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FelA EFE T 22 AR E E-8317] $1% Aldo] Eof Zel ulet ke A71E A AT (grid)el U]
8171 g3 s Aol 3e dolo] AEFA o] Eo] v =z it vjdE AYA 0| E A HE == FA71FH(EMFs,
Electromagnetic Fields)y> 3l|9F&H70| A EAl=l 11 M2)5h= ookt A 50) A +A17|3H(GMF, Geomagnetic Field)yS ©]
£-3 o] 5 (migration), o] B4 T2 el TS v A0 SH) AT AEe| g FAF QA A=)
(EMFs)9] 3] digt Hrhe obF] nl &gk Zlo] Aol sj%ehd Bl A& dist TS sk B2 5 e
FstA 7)Nlo] B3 AdsellA % AR LA, oW S 3 A2 A G FH, Y FAGIA T @A
A Alolef|x1 8] Fidte]] tist BEHIARE FIetAL Yot & AT elxE siA e mlifE Al BN HEEE AP
Z(EMFs)°ll AA7PHEMFs)el] =25 dF 2ol tie 28 &8 fada ddsiel £82 A =3 4
3tk A7 ZHEMFs)S] 98-S B7He 2 AEo] TEsE AR S A8k QA gster, Red A
55 S8 QISS ERIEISInh FF YA 9 AR v|A & AR EMFs)S] FTE AFH B71517] 9
§t vhekst 5k 7)ike] Q3gr} 71 Eol ANEE ofof Fitt.

Abstract — Electromagnetic fields (EMFs) emitted from subsea electricity cables have been becoming a common
feature of the marine environment with the expansion of marine renewable energy developments, especially off-
shore wind farm. And then a considerable length of electricity cable is being buried in the seabed to connect to the
grid. EMFs emitted from subsea electricity cables are expected to affect activities such as migration and food
search of various marine organisms using the geomagnetic field (GMF). Yet there are very few assessments of poten-
tial EMFs effects on the biology of marine organisms. The uncertainty is concerning for stakeholders, such as fish-
ers, developer and government, who are dependent upon the predictability of marine organisms. This paper aimed
to critically review the available literature on EMFs to conclude if marine organisms are at a significant biological
risk of exposure with electricity subsea cables. In this study, the relevant literature was reviewed and summarized
on the significant biological risks to marine organisms that come into exposure with EMFs emitted from electricity
subsea cables. It was confirmed that many studies evaluating the effects of EMFs did not use standardized test
methods and produced conflicting results. In the future, effect assessment based on scientific grounds should be
developed to accurately evaluate the EMFs on the organisms in the marine environment and itself.

Keywords: Electromagnetic fields(?1 27] %), Offshore wind farm(3] 4% 2 ¥t ©]), Electricity subsea cables
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1.1 SHAHES WXl UAE SHAHQ0I0| B}t

AA AU A] Folx 7 A A oluR| Aoz Frpke
o, A AFE dsEe] g Fukdo] A2 sk, 53] A
Qle]| iR s AU E ZAE 2YEH T St $4F
g2 d3E YT vlaste] BAgR o] 24 9 ubdS 9% 84
Z7o] 7IGZ S YAZL A= 3, 24 Aol FHEH F
Aol 91go] 2hggte]| whet Qx| BEs} Bol3kA] oot AriF o
2 HEE TR o] ASETHKim ef al.[2009]; Maeng
et al[2013])). VEF S ST nlwste] FoiFow A F
%, 52 U0 88, s 9X 249 8014 5 AE &80 %
5%t 210 % Bk 31 Qlct. ol @ ol fE AN IdwE AR F
ANA A9 SoflN FF Fehibd Holo] FH0 2 27 AL AY
ojc}. SRt siVEE S Aol A F3% AAA =l 23
o] B o2 pde] W FFEAS] HA 9 A HALF] 9] 11
84 Tl disiiE 3§ SidAS Ak A= X3t

3PAR Y ARGl ATF-2d3te] T8 Q210 F X EEHA
AR dF JEEE So17] 3 AR 2Hdel] B4
o] JFH 1, FME oA B P AgE AFsta 3
Th(Jointly with related ministries[2020]). F&-& AAjAdefl=] &
d 7l& T 715 E SRS A0 ke, Ad 104 F<
B3] At gl 53] el FE3hs Y, vk, 24 4
AEAE § bRt ouA] Al Feld F8L 78 dEshs o
A A Z HFAA A3 FHD Yt

FEHEA AX vl eUAE A7) B 71414 dvzE ¥
gap7] Sl3l e ARSI BRI £ 3] U5, HY
BHo|=7} 3AE B8 Ak 93 U F59 AAF g5
o} FEUA A9 =Yl BHol= A vRE = A5 2
Fol FAl 71 Bel =951 e #74 EAlelct. FHES 3
Aoz dlsh: £8L 37198 287 71A4A £&02 T4
g} 37198 £52 FV1E 7IZAIZE BNl Edo| =R E
s, BlRle] 7], F5 9 Bl = ST e ¥,
ME O FHrE 7R B &80l 71AF &5 Yl Y]
9] 710], F37] 9 §& 2R E LAY, Apdo] FE3] H
o] QA k& FHEM N TR 1 Az A2 AR & A=
it} o] o= wha S 98k Ejul Eeo|=e) 3 B A A
H)gl A8 873 AT v cMITERE LR /)Y
A, &5, A1 33, A9 AolBelA Bshs AR %t
AE a3, A7) 70l o B4 w9 FAF 71F #E T
€ F 3k ol ol fE SAdelM o] FHEAo] 87 BAls} &

F0 F8A 59 BAIZ Aslo sokellxe] FEdAcs @
Aol FAZIAL Ao}, Selxe] TR} vl wsle] sl
TEHEA £ A0 dig IS FAE F 9o oFF A
Teto 2 ute]A] X3k ol ookt 37 9% 2450 U+ A
=2 AABRE A7 d3E0] ATH(Taomina ef al.[2018]).

