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Abstract: Biological invasion is now considered one of the three major environmental issues worldwide.
Freshwater fish invasion becomes more serious with globalization of the world economy. We reviewed the
current status of global freshwater fish invasions and discussed the definitions, distributions, introduction
pathways, mechanisms, ecological and economic impacts, and risk assessments of freshwater fish invasions.
Non-native fish are mainly introduced through food aquaculture (51%), as ornamental fish (21%), or for
sport fishing (12%) and fisheries (7%). The number of introduced fish has reached 624 species, doubled the
number found thirty years ago. Successful invasions may bring many negative ecological consequences, such
as predation, hybridization, structure and function alteration of local freshwater ecosystems, as well as dis-
eases transmission. However, it also brings positive biological and economic values. The number of fish in-
vasion studies has increased eight times over the last 20 years, with studies mainly focusing on biology and
the biological impact of invasive fish species. Risk assessments of freshwater fish invasions were studied
over the last 10 years, and fish invasiveness screening models have been applied in countries of five conti-
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nents. The number of non-native freshwater fish in China totaled 439. However, research papers on freshwa-
ter fish invasions in China was only 3.7% of the global total, and these researches were mainly on the distri-
bution and biology of invasive fish species, and very few studies included risk assessments. Therefore, we
suggest investigating the history, distribution, and mechanisms of invasive species at the national level,
evaluating both the positive and negative effects of freshwater fish invasions, and also reinforcing studies of

risk assessments in China.

Key words: freshwater fish invasion; food aquaculture; ornamental fish; risk assessment

A NAZAE TS MR A BRAE 3 2R Gt 45 K R D) e
E R ER, 5 AV S kI8
AEREASE TG 19 =K 17 i (Sala et al, 2000; Rahel &
Olden, 2008; Gozlan et al, 2010). Bl EERLHF—1K
R IIERA, K= MR L AR
JER DR 31 i TR K s /K R ) S R i s,
HER A AR Rk %R A BF AN IR R H AR, S e
BRIG N g AK B RN I H i M H . RN
SR NI ARSI, JF i AR KBRS 2R
R B — Ko S Hb ) o W £ S5 A7 THD 5 W (Gureviteh &
Padilla, 2004; Dextrase & Mandrak, 2006; Didham et
al, 2007; Rahel & Olden, 2008). {HLA WL K P A
BN R AETEFEBL O, NMZF 5 A
BRI G %A BEBCR, H AT Fhae R i
At BE e, AH G bR 1 VR oK i S T
PENLS, PRI L2 R A AR Pl 1 RS 6 AT PP A
(Copp et al, 2005b, 2009; Didham et al, 2005; Sagoff,
2005; Gozlan et al, 2008; Jeschke & Strayer, 2008). %}
BN P AR PR IE 2 FREE, EAFIHESZ: T
204 1 2R NAR )l D A BRI v, FHOCHE AR
SCECER T 8B  BhAh, RN T
AR TP AE AR A8 S8 AR ) e A R e SR B A A S T
b AR A X S NAR KRS VR AL 1R BIE O S
hn, o] LARER T N5E T XAk R NARZ (1 B YE AN
EHE(E2).

W EF R IIT200 T2001-2003 4,
200820105 P O NAR WA R AT 4 [V [l 1 A,
R4 ENRFES29F0, Hr a3 1R i,
2009; THEZE 2011). XiongZ%(2015)i@id kSt it
RESH RAKIRERA39M, Za it T
4 [ A s N H A G T B (B R T i %
2002; Ma et al, 2003; Xu H et al, 2012; Xue HG et al,
2006, 2012), HHABEFAALL, FEXFINR AN
WESE I EEATSRANES, AH ORIR SCHCRAN 4 B3RS
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Fig. 1 Number of global studies on freshwater fish invasion
in the world based on Web of Science
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(N AR ol (16 3 T A1 (41.2%) 2 AR 2 P (44.1%)
R T BRI E 24.2%H127.9%), k=
XoF AR i 11 A2 285 B 1 (8.8%) S U WAk (0) I AJF 7T
(Z BT BRI 26.1%H19.5%) (K2), H&
DL EL AR (2 A2 RN AR ke 8 S 1 51 kA0 45 B E AT
210

ARSLLER T A BRIR K 8 RN AR I BULR RO HF 72
B, WFEERNRIE LA NRIEEFINL
il PR R A AR S B R LA K TR e S
TR A, R T AR E 1 RN R 1B
FIT o

1 BRNRHEXKESTT

1.1 BENRHIENX
fRNRRIBARE T NRTHRAT* E
BAEDAKIEAR S, HHEE AR KT, Edefh
BREML AR BT AT B IR & AR B A L F 4R
F, B R FI AR Fh (1) K 43 16 A7 7E R HE(Davis
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Fig. 2 Fields and number of global studies in freshwater invasion during 2010-2015 (data acquired from Web of Science, by 2015.10.15)

