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Table 1 Analysis of food composition of Ophiocephalus argus

Cantor in 19587 and 1988 (unit: fish-body; shrimp-times of appearing)
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Table 2 Feeding intensity of O. argus
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A PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS FOR ECOLOGIC POSITION OF
OPHIOCEPHALUS ARGU S IN EXPLOITING HUAYUAN
LAKE FISHERY

Liu Ensheng
{ Anhuai Agricultural Colleg:, Hefei 280031)
Zheng Yulin and Jiang He
{Institute of Aquatic producis, Anhuai dcademy of Agriculiural Sciences, Hefei 230036)

ABSTRACT In the production of lake fishery Ophiocephalus argus Cantor is
generally eliminated as a kind of harmful fish, because it feeds on fishes, After
fishing products of Huayuan lake have been investigated, the population strueture
and the food composition of 0. argus have been analysed. It is considered that the
fish may be reserved as a kind of specially utilizable fish for native people under
present ecologic conditions of Huayuan lake, because it ig not much harmful to
other commercial fishes in the lake and can also restrain masgs reproducing of
small wild fishes which are main food of 0. argus,

KEYWORDS Huayuan Lake, Ophiocephalus argus, ecologic posiiion, population
structure, food composition