1.2 SHZ=0Hl CHEt =i F3Y

571 gt sidEe 23 wWk(Jointly with related ministries
[2020]y¢] W=, HZ 10d7H20108~20199) QB F7HE0)
FAFEE 13.7%%] ¥, AT HE 28 7%= AAIZ R E 3
FEY F7PT FEER Aos BAsa v A dEEe]
S3E97 n)ass] R go 2N T BAF, ditE @R A
4 7FsA, iAo s B 3 9% U & 2HEE(30-50%)S
OlfE AR F 2 vlFE AXNE F o= st 9l
o}, N7t 23 A AeA FA| Algske sgEEe A5 Aks
o g 51, HE A HEE 2.5 GwW, At sEE
8.2 GW, TadSt 24 9 T 247 14 GW ¥ 4.6 GW, AF
0.6 GW, 21 0.6 GWZ &3 17.8 GW +oZ A Ze}1 QIth 3
= 203097H4 12 GW, 203497H4] 20 GW TTE9] |3-EE
A 1&g BEEE L 3281 k. ol {3l diHE
Tz AE FEE 5 Y ATS A AP 8 MW £33
ElulS i Agah, Aol 12 MW 232 Ely1S Adele] 248
AZE FH8kn o). 873 A9 gty syFEe= U
ok FFF71E S8 BUERE o 3lsla, 2] Wl et
dEE Adu] 24 g8 5 Ad) 33714 SUgEAel vAl= 9
FARE Arsk F37E A 79 HIAz 2AE Al
AAEES A8k Qlo). =3 RIS B3 T 3
QA ATE AWl FFHe] 3 YT vXe 4
gL FAsh= Zlo = AlFsln Qi

1.3 SHAES WX2| SHS /T HHH0IS0M WHsH=
HxpPIE

HFFES o83l AAE AE SRR ] SEiME WA
7 F=HEA7) (Fig. 1a)2 A i UlF A o] E (infield
cables)E 21A3}ojo} FHFig. 1b). U A7 0] E-L thA] sl
AR AL (Fig. le) B T WS AT AHL(Fig. 1d)
ol Ad=ojof gt AEY TAE T AAE Arle uiF
WA 55 AA A S Adell Yx]8 HA(Fig. 1g) T
A= Aol o] A H(grid) 752 A3 A wiE=E=
AgAIE(Fig. 108 ZAol= 33T Roltt. alE &9, A3l
ZAEE SEY BRI $£2E A3 SAAClEE s
74 A& FAtel] S1AI3 AT AR A (345 kVYZHA] AA%HE
3 A=e] ol oF 80 kmel o]E. AdF o 7 1%
AlBAlE] ARAA(154 kVYHR] Stk sis 44 d=e] doj=
FopAIA Rt Ad3et Aoje] AAllEe] Al vidE Zo|ct. vl
A9 A AgARIEA = 3 ol F717F ZF¢l et A
A717o] W Aojh

FAjel wiHE A=Al EoIA BAYSH= MR} (Electromagnetic
Wave)E AsH= W71 |5H= 9713 (Electric Fields, EFs)% 217
ZH(Magnetic Fields, MFs)2] 5 71| A2 2 4] € v-Fo)d,
FIZPeelA Yol 52 APsh= 54L 7T AUTHEU[2009)).
A7) EFs)y 2717t 32+= A&, A, conductor) Tl B
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Fig. 1. Typical offshore wind farm lay-out with the main components: (a) Wind turbines; (b) Infield cables; (c) Export cables, (d) Trans-
former station; (e) Converter station; (f) Meteorological mast; (g) Onshore stations (figure from Rodrigues[2016]).

A€ 171391 Pol wjA= F7lel}. T A7 AH(EA)

2 A7e] gl gt A7|e} B8-S et A7 MFs)y
F71 2= AAEA) F90 FE=o] APA TN Fol
A= A 9] I3 D8, A7) 32 AA fjel U
HHE 7EA o $9kE u) ARde] £l = AR & & it o]
3 A7 F 2713 &7 " A7]F (Electromagnetic Fields,
EMFs)olgt #-Eot. 1713 &9 dold ALV, vol) .= 7]
EE vimE BAIEP, A2 T dold AF(A, ampere)E
7189 = A/mE AR A1 AFAEE S 39E 5 9
o = ElERH(Tesla, T) £ 7F92(Gaus, G)Z EAIRI 1
T 10° GE AT £ Aol Axpr|ae] g9l HiEekT)
Z FYUste] EASI

e TS T AaE A7) AQAF(Grid e = 42
=71 $13 s Al v d AgAl| B IAF(AC, alternating current)
5= 2F(DC, direct currentydH2] 2] AEFA]EE AFSSHA =, ©]
213 AgAlol B $3E& 3l 2717 T2 HAelx] AgFAle]
£ FHo g AAV|Z(EMFs)e] 2Agic}, Agks X351 3
ol FEEA Aldo] Eojdti: AL Bt S AgAITol
T L, B #A dFo) FgAolEe] vidEE Aot o]=
A7 Dol A&z, sjFEA ol it F¥e] Skt
Z& ov|g Zo|ch(Bochert and Zettler[2006]; Boehlert and Gill
[2010]; Balmori[2015]).