& Thompson, 2000; Copp et al, 2005a; Gozlan et al,
2010). ARIGATEOBEL K E X, I EIE AR
— KRN N R—NRERE, N ES TR E
Xk, FFAREm, #2RAE F AN E SR K R 1A
N AR B RIETRE, [RIFEREE & A AhE] 55
Fro IR FRAALIRAE AN A SR, MR RN
{Z(Gozlan et al, 2010). [F i, th5ERRY B
(International Union for Conservation of Nature,
IUCN)FI (A2 1% 2 29) (Convention on Bio-
logical Diversity, CBD)# & NMZHIFH NI T H SR Hb
M AN RAT B BER E o
1.2 2WIRELNDH
AERAMRARIEIL 6240, LLTN R AN R R} Fif 2
N FE(Gozlan et al, 2008), CLIE 5| AHBEEFE K FR KA
Z KB IRGE I i Al 2 R A AR
Hy i K AR BRI 2, KA R 2R D
Fedhds sy, W, FEM. AR SR A R EE R
2 LPNIMRE R B Z0H EDEE (228, HE
(199Fk) HEEE (1495155, mE RIS RE 2 1
FA EFEQ35F) . BERILET (17750 B T (149F)
S5 ARINA R A 2R B I A 22 R (198F), 1R
K (18981 1K PLAN(180F1) 5% (fishbase.org). BRIt

Ak, AERAN SR 2 1 B S0 A KR (254
Filr) Ko 55 [ (224 F) (fishbase.org). BRI £ [E &bk 125
I EARA X D o T Ak A e SCRTR A 77 5
25, LA EG vt 2ds vl Re I AN 5e 58 4 S B [ 41
SKRADFP IR, QI i) f 2  H K 252 R T 10
5, SR AN R A GE T S B (957 Fh) E1 5 BRI (705
FAH 24 (Gozlan et al, 2008) (Fishbase.org). KLt %
E gt HE oA R A

2 BEANRIERMLE

2.1 BENEHIBEL

FRR K AR T 73 LT =F: (1)K
R [E IR NIR, QKRNI EANRE; 3)F—H
FAFIKRZ NG
2.1.1 KFEEHEENR

b & [ By lA] 57 5 A8 i 0 H 25 IR AL R E (1K
J&, KB B iy f 2R N AR R i, HLR7E 51 N
YL B, A H R R A Hh A 2 R G T E
Fo RIS S ] 52 2 R AR E S, ST A
RNBRIRTE, HRH R (DEHE]L
ESHPNCHE X (0 YN R AL E TN S
WPFN, F 191 28 SOFEAR M A = 51N B 2 K ms b
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FIRGAF PN EARER 0 ZE RO N BT 63, (H
s AE LA EHGEIE R T B AR BT AR, I
LA s 2 A e ze e i WO (Krupka et al, 1989).
191 22 J5 W KRN B8 (Salmo  trutta)#% 51 NE3E, &
F8 1 3 L FC A ) LA oA A £ Ao R P RN AS
L HFh, gL ERES (Petromyzon marinus) PR
W) R B (Proterorhinus marmoratus) F1 2 171 3 R j&
(Neogobius melanostomus)% =57 16 Hin], HARANE
RRZK B T AN A SR T X, TRIHE R H AR E A
B, B UM 1A HB AN N A SR AR AR (Mlls et
al, 1993). (2)ALERBIBRINFIANR » FEEHR KB
1914 20 1 5 A T 46 DR AR B R 2 1) 75 SR B A
g1 3 BRI o A5 T4 MG 3 5 3 ) 3 P 4L R fiE
(Salvelinus fontinalis)~ WL85(Oncorhynchus mykiss)-
= PER(Ameiurus nebulosus)~ /N1 B8 (Micropterus
dolomieu). KNI EREF(M. salmoides); 1.Fg%i NALSE
sl k0 Ea . O EE . K6 (Acipenser
ruthenus)~ #EE HEE(Coregonus clupeaformis); =K
PR 513k 528 EAR AL G AR, 38513k 1 AN (Ameiurus
melas)~ P35 2N (Ictalurus punctatus)F RV LL 5
fif:(Salvelinus namaycush); 1£E . JeE ., PHPEF M3
5|3t 7 g K PH A (Lepomis gibbosus) (Copp et al,
2002; Povz & Sumer, 2005). (3)F§ 3 FIRM N -
A PR G 9 R 1 4 1 A P e AR SR Lk
FIPUPES, EERMEE . BRSEER, AR
PRIRIE P, I Ok A RO R K K8, 3 B TR AR
HoFh 1 f& 5 (Caiola & Sostoa, 2005).
212 KEERBEEANR

NFEEENAMGE B 1 KRG R RN, i
BT Rl AN [FIZK &R AL RN R o ()RR K i Y
IR . 20t 2 F LSS, A [ 1) 5 £ (Crenoph-
aryngodon idella)~ i (Hypophthalmichthys molitrix)-
B (H. nobilis)y<5 SR} 1 407 51 1k B WM 2 5 Je 1.
BRI SEE 2K, 1E R T RN B £ (Carassius auratus)
FhEEHL ) R P& (Scott, 1977; Mikschi, 2002; Navodaru
etal, 2002). Z it (Pseudorasbora parva)T201H 40
60 ARBE Lt | i S5 R} £ SR 1) 5| B A AT 22 1
JE I.(Banarescu, 1964), B J& sy 52 R 25 [,
WIBHL A, B KRS E % (Bianco, 1988). [ T AL
MR A, B IR EE (Perceottus glenii)~ 1R R 55
FAR AL R W AE T304 I B X2 21 1 KM
% E (Bogutskaya & Naseka, 2002). (2)FKH 55 [ 8] 1]

