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Abstract _

The growth experiments of five fishes, common Japanese conger (Astroconger myriaster), Bartail flat-

head ( Platycephalus wndicus ),

Black porgy ( Sparus macrocephalus ), spotbelly rockfish ( Sebastes

pachycephalus) and banded dogfish (Triakis scyllium), were carried out. It was concluded that the ecological
growth efficiency of these fishes, feeding Diopatra neapolitana, Loligo beka and so on, were between 3. 8-
33.6%, and 16. 0% in average. The mean relative daily food consumption fluctuated between 1. 6-11.
5%. In addition, food coefficients, mean daily food consumption and mean daily increment of body weight

were discussed in this paper.
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