A o] MR AlolE2 EA o me} AgAlel Bz} FAlACE
a3 AE3 FAo] AR FEANER TEUCKYi e
al [2017]). A A1 &S] AX|:= v v]vid FEE TR,
o] 4 AAEHHE SAPHE ol8sld HEYSTE 2T F
Aol E-E vt AlelEe] A== 41 ulel tjekst &
g3te] updstA got. veE e EFSo] S Nl A=
ujd zlo|g FEa FHEP] ol A5l o) 8= TAHHE
AolEL BF3}7] & AlolE o E2FE H= 5 Fof A
o]E-2 BE i) FAolE vjdeEs 4T HES5) Feof ue)
chekstA vl Fo] A8E = AUTK(Yi et al[2017]). HEZE

ofi

l

)

Z35}e] nldslE HAE Eh Aol S 2 RIS
G ol A7) HES 4R AT 7 UE AeE
SAIRE A7)7F 32 E Aol s A1) e g4
8] 2E = gk 713 AP 1RE 712 FFols A =
AL g3 FE=H, &S] VL E5F fEHE= A7
A7) 73R = Zlo] LutA o] t(Tricas and Gill[2011]; Gill et
al.[2011); Gill ef al.[2014]; Gill and Bartlett[2011]). ¥ 19]E] 2
o|& ujdd A4 EF 33 kV ZF(AC) FAlo]E0) Athd 1.5 uT
o] Az o] SAHE BEsl HEE T o, T sl
A Aol wet 0.03 pT7HA] o=t A& #5% A3t i
(Gill and Bartlett[2011]). 3FX]%} A F(DC) = BFHAC)T2] 2
Ao BE AR, BE BE AU EEPT ofd Hlol&EE} AlolE
o] AMg-El Ao w2t A EE A7) W glon, Fa%t
211 FF(AC) AlR1E2] 75 Falrel wket 7|80 7 HAt
7178¢] wako| upAth= Zlo|th(Bochert and Zettler[2006]).
AgFAlo)E FHof AYHE AR F8 7 st o
3 A G 1Y) £330 FRHE 7)€ "t oE Fle=s
F5E4. g o g, £33 WidEe AgAelEdE o8 /3
o] AT AA A7) (static MF)E WEsh= 24¢ AF(HVDC)
Flo] 83} A|7be]| w2} WISH=(time-varying) DAL WEeh=
IFHAC) A°l1EZ YiE 5 ItHOhman et al.[2007]). ] F(DC)
Bae] £4 Aolge BF AIAE st AR AT RS
D F glon, BFHAC) H2A2 B9 AFHlow-frequency,
50 3= 60 Hz) AAZ1ZH(EMFs, 15 A7)7he] WAste] #7¢)
QL vRA o} A7] FE2 Fo)EE FA A7) 3H(static MF)
¥ A7) 7 (alternating MF)2] Al7]= AFo]E25E 2 Ag,
Z717e) 2R E AYAC| 5] viX IEZ vigdsHAY 53 7
52 axRReA o)l met 9|1, 3= ARe Aol wet
A3 Ao 2 H39cHOtremba and Andrulewicz[2014]; Otremba
et al.[2019]). 1600 A(ampere) A|7]12] 577} 32+ URHERl &
9 0] #|A Alo|E-(Ohman et al.[2007])°1 FEE= H)2) 2+
7172 6.4 mT(Otremba ef al.[2019])2] 733 2p7|7e] Alo|E F
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el At AT 2R B AP AgAle1E S
A w3 6m el 5782 4= Ith(Bochert and Zettler[2004]). 2|
TAPZE] 75& BRgel SIA18 TES) 22 T A Ger =
thEF 0.05 mT A== S5 (Hulot ef al[2010]), $-2]2} A%
ok 0,04 mT A=% S Meteorological Administration[2009]). 1.
3k ZAFHVDCO) A8 317 AlolE 7] $344 o vt
0% AREE W, IF(AC) W42 AFAlolEL H| 70 km
A olUellA ofuiz] &4 FAA 71 o] ot Az
w2jo|ch(Negra ef al.[2006]). 53] IFHAC) W212] Aol 8L &
A 4 8l A 79 olfE FHLR] Ale] a2 (infield
cables grid)?] 75 Tl & tl AF ALL-ETHCMACS[2003];
Meifner et al[2006]; Taormina ef al.[2018]). B2 A7l T F/
(AC) %2 9] Aol EoNA LAYsh= AF-T(low-frequency) &
A7)0 43 P73 (static MF)RTH A& F o F3ll8 0=
Z31tH(Zhadin[2001]; Panagopoulos ef al.[2002]; Suzuki ef al.
[2006]). Q1ZH] Hid AR =53} @At QA o
& AP Zlol=ERk] T2 G A= 2 HIARC[2002]),
dEE AL A% Aol A9F R A= HA7) o)
kg7 9 AEel w|AE Gl disliM= oFF AgstA g2
A A STHGIll[2005)).