AR o RUE T 2R R B R RPN B (Silurus
glanis) =~PEJEWIERST . B CUHTUR R . WESENER 5%
(Neogobius fluviatilis)~ 4% =1 I 4R B (Ponticola
gorlap)~ HRWENRFE (Babka gymnotrachelus)F ARV
fifi (Sander lucioperca), LT NAR BIVEE . B KF,
FZHA% 2 JJU/R 1 (Bianco, 1998; Copp et al, 2003;
Maitland, 2004). FrpiR pg fh iy 0 o 1 2 AL d
P (Kovaé & Siryova, 2005) . Z 5 (1) f & 1
(Grabowska, 2005) LL J& %f &F A= A= W (1) = b 1
(Ondrackova et al, 2005), | 32 AR EIRKM % E, A
FHF VR TE 1) e 12 A5 L Rl o BRI AR d5 N AR TR
1) 6. fh 2 —(Naseka et al, 2005). (3)3Z3H % [F 8] I
2o H A E P At [ 5K 51 3E K= 258 b,
P RS, WGk A EE B A OUH 2R TK
R RA N (B SR, 2000).
213 [E—ERTEXRBHNER

— LG R PO R, KRR 2, AR B
WRLELHE 2 260, T, IR PRI S
JR A, R o]k 2 R — B KA FK R, TEBRA
2o G052 AT T E M 22 7R T I 55 B M A
(Gymnocephalus cernua)FIUSE(Rutilus rutilus)ILE.
BRI 5 N %7K R (Davies et al, 2004); LI T 0
(Hucho hucho) 5 7= T = HI2 26, J5 BUF MR
PP RS LR TR A [ A R KK IR, & AR
(Copp et al, 2005a). Jii 7347 T3 B 7 & L ik 75 ] (1)
fieg £ DRI 44 75 SR A 51 g BN K, B AR
2R & HIX (Crossman, 1991). 1 [E Bl 7K 7= 78 5H 75 5K
AT T REAF X I 0 1) 51 R, a0 DAL 5]
HE, BLTT AT T W 98 18 0 s 1 T (Perca fluvi-
atilis); MW" T 78 I WAL SEHL I N B 5 R
AR A HT AR £ (Neosalanx taihuensis) MR 5.
A SE34FR AR R (AU AR, 2000).
22 BEANREE

5EWA RN RIETEAR, BENEZKE
A A B g Pl el A 5 M TG RN B
COA B4 R, 2R3 Eh@ /K7 FRE(51%)
F O (21%) PR INTEEY (12%) k3 5 32
(7%)55 2 Fhi& 12 I N 12 (Gozlan et al, 2010), F£Xf
A A PR O™ F A, L R T Ty
A% L FP R (¥ K 44(Gurevitch & Padilla, 2004; Gozlan
et al, 2008).

(V)K= FRE . HbRFH T HACERN . & A
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XFIREE U RS, 7 9I NB & E AR TR
BeL M, FRBE I AR T R AN R IR IE A TR,
% At AR St R & T X R NAR T 2o GiThR I,
K77 FRTE B Akt S H R HAAE R, IR KK
77 5% BE R A 44 R0 T B 58 E(60.5%) BN REE
(9.9%) BRF(5.4%) IR VEI(5.4%) duindy E
(4.0%), IR LE[E 5 [ A1k 2840 A7 T i 5 AT
G, 43199, 228, 149, 107, 132F0, LA %
[ FESUE 1 7K 7™ FR T N Hh K S NAR 1) £ B s AR
Z—(Ff=x1).

QM FEHY . RPN SR 22 B 2 K& IR 7
W BN, R 3RS B S L Y SR T R
SEAIPE i FRE, AEFR TR IR b MR T B Ak
B N1Z(Keller & Lodge, 2007), nflli(Carassius au-
ratus auratus) FEPNFR M, G55,

Q)RS . Cambray (2003)f5H, EHTR
2 F B N AR SR AR A 22 FEVE T R )
JRERl 22—, A 45 R 2% [ A = 44 b A6 2 2
25012 BR T, fiE e, g S5 AP R M SIS R Yt FE R AN
R R SR I AW, I B O 2 A2 B R % [
(Gozlan et al, 2008). 15 1) ff F 22 3& B RN,
8 01 5% R == SR} £ Fh i FH T B BEA 1 (Esox Tucius)
1) . 1H (Caffrey et al, 2008).

(AL BT IS5 WIS 2 i Ak
KL FHAN, Hh a7 A K
FI TR BUE RN G FRE MR N5
(Bax et al, 2001). KK KLI25% I RIK KK A
A e T A G ZKE N 2 B K I R AR
(Gollasch, 2007). 3 E T AWHIHLX 27 EAZY)
T 22 HBIX 22—, it -G R AN jE i 2 38
I AR A A N 31 K X I T B R
{5 Bl N\ % (Wonham et al, 2000).

