, P.L.; Gong, G.C.; Hsieh, C.H. Carbon and nitrogen isoscape of particulate organic matter in

the East China Sea. Prog. Oceanogr. 2021, 197, 102667. [CrossRef]
49. Lara, R.J.; Alder, V.; Franzosi, C.A.; Kattner, G. Characteristics of suspended particulate organic matter in the southwestern

Atlantic: Influence of temperature, nutrient and phytoplankton features on the stable isotope signature. J. Mar. Syst. 2010, 79,
199–209. [CrossRef]

50. Kurle, C.M.; McWhorter, J.K. Spatial and temporal variability within marine isoscapes: Implications for interpreting stable isotope
data from marine systems. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 2017, 568, 31–45. [CrossRef]

51. Peterson, B.J.; Fry, B. Stable isotopes in ecosystem studies. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 1987, 18, 293–320. [CrossRef]
52. Kürten, B.; Frutos, I.; Struck, U.; Painting, S.J.; Polunin, N.V.C.; Middelburg, J.J. Trophodynamics and functional feeding groups

of North Sea fauna: A combined stable isotope and fatty acid approach. Biogeochemistry 2013, 113, 189–212. [CrossRef]
53. Kong, C.E.; Yoo, S.; Jang, C.J. East China Sea ecosystem under multiple stressors: Heterogeneous responses in the sea surface

chlorophyll-a. Deep Sea Res. Part I Oceanogr. Res. Pap. 2019, 151, 103078. [CrossRef]
54. Sommer, U.; Stibor, H.; Katechakis, A.; Sommer, F.; Hansen, T. Pelagic food web configurations at different levels of nutrient

richness and their implications for the ratio fish production: Primary production. In Sustainable Increase of Marine Harvesting:
Fundamental Mechanisms and New Concepts; Canfield, D.E., Ed.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2002; pp. 11–20.

55. Le Loc’h, F.; Hily, C.; Grall, J. Benthic community and food web structure on the continental shelf of the Bay of Biscay (North
Eastern Atlantic) revealed by stable isotopes analysis. J. Mar. Syst. 2008, 72, 17–34. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10872-018-0484-y
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002GL015884
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-185X.2011.00208.x
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083[0703:USITET]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs12050755
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2003.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-4203(96)00021-7
https://doi.org/10.1139/y59-099
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420050525
http://www.fishbase.org
https://doi.org/10.1890/14-0235.1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26240852
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.13009
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0706.2003.12098.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-7037(84)90199-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2009.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2021.102667
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmarsys.2009.09.002
https://doi.org/10.3354/meps12045
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.es.18.110187.001453
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10533-012-9701-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr.2019.103078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmarsys.2007.05.011


Biology 2024, 13, 1041 18 of 18

56. Boyle, M.D.; Ebert, D.A.; Cailliet, G.M. Stable-isotope analysis of a deep-sea benthic-fish assemblage: Evidence of an enriched
benthic food web. J. Fish Biol. 2012, 80, 1485–1507. [CrossRef]

57. Vander Zanden, J.M.; Fetzer, W.W. Global patterns of aquatic food chain length. Oikos 2007, 116, 1378–1388. [CrossRef]
58. Kang, H.Y.; Kim, C.; Kim, D.; Lee, Y.J.; Park, H.J.; Kundu, G.K.; Bibi, R.; Jang, J.; Lee, K.H.; Kim, H.W.; et al. Identifying patterns

in the multitrophic community and food-web structure of a low-turbidity temperate estuarine bay. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10, 20448.
[CrossRef]

59. Layman, C.A.; Arrington, D.A.; Montana, C.G.; Post, D.M. Can stable isotope ratios provide for community-wide measures of
trophic structure? Ecology 2007, 88, 42–48. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

60. Rigolet, C.; Thiébaut, E.; Brind’Amour, A.; Dubois, S.F. Investigating isotopic functional indices to reveal changes in the structure
and functioning of benthic communities. Funct. Ecol. 2015, 29, 1350–1360. [CrossRef]

61. Shokri, M.; Lezzi, L.; Basset, A. The seasonal response of metabolic rate to projected climate change scenarios in aquatic
amphipods. J. Therm. Biol. 2024, 124, 103941. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Gauzens, B.; Rosenbaum, B.; Kalinkat, G.; Boy, T.; Jochum, M.; Kortsch, S.; O’Gorman, E.J.; Brose, U. Flexible foraging behaviour
increases predator vulnerability to climate change. Nat. Clim. Change 2024, 14, 387–392. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Bai, M.L.; Lin, F.S.; Lee, Y.C.; Gong, G.C.; Hsieh, C.H. Trophic structure of the pelagic food web in the East China Sea. Zool. Stud.
2015, 54, 7. [CrossRef]

64. Chen, W.Y.; Lee, M.A.; Lan, K.W.; Gong, G.C. Distributions and assemblages of larval fish in the East China Sea during the
northeasterly and southwesterly monsoon seasons of 2008. Biogeosciences 2014, 11, 547–561. [CrossRef]

65. Davis, J.M.; Rosemond, A.D.; Eggert, S.L.; Cross, W.F.; Wallace, J.B. Long-term nutrient enrichment decouples predator and prey
production. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 121–126. [CrossRef]

66. Planas, M. Was that my meal? Uncertainty from source sampling period in diet reconstruction based on stable isotopes in a
syngnathid fish. Front. Mar. Sci. 2022, 9, 982883.

67. Sporta Caputi, S.; Kabala, J.P.; Rossi, L.; Careddu, G.; Calizza, E.; Ventura, M.; Costantini, M.L. Individual diet variability shapes
the architecture of Antarctic benthic food webs. Sci. Rep. 2024, 14, 12333. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.2012.03243.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0030-1299.2007.16036.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-73628-6
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2007)88[42:CSIRPF]2.0.CO;2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17489452
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12444
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2024.103941
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/39163749
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-024-01946-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38617202
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40555-014-0089-0
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-11-547-2014
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0908497107
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-62644-5

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Sample Collection, Processing, and Stable Isotope Analysis 
	Data Analysis and Statistics 
	Trophic Niche Metrics 
	Trophic Position and Reliance Measures 

	Results 
	Spatial and Seasonal Patterns in 13C and 15N Values 
	Spatial and Seasonal Pattern in Isotopic Niche of Fish 
	Trophic Position of Fish 
	Contribution of Benthic Pathway to Fish Nutrition 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