2. K| AP | 82t s =

2.1 YU E2| X[FXP|H Ol

A4 BE FolA 0.03~0.07 mT ¢ vle] 53 wiA =
71%e] EAfgict. BE FHei #5HE A1 AdF oy 43
9] FARQl Fiott, AT EHeA 27| AVle A% ¥
oM 0.03 mT =], AW F2o4 0.07 mT 744 SF9H
(Hulot et al.[2010]; Krylov et al.[2014]). 73 AEE v F3} &)
FEH ol A Aehs B AEo] a7 2| AL S gR1E
13 “A = (map)” R W FRE B7] A3 U8k (compass)’ 2=
AT 255 AR 0= U2 UtH(Fey ef al.[2019]).
AANFATA )y 2@ ARKA T JrhEt 22 213}
o} Al gtk sk 71 A A1 A1) (natural
EMFs)y2 A 727|149 43 P 3 U2 REH f %

£ A7)oItH(Gill et al.[2014]). FEFF X]Fo)] HAeh= BE A
EE AE Yellx] o]FoiR)= AeetA A T80 FAYo=E
FE iz o = oksix|et 523 A7) % (bioelectric fields)yS
ek 202 delA Slth(Bedore and Kajiura[2013]).

FEFgRoNN AT 1S B3] WFE B olF 7
25 AAE 7 U= AL AEo] AFAZIRY mAlF xlo]7} gk
B0l U= 71€71@AhE AAE 7 e v Wzs 32 713
A dell 72 Qitks 2E 9@t (Krylov ef al.[2014]). A
TAZE i FAZ oz Eqash] M= sh, Bl <
3 wsto] S| sh=tl, A7) 2 o] 83k A& ol
IHE AP T Q) TYHE 2= 3 (Hulot er al[2010]). 3

el AAshe kel BRe] el AT 1R Axel digk 7
Z+E 7 1 a2 BolF A Wi Bth(Mouritsen[2018]).
AT 1AL 75 B3 ZAE 7 deH, AES ZAg o]
F (migration) 53 #¥0] 3= 2 0= U2jA UTh(Johnsen and
Lohman[2008]). &= A 72713 d& 427 eS e 8748
38 ZAA S 7157 87 A8 E= 202 HITHFreake et
al.[2006]; Muheim ef al.[2006a]; Muheim et al.[2006b]).

AT o= ey} EAHE ATFAP IS AAEE, T, o1 F
a3 YERTIL ol5E A WIS B v 52 ¥
Fol 9L A= Ao A rk(Lohmann et al [2007];
Henshaw et al.[2008]; Lohmann[2010]; Normandeau et al.[2011];
Krylov et al[2014]; Putman ef al[2013], Putman ef al.[2014b];
Brothers and Lohmann[2015]; Brothers and Lohmann[2018]). ]
T 1AL o183l 2R X 81 = P8 WS S 9 A4
g+ Y FYS 7 AEE FHE FoA TRFL 9
£ H)RH 27, ZF5< E 5ol tuHo|d, sy EexE F
3T 2 SAFES vEIAIE B A Tl 3L, &
FFEAAE ol ARe] 22 AFH, 1) 22 AYEAF
58 L33 Walker ef al.[1997]; Lohmann ef al[2007]; Henshaw
et al.[2008]; Lohmann[2010]; Krylov et al.[2014]; Putman et al.
[2013]; Putman ef al.[2014b]; Brothers and Lohmann[2015]; Brothers
and Lohmann[2018]). ©] Fel}A] o1F-2] A7A7 el digt Iz=
s} Fgol wlA = Gl disiM e e =TT vasl] ¥
ol A7} X3 u} AthNormandeau et al.[2011]; Krylov et
al.[2014]). = A% Naisbett-Jones et al.[2017}> 4 W3]
o7t Hox % HA mteflA] ul= B 3¢S njEt BEoR 5
2& A= el di$t A7) A= (magnetic map)S: ©]-4314 ©]
Fk R usigict. olg} fARHA Aol F pacific salmon (Putman
et al.[2013]), pink salmon3} sockeye salmon(Putman et a/[2014b])°]
ATFA7|4E o] 83 MAAE 3AsH= Zo] BRI Pink
salmon¥} sockey salmon®] 7-%-, A1) %] ] 7] (homing migration)E
A FAE el AT S 83k o] #i7e) 8 ¢
o S5 AolE ks EY B AsEHE Zo® gl
5 %1 tHPutman et al[2014b]). 12 $012] UF9 steelhead
trout X]0]9] 7% Xp7)go] mete FAA sk A=t
71%& o183 A% ARE EEshe 2 HakE <+ Ath(Putman
et al.[2014a]). 72| Zo] i=t= A wbE @G04 et
A50]2] U(eggs)= ©18 FAH F3st o]F virhE Feprke
AN A= AR Fgo] wik= Z9E HIITh(Fuxjager ef
al[2014]). Ao]2] 27| AGAL QAo A2 A 2 A4
3 e A9 39 E= HF TH0RY olF Felk ATAP]
o] J&E A= Z o2 HRITHPutman ef al[2018]). 1572
ol W T glojA ATAZRY] FLAE HoFE FVR
& A zebrafish®] Frel tisl B2 2}7]% (static MF)°] 57
Aol JFF, 2 35 dig F=243Q B kS vjAE
AIE HIFE Cresci ef al.[2017]2] A77} 3T}
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2.2 MEO| XX IE R HXZ|1E HX| 71=