(5)FuAth o FE o> VAl 51 2k AT A AE S R G
rh R R A A, A5 B i gt A [ 5] A
THRVE; VR 0 4 {6 38 51 45 ) 7K A R A R
ZX(Ciruna et al, 2004), FLEARNRIEE K EHA
S B S A R VIAR DG o R A0 D9 3 B TR0t
FECRIEZ —, REHRAEKHAZ, RAMNK™
T3 37 5O B4 A0 T 3 Wy S0 1, 7 A A 7K 380 AT T
Ao TR G T B il 2 X6 RO M R T 2 R
HA R Z UM IR 25 dh, HlcA s 25 4m 2k
T 5 BEU5URN 2 7K A AR A A BT R, DR R

AR i 0 B A TG B BEAT B2 4R R ARG E . 5
Ab, 2012 S04EAR LR, FREBUM IR 1 W ki &
I PR M FE RO, % B AT 43 e AR AR TR0 AR
FEYEIRCR . o, AR SO B AR B KR
AEMZ PR LS, 2012); “AF= MU B RN
S ITIREA R i v B, JBOR IR K R
FEAE. B, OfE, 61, f5, 6 6H, 68, G055
FRHEH WA, BN IE B 2R N AR 1) 3 ] (O 4
S A SF 5, 2008).

g LR, mRNRKZ i NG B B ]
iR
2.3 BEWINNRHIHLE
231 ANREENEVFHFE

B D) N AR B 2K A AR R BT & B
(ArbaClauskas et al, 2013). 2 %i& B 1% (Reid &
Orlova, 2002; Giery et al, 2015). %%H /1(Grabowska,
2005) 1354+ /3(MacNeil & Prenter, 2000). (1) $5i&
82770 GINHBEF AR IAEEAS—5E Je MR B e I AR 45,
BT N AR B B AR AR AT 3 £k 25 5 AR A7 1 2R
Bio et ROt 7R 5 R sh i AR g, AR
I IR B I . (Gambusia holbrooki) v LATE40°C )4
B e A7, AT PLZEOC Ry AR BBk &, 38 m] DLAE ™
VT G i) K AR S ARV S IR 5% A 2R AF (Rees, 1945
Staub et al, 2004). (2)FRALES 1. NRYIFIFIA
WA AE S AH [R] FR)F 35 F J INF H RT 3 L A [ )
RAGE R, AR HEPE it n] 7R [R] — PR % 7
R A FE B EFIES AR, AT AE S H X
SR B A S 5 (Giery et al, 2015). (3)%FE
e NG RRAVETE S, RIA OFE .
F A0 R D A e PR R R L B A 0 A U I
(Grabowska, 2005). (4)3% 4+ /7. ArbaClauskas %
(2013)iE 3L RN R AW R BAL 2238 N ) 5 2R
SIVEAHDRG, Ak 50 b 1 i PR £ 28 5. 2% B 5iR ) 58
H, NMRAEEFE RS R . NMRYFENR
MU 5E b AR, ACHUR AR AR AR E 2B 2T I A
B, M5 BOUR H R = 2UR R B (Bergstrom &
Mensinger, 2009).
232 N{RHbEI4E ASHHE

RPN 5 N L) A=) 2 e vE A AR
BB RABEYIR R BRPRINNREE K AAE
EMZFEAR . ARG AT X, AR
% 1 i DXOMTAG 38 T R DR 0 AR R B A A



6

WSS BOKRNAZRR I A . NZi@AR DL 55 2R 677

AL AR, NRME S I AN IR (Reid & Orlova,
2002)0 I NAZ B SATAE AN | N AR I 25 SR AR
A7 (Pettitt-Wade & Heath, 2015). N AZFAI A fh
B A] BETEAE S ALY 2 AN4E Z (dimensions of niche) &
A A, HHIEE(2015)38 i [ A7 K 120 T 3 A
P 2D IFAN TN — Y R AE S AL
24 FKESENREES5IRK

FEAE AT Bk a2 s MR 2K EZR, B
A AR IEILA39F, )8 T 22 H6TRI256)8, 144K
B 2 kG EdE(E R T AR 2%, 2002; Ma
et al, 2003; Xu H et al, 2012; Xu HG et al, 2006,
2012; JiJ7¥h, 2009). a2 B0 H b
EH (1695 g H (65Fh). &5 H (61Fk). il
H 49H), C 4 E NIR KK 2K I 53 5
(Xiong et al, 2015).

20004E 2 R, K7 IR N EH A RNAZ 1 E
JEATRI(T1RE, 78.02%), A REEGE #2210 fE 7K
FEIRTEERHIMLIX, 1)K HERE L TV AR
A, R R Z MY EY P AR (Tilapia
nilotica), Bt i X filil £ DY Fh 63 6 (4 2 Wy 43
Acipenser gueldenstaedti, Vi{AR43A. baerii,
8% Huso huso, RLWIES Polyodon spathula). 2000%F
PG, W54 il R T 47 75 5K 5 51 1 BSOS 0 ok 2 328
BB R NAZ B — KR R (347 F, 79.04%)
(Xiong et al, 2015) K H A RN TR, BUM B
KL E b FE HARMERORSCHF, B 7 VU5 H7aE.
THE. NWEESEDHIX, WEFE T A4 E
KX, JoF IR B, TN RIR T, 8
Pl T IR BN ATUE AR -

3 AN Ah 51 3t 1) 28 5% 0 28 BRI TR 36
I(A56FF, 35.54%). JEI(101FH, 23.01%). JEMM (94
B, 21.41%)F0d6 P (52F, 11.85%)(Xiong et al,
2015). FoAr, AARDH. BirE. RESHX ST 2
S AR, R 7 AR E T K RNR, W5k
XNF AT zilli). JeP % A, ALY JE
(Sarotherodon galilaeus)5s; W5 19594 th 5 5|
BER P EALT7, A E AL 7RI R K K %
E AT EE; S2[E 4 fa (Sciaenops ocellata) )7 7y 4 T
5 [ AR e o AN SR V0 BV A, H AT S 5N B4R
HEELZA X TR, TERNR (BT, 2002). BT
ME SR Gl TE A, E A AR K R TR 5]
ANWHF 2, Bl kA FE & YRR A

i (Mylopharyngodon piceus)~ .t fi. fiff, 20120
QOFARAE 4 [ 4 MR fa Bl .95 . AR (Carassius
gibelio)~ WAL (Spinibarbus sinesis) 5 (F 0 7R,
2000).