BES HIE, 27, 71361X 27130 43 ¥Hshs Bl
7WA2) e} A7) 3re] E28w)e] #A (biophysical interaction)
of] Zg8h= tekst 99lel| s 2k &+ Ut A1 E= A
7133} 242 AH(fields)S A2 (static) E= 52 (dynamic)d 5+ 3
o, B(fields)®] 7], 3, Fui<r, 933 9 dApute] Wape] o}
gt @b 4= Qo AT A7) AT 22 =A)¢] 2707k
35 o fEgn AEY A 23 Fu7) F7eh=s A
FE AF7L F7BEL 2 A717E AR el ol 93 B
ThKaiser[1996]). BE2] ZAo] 745t & AF7E 224 Hd 7
g AYS doA AR TEAEE AT Ho, A5l e
3 A (fields)?] A7) F3rel wet F7HHA ¥ th(Juutilainen
and Lang[1997]).

FPBE] AR ot A T8 A 7)vke) B3E)
HAUF, 54 2 873 72 (ampullae of Lorenziniys X33}
o] tofsta W2t o8] 72} AARE AR 2 o= Holw,
ot HEFAA FE3HA 283 $tth(Baker et al.[2013];
Nordmann ef al.[2017]). AHd (magnetism)e]] T3 WE-2 2713
9] 71271@GAh, A= 2 ko] 2wt X = Qs 3o
2 4¥A ith(Nordmann ef al[2017]). A7|13E AT F Q=
AEL 2] U BE 2] ASE ARS] 248 = 9A
ZloA 93 57 9 o]5S 7Fs31A $tH(Lohmann er al.[2008]).
77 (electricity)*] DA F-2 2o)9} E2A2E 7Askw, A 3¢
9] AT, A F, FAF 07 WEe AAEh= | $4EHE
vjekst A7) WskE 7X|E 4= UTH(Tricas and Sinseros[2004]).

od o
e e AT T
. r g .

Eg A7) NS F2 74 7178 ARste] A1 v
I oH, YR FL A7) U 7| A oi# A2pr|RE BF
7F-tH Anderson et al.[2017]). 2R 1S 7428} o)9} BEE A
A|gE 712}l gt olsli= FE3EA, Al oj§ 312t o]
9] 7154 g8 JE9 gl oA miy- FoE Aow 35
&1 ItH(Nordmann et al.[2017]; Anerson et al.[2017]).

BES AT B AR digt 32 713 1) A4
71%8] A7) 4, 2) Az 714, 3) A7)3e] uisle A7) iE
@4 5 Al 7] £ 712102 Y th(Mouritsen[2018]; Johnsen
and Lohmann{2005]; Johnsen and Lohmann[2008]). AH44]-& ¢]
g3 AT 24 7132 A8 =7 el A 239
o] AFA7 gl Wt GefAe A7 A¥rt o8 lshs %
2lojtt. e 7132 ARl SJ&EShe 318 vkg-E 7[Nte®
T2 919 ANE AFs ke WL A 5 9lon, o)
& 712k 34 o7 (photo excitation) ¥} A=} g}, wlx|gt
o7 Y& {9 U A7) 58| ATNEE 7IEAE
o A7) fE=] A7) 27 715S 71 BEo| BEE gNE
% 1 thFig. 2., Gould[2008]; Johnsen and Lohmann[2005]; Mouritsen
[2018]; Rommel and McCleave[1973]; Walker ef al. [2003]). 3321 A12]
BH= o8} ARols A4 713 ARshs vk, el 7]

< U FHF FEY 7oA AP (Mouritsen[2018]). A
712 74A|8k= A2 (electroreceptive organisms)> A7 1S 712A| 2=
5ol o8 FEE A71ES IR o E AR st AR
o] 7ix) o} AAE A JFo) disi ABE FA F=
81A] gdrh= Aol dis] 22 9217} ATH(Gay[2012]).

Fig. 2. Three mechanisms proposed to underlie the magnetic sense. (A) Image depicting a mechanically sensitive magnetite-based mag-
netoreceptor. Magnetite crystals (shown here as a chain) are attached to the plasma membrane via a cytoskeletal linker. (B) Diagram showing
a light-sensitive chemical-based magnetoreceptor. Blue light (shown with a blue arrow) induces the formation of long-lived radical pairs
between Cry and the cofactor FAD. (C) Magnetoreception based on electromagnetic induction. Cry, cryptochrome; FAD, flavin adenine

dinucleotide (figure from Nordmann et al.[2017]).
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2.3 FAEFSEL| AFAPIE &€&

AT Az e FHFFEH 22 YHHSE FY95Y0]
ot AEE0] AT FFAN HFEr i I ol Fd A,
ke = HIsHAL Ei= dkbelA HolAl= £33 BA51
8|5 gt @5 92 UFR! Gondogeneia antarcticas
AGAR 7HA 9 FAYE AAT A3 A2 o] 83 9
MAA WFOR FYse A2 #E 33 H(Tomanova and
Vacha[2016]). =8+ 3321591 spiny lobster(Panulirus argus)= A
TR W3t A8l HakE A E 5 9lon, olsS 9%
2| A= 732 72 Y= 21 0% BelthBoles and Lohmann
[2003]; Lohmann e al.[1995]). 4313 717} Q1 american lobster
(Homarus americanusy= *12A| oA Agko 29] o]F U At
QJEE APde] we} 33k RoE Rot FlE|uae] A4sh= 7}
AQ) Panulirus argus®t FAVEE A7) A% 224 74 A0% B
Q1 TH(Packer et al[2003]; Scopel et al.[2009]; Hoenig et al[2015];
Lohmann et al.[1995); Boles and Lohmann[2003]). QytE 0= 3]
HE T FHFFE| ATAIEE B3k dlol digh ol
o$- Ao ot SEA|RE AFA 1S o] 83k Allel B A7
AA #2€ 2R 4 o FAAE JFsAde] At A TS
F2 FollA Nudibranchia%ell 55H= vlt)l W12=80](sea slugsy=
A7 g B 71 2% 8538 (Lohmann and
Willows[1987]), ©] &]elE dAFEIG ALF7F ATA13-&
LS 2 ARgSH= AllE TFstH(Kullnick[2000]). o154 3
Friel vis] AiF R f95go] H58 e FHFTER
FAZQL RollA LS B 93| A7 S o] 83 A
< £93i.

2.4 HB0|F (Telost)2} HZ0{F (Elasmobrach)2| X[}
E 2

ZBEolF(Telosty’} 313 W95 B8] A3 A 74713
AREERE 21 TE dA g} vlmste] diAlZ & d2A] Stk BAF
ol tiRe] TR ZAS A5 3l A2 4] (magnetite) 2
AL Aol 71 1AL o] E ARSBhs 2 0% FFEH(Mann et
al [1988]; Walker et al.[1997]). o= zebrafish®] Z&] oA A}
A 2] e disiA Bax7| % 313l th(Dixson[2012]). +F°llA
AF o 3 2EATE L o) el AEoiFelA At
t}Z X}7]9-%(radical-pair megnetoreception)> 712] I HA| ¢
EthRitz ef al [2000]; Maeda et al.[2012]). AEo172] oj2] ¥
< (Mormyridae, Gymnotida, Electrophoridae, Sternopygidae,
Rhamphichthyidae, Hypopomidae 2 Apteronotidae)ell 3= &
52 ¢ st T8 271584 (ampullated electroreceptors)E
7L Qe Ao FPEY, dFolFiel fAlHA AZolRE A
7158 A2~ (electroreception system)S- o83 XA FE 7
A&k Ao7 AeiA UTHKalmijn[1984]). Th7-2] Y32 altlantic
haddock(Melanogrammus aeglefinus)e] Z}°] (larvay= 53jjol] X
& dzaE0 494 43 EFA A4 vet dEke g4y

stglen, o] JAEF Tl MARD AEE AGRAE AT
7170 2 FADTHCresci et al.[2019]). AHE% Fo] A4)sh=
01521 damselfish(Chromis atripectoralis)®} cardinalfish(Ostorhinchus
doederleini)®] Ao (larvay= A71732] Wgle) d)-&-sle] BFekE A
3lar A2 A B U= FEE YN AT 1Re E8ske
202 HQITkBottesch ef al [2016]; O'Connor and Muheim[2017]).
15 B (dnguilla anguilla)2} Y& VA (4nguilla japonica)
5 AFAP el 8 5 Qo e A4 AEE T3 8
B3, A7 1S B3t B2 sk gl FAGE
o8& u oo thgt 7AZ& A3k ZLo® LA UTh(Cresci
et al[2017]; Durif et al.[2013]; Nishi and Kawamura[2005]; Nishi
ef al[2004]). BAEIE o5 SHE 71 E THE ojRl Bt
%oy (Thunnus albacaresy= AH 38| 2] &8 AP lA A7417]
& ko] Wslks 28313l ch(Walker[1984]).