W AN R R 2 7K R F A = A5
R IR YA < BT BRI A . 1RSI . A
IRFEHITAE . H20MH ZL60FEAR IR, mrE%FEAT
R TV RS WL EE S NS SRFP3AFY, G
RTE AR AR, Rt 2 A A, AR pg B Y
RF AP 5N B = B AT SR Aha s, &
VIR R SE 4, 3G R T AR PP B 1 2 RRD,
7 B il (Xenocypris yunnanensis)~ Kk (Cyprinus
pellegrini)~ 24§ 1 (Schizothorax spp.) 5 (=R F= A1
7k, 2002; & B5E, 2007). MBURFHHA 5IZI 1 17
J¥ T8 PRV B L T BT W e W) R (Aspiorhynchus
laticeps) ] K 246 (ZFHR F M fif#%, 2002).

3 BRI

3.1 ESEMm

NAR 8 28— MO0 A Hb AR 2 R G0 FAS b b 2 2
PLR A S i & (Brown & Moyle, 1991;
McIntosh & Townsend, 1995; Kitchell et al, 1997;
Yonekura et al, 2007). Ff (] 3¢ 4+ (Gurevitch et al,
1992; Simon et al, 2004; Zimmerman & Vondracek,
2006). #%3Z(Scribner et al, 2000; Costedoat et al,
2005; D’Amato et al, 2007). i 2 (Brown &
Moyle, 1991, 1997; Kitchell et al, 1997; McDowall,
2006)F15 955 4% 4% (Gaughan, 2001; Gozlan et al, 2005,
2006)%%

(O . MR AREH BT, £
RER NI L th, (FHMEEEZ ).
359 M & f(Ptychocheilus  grandis)i il 3% B M A<
Hu gl PR R P (Brown & Moyle, 1991); ¥
AW Fi(Lates niloticus){EAEIM Victorialtd I N1Z T
FIA 1 T 11 BB (1) K 29980 /D (Kitehell et al, 1997). —
oy A B PR B, O T R A AR
S, MR RS T AR A 5.

QMBI TESr o R 16 I 45 K AT D BE ) 2R
PAAN, ANARIE 838 5 5 BUAR 35 A7 5238 5 4 Fh [1)
(interspecific) I 5e 4. Ehundb 38 F WA HLIX I Fh N
RUR G (= BESRVIUR T . 2R BT IE R )X b 38 /N Y
7K A5 (darter) FH 2 (loach) 25 JiE G £ S Folt B 3¢5 il
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TR (PR, T2 R B R AR B ) mT A
(niche plasticity)7E N\ {2 6 FEI AR B2 FiE g = B )5
IR 5% (Pettitt-Wade & Heath, 2015). Caiolaf1Sostoa
(2005) I 72 B IR B dsc o AR AR LU RN = 5 )5
52 Hi B M H N Y £ 28 (B BRI T b 6
Aphanius iberus, V9Pt # Valencia hispanica)ss 5+
WS HURN W), 38 A 7 A fa AP E T R B
T AR R Bt FEANE R 2 A
FKIOE S gy £, i AN Hb R RR R 4L 2T BT [F
(Goodsell & Kats, 1999). AHITPIFI7E R — N2 I F2
AT BEXT AR A A AN [R] R 20 . A Blanchet
(2007)38 i S 56 % AN EF SRS BG BT 7T 1 S I AL s fi A
TS0 A (R g B0 P A S i, 3 BRI B AT Ao
DR S B 1 A T, T S I A1 AR I 0 X B
ey e ] A A7 B A R AL TR 2

GINRF G A ) 2828 o NZ AP AP
FANE AT RSB — P, BT S EPHRF AL
ZFEMER T % (Allendorf et al, 2004; D’ Amato et al,
2007). LLanBR S A (Carpio carpio) 4258
T80T R ) R R A By YRR B SR T (Smartt,
2007). WA FER ARSI A—E B2 M 2
FEM, W ANRBZFEEHP —MX&EKOM
(Chondrostoma nasus) 1% E A 5 8% 1 £ (C.
toxostoma) &3 JL N HAL CETE R T A2 € I F
B, R WAER—KKERFTEAMHELE
(Costedoat et al, 2005).