7k, Aol 22 AE ol (Elasmobranchy= AL SelA
ZAABE 3+ (migration)dl= SALS 71X glor, o] R|FAk
7173& AT 5 Qe 85E 7R 37] wHEech(Putman[2018];
Mouritsen[2018]). 21727 18-S o] 8-310] kS FAelaL sk
Ao)e] FHL AJol9} X]o| (uveniles) DAl EFoflA gagc)
Azt A)719] sockeye salmon(Oncorhynchus nerka)ye- X 7-A7] 3+
w2} 7 &0 olF FEE HAY & 3lrHPutman ef al[2013]).
AT S B8 TS G5 SR BSR4
o572} %015+ sockeye salmon(Oncorhynchus nerka; Quinn[1980]),
chum salmon(Oncorhynchus keta; Quinn and Groot[1983]), chinook
salmon(Oncorhynchus tshawytscha; Walker et al.[2003]), atlantic
salmon(Sallan salar; Scanlan et al.[2018]); brown trout(Salmo trutta;
Formicki et al.[2002])$} rainbow trout(Oncorhynchus mykiss; Chew
and Brown[1989]; Putman ef al.[2014a]) 5°] 3lt}. dZoli= 7
AF o2 ATFANAE ZAE] f3 A7l i A 2L A
7 F =8 AMShs 219 HIth(Molteno and Kennedy[2009]).
A710) wizket AFoiFe] & 7l AJEQI little skates(Leucoraja
erinaceay= HolE Ft& W] AHSEE W73 A1 AR 23
Uth= o] gejA glom, TAR S At JEE AFFoR
372 9 A71FS o] &dke ZoE 43 A UrHBodznick et
al.[1992]; Duman and Bodznick[1996]; Gillis et al.[2012]). ¢
2! hammerhead sharkst= X721 ZAE A6l W3S &
A3 (Klimley[1993]), ©] £}l The o8] F2 ol= FrAlSHA
ARV A5E AE] o/ ARE Bt AA o R fYske 3
TS HAYR It (Meyer et ol [2005]). AAZ, EE S hammerhead
sharks(Sphyrna lewini)S} sandbar sharks(Carcharhinus plumbeus)
£ o 3 AFA AelH] A7A| S AA e 2o #
ZE vl Qi Aol A91F o BAYAR AR B AL
golE FoM AHF o2 WgE Al g8 F Y= F
HAZ ARIE 912w (Meyer ef al.[2005]). &gt stingray(Dasyatis
brevicaudatay= T8 A NX A}7]0]/F(magnetic anomalyyS 2]
5151t Walker ef al.[2003]). Z2{u o]d ofg] 7k #3234
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FellA AFolF7l ATFAZRG AP AN UL Zol LA
A7 AR A7 el hgE 5 Jvhe AR S8 5 gl
Z o= gdgti(Johnsen and Lohmann[2005]).

AEo] AFAZHGMF)E o8-8t T EEhHE X8 o,
£3] 3 WS M I Wiltschko and Wiltschko[2005];
Mouritsen[2013]). 28U AZ|FES A E T A FA F
M) wid BEE Agiths A7F AUtk 194 sockeye
salmon(Oncorhynchus nerkayS W3S BA8l HElE uff o]F R
E 23S AR Zlo] #29 Alll7} $Ich(Quinn and Brannon
[1982)). =3+ 0152 UF2 bull trout(Salmo trutta)®} rainbow
trout(Oncorhynchus mykiss)2] 8- ©]5317] Aol A5 B
Z AA ATA7) % (natural E)AA] 518 o QiR o R HAME
“FHEES Fole Aoz AFHSTHFormicki ef al[1997]). 9]
7 o} F<] 194 X]ojs} fAloA BFE AR RE Y= F
3] BEER] B AeellA] oln] XA F GA] AlAHE 7}
A1 P AOR F2) AT A= dEHE F 3Es
Agetn 54 Wke R olFshs 2 A1 842 g 7]
A3h= A2 F Bt (Osipova et al.[2016]). Zebrafishi= TR o]
Fo} AR B4 8704 e HAAZ Bt E AL 9
5 (homing migration)& 2ol 202 UdejA ot o/ §39
53 99S A9ty ol AR cE FH @49 e ¥ s
gas3 e TRT O A% IR0 Bol(Stewart ef dl.
[2010]). °1RE TE 217 §H ATFAZR % e8] o]
NZ& A0 BEAA 992 A |8 nA F= glvhe 7}
A2 AA€}. Osipova ef al.[2016]%] AToIM zebrafish®] -
8% S7Fs AFAR 98 T4 249] 90° AJA| W 53]
kE3E Ao R ol ATFANF 9] d3E A4S
F 3o, zebrafish®] ¥ &F F7H= AEHA WY A=
F7ska Slct.

2.5 ISR A HYERTL XI7AP |1 &#E

ol¥l vlcEAE (loggerhead turtles, Caretta carettaye- 22185l
AZshe A9 HiXF BF(gyre) A1 Gel #E7] S51A A=
o SIxeA AFA71ES ZARsE A71E Selele] WEs 43
& 2 9] H(Lohmann ef al[2001]; Lohmann and Lohmann[1996]).
FEF 2515 o] ulthA B (loggerhead turtles)e] 3|2HS WL} u}
ShE HES F ety i) Wk 2 9] o5& fA3] Yl
AT A E GEFTHGoff ef al[1998]). HAAZHE F
2] 0158 green turtles(Chelonia mydas) %I 27173 74z}o]
FHE AA7F a@=HR L AL vms] o 71 7 ¥ (homing
migration) 25 B Z7|gel oigt Zzte] MAA HAE o &
olsiAl & S-S AT Luschi et al[2007]). =118} T2
HAELRFE o)F3H B ATANF A5 F AMg-dle] W3e
gSAg A0 W2 AT S BolFT v 5F
Hojx LA fin whales(Belaenoptera physalus)©] A EE o]
T2 o AT BAF F= B2 £F2] AFA 0] o) F)

QYL VA= AR HoA|ut 4 F e 0= A
7} 935S BoFth(Walker et al.[1992]). = E bottlenose
dolphins(Tursiops truncatesy= A< 24 b= SART A&
712 EAle) o] B AIthe WS HYo=2M el tig
Z}o] Qitke AS ERIEITHKremers ef al.[2014]).