(DB HAEIR . NZPFHRES 8 B A A
RV SEAE, A7k AR R A B i S R R AL
B, MR RS EK Y S R0 R0 (Brown &
Moyle, 1991; Power, 1992; McDowall, 2006). ffF} £
EWNRIEEI S A 2Bk, ARV SEES
IR, GnKAREYD . R AR AN B
MEZND AP B B B 0ak b, 4Rk . A &=
VRTS8 Z M BEA 2 S A0 AR AR, SRR ERT
VTUE(Khan et al, 2003; Koehn, 2004; Miller & Crowl,
2006) . 15 G £ s 77 58 F AN A9 NAR & B 1 A3
ABRGIR, RN EESECT 77 9P E
I35 AL AS b o [BH 0] 8. (Totichthys  phlegethontis)
FREEECE N B (Ayala et al, 2007) . A 5 bR 55 1) 24
AR T HARE AR IR -

)Tt Hk . PRIK ™ 7758 7 3K 51 2E 1 2 R ik
2 S P AL FE(Blane, 1997; Gozlan et al, 2006,

2008). FMRFME Ao AR IR, K AL 45 A
b, T A KA AL A B Pk, K
PR SRR G 3 S5O i Aol b 3 250N B (Gaughan, 2001
Gozlan et al, 2005), W1z HEH T201H LL60EA 15
ANZ 5 JE I B A WO X, A7 1)
1K Sphaerothecum destruens %F /& 1 9) Fi /)N 715 1 1
(Leucaspius delineates)i& {6, FE 1ML
REHE Bl N W /G (Gozlan et al, 2005, 2008). £ L5
ok 0o A i AR A b AR 28 P B A I 2248 1) S i A
G I, BRI AR 22 B AR Aias 55 i) e g 22 4613k
AR FT. Flhn, YEPHER 9% 76 Fr A 51 At
A R K AR RE AR SRR, I m i L A
A AR NGNS 2 3 AR A AR ) 1] /.
an, AT E AR (Ergasilus spp.) i 128 5] i3
By NTEE, Xof A b A oo ist Jf 5

3.2 HRBFFM

FERT FENAZ A R LS TR R, fh2
LUF M A ] B X [ — NMZ I AR RPN A
PRIV £0) 1 P52 AN [R) 45 31 78 4 AH O 45 2R

(D) PS40 . Pimentel 25 (2005) i HF 5t 45 B 22
B, 36 BRI N1 0 2808 i) BLER 4R U 012K 54
fe.3670, HAie AaFE NZYIM VG B 2% F Je A Hh
PRI S . 57 na i Tl e, NIRRT
A 22 AR S B G T, R TR BRI
f¥1 € 2% K 21 292,000 /3 35 7C /2 4 (Lovell & Stone,
2006). T KMV ZE 514 (the Great Lakes Fishery
Commission, GLFC)[A| - #8 5 Fih #5015 21|42 ) —
PG TR FIR ERI ST RE, R MR R T A
2N, § BB KK L2 5K (Adair &
Sullivan, 2014). X R NZYIF— B K E R E
TR AR MEAR R, JF HyaEqE 2 K.

() IE TR o AR 228 FEAAN SE NG B 7 A
AR fa FH A AL 25 m, M 7 H TR
7 R 1 IR TH 28 55 3808, T N AR A o i A 1) R IR 2%
R B ARG LR BAE D) BE(Gozlan et al,
2008). 40 = 3C L AE 5 B R ) 77 & S S R
1130%, HZHt+ 70 N3t 1 kil & (lizuka &
Katz, 2015). 3 EH4F H AR A 2850 Rk 1 B2
690103 T Tt Wi Frd e, 638 TR
X AL G i 40123 T, BARME 175,000 AR
M2 (FAO).

DL b 3R B PR A 2 2 50 7 SR P AR ) R )
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FhASREE G, FRATLA N IE S P 77 T V8 SE A PPAf A
1RGN RIS, SR AP VaE F RN R
H1777%(Gozlan et al, 2008).

4 BRNRHEIRFIR

4.1 Efr&ENRHERFT
4.1.1 ANREBHADFERZEN

TH: 55 B Dy 7 M A R0 A A RN AR AE
WIIAEYINR, MOL T IR Z BURAMARBURILEY, Jf
H5E T AHRIESE . ant 5 E AR ORI IR B B AR IR
M % K 2 (the Invasive Species Specialist Group,
ISSG) & 1 ST RIE AN NAR 1 L A7 1784 [ 3k
[FZE 1) CEMZREEAZ)) I & EEE 5] A4
SR, JF PR AR AR R BRI 2R T-20074F
I K IR T I R A R A 5] BELSE, T
TR IK 7= H0 SR RS 7 A F5M 1] B2 (European
Non-native Species in Aquaculture Risk Analysis
Scheme, ENSARS)RFUMIA R 3¢ T1990%
i 3 1) SRSk A T WA 1997 4% ) 725 % (the Nonindi-
genous Aquatic Nuisance Prevention and Control Act)
PR AR S BEMO A S R R, — BRI
Fpik B — g BIAESMATaH, MEMHLARSE
Yykh, IE 25 E 51 N (https://www.fws.gov/laws/law-
sdigest/NONINDIL.HTML),
412 FUNTREMRR

M4 A AR o 7 oK, IR K838 5] F A T
Yo, H—BHIEMAR, PP 4 IR BEAE 9 K,
DR, i) 5 4 3R AL 1R A8 BRI [75 AL o 9 8 2
(Gozlan et al, 2008, 2010). 12K NIZ P2 2 I
HEMS, & EEERB PN AN ERE, R2
PP A R B/b 846 53 AT (Stohlgren et al, 2006). JT4F
KBEAE 2 MEA DT TR R, NRIVERMTEG
ARG AT E PLEX SR MNAR AT T %
WA RPN AR 4 (Copp et al, 2005a, b, 2009). H
A BT 52 77 25 WK olar A Lodge(2002) 42 H i) 43 2 1]
J## (classification and regression tree, CART), 1%1F
PR REZREHIE T ANRF I A ESFHAE, X TR
W AR ER S VRO S ERNE
T3 BedE AT 0 B, I AR SR AR AS [F] B BAS [F)RE
AE R ) ) 2R G T Ah ok 8 2K AT RETE BN fE 3 59
— Mt 25 N2 PEA T A FISK (The Fish Invasiveness
Screening Kit)FIFISK v2 8 T4 th 5 2% [ AT [X

72 S A (Copp, 2013; Copp et al, 2005b, 2009;
Onikura et al, 2011; Almeida et al, 2013; Lawson et al,
2013; Vilizzi & Copp, 2013), % T HAEEC AR Wb
PR RIS B 2R NARTE SN, 456 RIS, 8
XSRS . AL RR . R, B Ay e
JIor A SN I FHE, A8 AT 1E A
FENR 575 I B bR (Copp et al, 2005a, b). H1T
AN [A) [ SR X g FRIEAN[E], FISKRG 22 7E %
X R Ja N, BT BT 43 e S4B AN [R] (Copp et
al, 2005b; Almeida et al, 2013; Puntila et al, 2013;
Tarkan et al, 2014).
42 HRESXNREIEFFIRG

AR, LEC R ZIRBEMNR I G,
AN B FE MR LR B KA
SREEZ A AL TE AR BT, BE T
AR SR BRERERL, fn (b e N R LA [ it
HBEAE YA « (b N RGIE AN b ) 45
PB4 5 7E 2003 4F F120104F 26 5 R AT T N AZFh
T SRR RIEHE IS RN 5 T X KA Y
e, AL EANE ZCOL R E T NAR AR E TR
Fo SRR =R NAR A B 5 2 BIF 78 T 24T
Xf 5 ANV AR SR Bl AR, 0 HLAE K (Spartina
alterniflora). W0y H (Brontispa longissima)~ &
Fd(Hyphantria cunea)?s (¥¥i 5455, 2012), N1
KT HEMME, FTREGE D EHERE—
RIE2003 X AR B NBRIE TS, BUFHLT
4 [V MR R, (R RFRE R IR A L 1T
PN FELT], RN 1 S B RA
g, DR AR T a4 SO T 6 S £ T
bR 7B RSN, AR e [ bR R HNR
R T %, Je® B AR NI E B 7 K AR
Fifr, o FERE A7 e BRYL AP I ST T AIT ) 1 <R AR R
HabTR%, WS 7 REFRISRIGROCR, H AR Wt
FoAt [F) /KR H I #1 J0E G H (Ma et al, 2014). A
T AR RN 27 245 i B A RV, X AR 1 5%
Wi PP A A 455 56 3

MNZ RS TEAN 2R G Re R 2 & BT AN
2. XTI, JECAHHKHF: WM~ S
X (2007) LA H ALK B NAZ KBS VPAN A ST 1 JE ]
iy X AP SRAE Y NAR KUG VRN AR 2R S 0792, T AR
(2006)Z5 & AP RMIFP ORI . 5l dt@te. VA
FRHELL S SE FR 2 R, 2t T ET3ANE R
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17N e b5 Z AR A RS A R &, SRR E
ZE(2006)EE AL T KA S AN R FIME B AR, A
TR 5| GRS R AL R A A RS K
W, VIBHIE T KA SR RN AR XS DA
FOFEA; D PESE(2009) 5L T AN RUEEED R NAR X
B fliiR & . LA BB 2 DA IR RN 7
X 38 P 1S R ARV TR T, B 2 B FOIR R I IE
Mo AR NRZIFM R R FCIR D, AU 5 8%
QOINWWIP M | —BaESA—Fdabr. 121024
BhR 440 = AR PR G K R NAR R B A DAl
fabriE R

FH O] DL, 3 T SK 7 >R i 28 (10 /5 3 R 93 9 3 it
A, EER S S 2T s BN
2 7] BB 2 55 (2012)48 H, FRE XKD N2 (1)
BiisfrfE AR S ATHE AL E R R G 54T BUX 35k
SR I B, BRI AL T A e . B SR
B0, DAAT X RTT A AR 2 2R G0 SR ) e AH 2 2451
EHANSRYIFR . XMWY T RN AN G B
AL EAES, BHAE TR . S
EZ A ININEE

5 RE

BEE S RT IR IE, AN REFESmA
KINEL Y AL (Davis, 2010). BEAERE 54
AL ZA(FAO)FE 20144 Al o i H - A BRIl ™
HAE L MIS0LERH 756, MERNEMMEEK
HH3.2%, HHIRE Rt E R K R
B ARRIRIE R A160%, A& X 4Bk 5 Bk 1)
I ZX(FAO, 2014). I A7KF=FRIE IR K RN K
I B IRAR(51%), R P ] 18 I 7™ 251 vk K 2R
NAR RS o SR 1T [ 7E 3% 7K F. 28 NAR 7 THI R 52 3
BREAN 5 2 BKI13.7%, IF B 5Bk b, FRIE Mo
BRIk ENR T HIEE, R E
AR T I BE B8 NAR BRI AT, ) A O | R RE R,
BlREpfa N . FRATE BRI T L, &5
&b E A8 SR IR SRR, S Ak 2 NI
T HE LR LA

()T & 4 EVE 0 A SIS 2 e Sr B e, 5k
DR ILE, BB 50 mIR. H
FRZHMBENRH NN PG, HAaBNEE
W DA R B AR K RO A BAL, FRATE DL (a) T
GRS E AN AR Rk KPS TIA

B AT R A, HATES A, B HLIX 1 4 E P
(b) B AT I LA S LR T NS AC T 2 A7 [ AR,
LA B SRRSO AT i A 2, R AN R R
AL SN, TR ER AR HIK R L (o)fE
TAA 7 S B AR P 1€ X, A4 T A
O KOV R, IR A A R O, B85 VR4
AT BAIE AR AR (d) BRI IR B SO B il A
KA RNRI) T Z@ AR, NN IR TR 5%
PF LR ST S K A B R BT R A, X 5 Rk
NZHIEE MU HESRICEZ )5, M
BEAT AR AT, RAESSREENR 1 H 55T
FCXSRANIRY, it — DR A B K .

QWA T RNRRIPLFI R . 47785
TR IENR RN AISZ 0, 4 B R B b
MPIEEINIZ o« BATEB LU JLAT5 T 0T
T (4 AR E AR, HREFNREET
T2 EVR PR DB 703, A58 O R0 A AE AR AL
Hl, GG mINR AR, AT B AR P S,
H A3 SR A8 A 5 ONAR P 3l R AT LR (b) s o
NAR BRI R A e, W L8 SR BTN
1R PR L DR 20, 3 35 R A K P e 1 2 N AR L 1
(c) R LA — PRt gt T Xt R 705 2, BUKRAE
LB RGNAL, GE BT HEE. Bk, K
AKEY) . BERTEZ MUK ALY RAE R NARIESD
IR AR AL, VRO R NAR KT A KA S R
Graite . DhRE KX RERIRBIAIFEN; (IS 2111
AT I, e AT Zodha 2 M SR AR 02
A RAL BT, R FE R NGB
o= R o

G)hnaR N E B L USRI BB
R— B RAMTIIMRER, HiFsin e sk, Kt
ROINKTNE R G RIRT T, LAl e Al
RAFBHE MRS, InsaARRg JAe, @G B NE
B, SR A ARPIEAMRF I RR . RATEIL: (a)
ARE K R BT A MY 1T AS B [ I 47 B Aok
TR NREH, TR A ORI BT T T
FRNRBIA AT, AZEE TR0 SN AR ™ 5 17K
SRAEAT A, X H AT E R AR AN ™ EAE i A
12 RV ) KRBt AT 7 1R A, DL B SRRSO B 58
FIHERSE, FELFERRET R, O)BEIA
A SR, DB SRRSO B A AR LSRR
RS RS, 2R VA 5 S8 RO T AT R
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KEBNRMAT RIS, REE ST DM, A
NP AR ER AT PR AR (o) ™A Rk 7=
FRFAFIWL O R A SR 51 3, K Ty A EEN
1240 21 B AR B R BN BIAH S5 1T AHLAG ) T AR
THRIRTRE S, (ESLAFF . AT Tk,
GRSk ERE R ARG, SLBIBUR . BHIF AL
T VALY 55 2 AN 2 5 RS 3L =, AT B8 47 3 53
BT 2R NAR I AR AL, 6 N AR 35 Bl kAT S (1)
AR ()RRl &AL, AR )
FE, XoF [ M AR v 2, 0 KRR S B R
BT RIS SR B, EB BEAT B S, JHAE
W LB XS 3RS 2, W ST B S AR R
Fts ) g7 SRR, B RNRBe TRk .

(MR . £ )R E B AT ERGR, B
BRI G, WATEUG (a)In s BseR B B 7T,
il 5 B2 R P SR B IR SR AR A, SO T VA RO
INETHEAT 78 50 50 WA, T8 S O R B S A R A
TERGR 225 « 1B AE RIS G AR A B2, (b)BET
TG RO AL, R RO BRSO S B,
o IR AN A TR N I B B AR 0 2 AT K 3
AIPEAt o

Bust: AR EHFRKREEMTRITKSD
B R TR ST IR A b R Ak K A 54K 8
AL AL TAR 69 3 4%, Rl B AHUE ZRRIR K
xR A4 89 B R B
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Farmed food fish production by top 15 producers in 2012 (data acquired from FAO)
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Appendix 1 Farmed food fish production by top 15 producers in 2012 (data acquired from FAO)

% Producer

#2593 E Finfish (t)

DA Bl £ SR AE S

I S ASE

Number of non-native

oK Tk Inland aquaculture share in

Inland aquaculture Mariculture world total (percentage) fish
F[E China 23,341,134 1,028,399 60.5 199
ENfE India 3,812,420 84,164 9.9 228
R Viet Nam 2,091,200 51,000 5.4 149
E1E JEPH V. Indonesia 2,097,407 582,077 5.4 107
Nz E Bangladesh 1,525,672 63,220 4.0 132
W, Norway 85 1,319,033 0.0 35
Z&E Thailand 380,986 19,994 1.0 101
BH| Chile 59,527 758,587 0.2 64
K Egypt 1,016,629 2.6 190
2 ) Myanmar 822,589 1,868 2.1 18
JEH 5 Philippines 310,042 361,722 0.8 127
7 Brazil 611,343 1.6 235
HA Japan 33,957 250,472 0.1 51
Hi[E Republic of Korea 14,099 76,307 0.0 47
Z[E United States of America 185,598 21,169 0.5 224
AI15ANEZ &1t Top 15 subtotal 36,302,688 4,618,012 94.1
A FHAEZR Restofthe world 2,296,562 933,893 5.9
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