3. sHJ=Z0M FxE7 12| e at X7 X7 Foll
CHEH et

3.1 MXP AR IEHe| siystE Het

H 871€2] B upel AAL7) o197 (electromagnetic
energy)S X34 thret FH9] ouA7F 307 =1
©m, GESAMP[1991]= ©|2& 31818, AE8H4 0 H3} 3 2
49 & f¥os BERaly ). sEY we] A4 = Al
AR Z. Aol o3t =87} S718ka Qla, Al dhtE=
ZAEHE FAGA e B2 %) AAClEe] ndE Heo|ct. 3
Aol sigE= AgAIEAN LAsk= A7 sFEd 2
AE] diFk G disiM B A7V Bedt A7 Bl &
&l Mash= Aol it AR AHEMFs)S] BAFQ G
& Faiare} Az A7)l wet tekstar B sk vebh=
Aoz 2R gch(Huctchison ef al.[2020]). L ATAE o
Aol WA= AgA ol B SA=HE Ax7] ] s Eel
it o] 3R] gty B usks AFE $UTh(Taormina et
al[2018]). 7133} A71% F 7 7389 Z(fields)°] Bol= &
P& EAL A3 2o e PGB s 2AF = g A
o= FEdEh =3 SAFY S o]kl AAkE AV)E $A5)
98] AYEE AFH(DC) B TFHAC) A9 AAolEe &
$2] 7% 50 Hz, Tuis} 11=2] 3% 60 HzS] T8 o183 &
ZA=]m, o]2] gt A5 (low-frequency)oll A LAAshH= FA71<]
QI B2 271 (static MF)R T BESHE] 20 EA of f3S
707 34 Fth(Panagopoulos et al.[2002]; Suzuki et al.[2006]).
ASA o= wAER= A HEMFs)el tisia F2e A7} o
FoIR| AL YA AR HZ P o Fo 8 AEF gt A
TE9M AS1A 02 BPE AR HEMFs)e] ARP7]e)] 7zt
FolAl T3 873 A3 AT IE BesAY 7 & S
Ro]F31 §ltK(Taormina et al.[2018)).

sAeA A9F o= LA AR IFHEMFs)S] EA Y-S
Aul, weg gl sjA Alolge] sl FHLASH EARTHGIl
et al.[2014]; Klimley et al.[2017]). 53] 314355 22 ZAAL
513 FoAo] S/l wet A vigEE AlEL 4, &
vlE ¥ (grid) R Al tigt 27=E A AAZeE 7, &
2 gl oA Q9)7} Z7)8kaL QITHGIll e al[2014]; Ardelean and
Minnebo[2015]). ©] ZellA s A2 T P/ T, 9,
z9 53 2L g AR o chst A AAZQ] 2.9 Af
2 71ddE 18T o A4S A AgAelEe] UKD A
A7)13E AT = 2 EAlglo] B3 Sltk(Kota ef al.[2015];
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WindEurope[2019]). Z5(DC) =& T FH(AC) Al°]EL o] &3 A
7] 8L Ae T2 A7 HEMEs)E WEshs 0% &
4] lTh(Stratton[2007]). ATHE]RI Alo)E ¥ 5L WEE= A7)
S 4 2 5 YA 1S FE FH 0w HEEH o]
E5EH IFHAC) A7) 34 A EE AF(DCYETFAC) A
713L 7124 ol diF e AERHE 25302 R
= A713e] LA (Slater et al[2010]; Gill ef al[2012]). I
F(AC) H2] 9] AloEellM 2FHF (eddy current)l] 2J3 LAY =
27132 fEell A st 719 A71Re] B o7t &
Z AgAlelgel 24T B9 velA FE 5 e fr=d A7)
AL Ale F2 325 170 A7|e} AolEe] $IA|, F AlolE2
i ofF T3 22 Q4] et Gk 5 th(MeiBner[2006];
Ohman et al.[2007]; Normandeau et al.[2011]). #}#] o] v =)=
AeA0lEL2 HAES 23] md=AY, A He AlolEE&
1 35l &gt SAYS ] A3 Aol So v 9
ME G A 2% M) X 9K Taormina et al.[2018]), HZF0]
EERH UEEE AV (EMEsye sk 28] EEit
(Szyrowski et al.[2013]). 3| A& A2)5tH HA}7]e] =l
2% AE2] 7 A updg FAAe|Bo] WESHs HA|F
(EMFs)?] 98s W& 7FsAdo] Ao, ujebA Aejeha] @3ollA
&3 9F§P7tE yslior & -7} ATHGIll[2005]). ¢1F2)
ZA2] == FAE 3fr(migration)l] thet 27212 FeA ¢
i@ o= 9A FES| AE83TH(Putman ef al.[2013]; Putman
et al.[2014b]; Naisbett- Jones et al[2017]). 121} Aol EAsk=
AFAZNZY] T2 N e TAV|E d2 ] H3 B
siA Wi d == Aol B AA e S8k H3) mid=E A
Ao B3} & QYA FxE] JFo= wdd F Yo
(Andrulewicz et al.[2003]; Cada[2009]; Lin and Yu[2012]).

3.2 XP7|E mel 2lft ME #E I

AFAZ|3-& o] 83k AL AT 43, A7) & 7]
£7|@EADY WigkE A E 5 Ut g AT Wk
w2} o5 FE YA Al7)8} FARE 7o R e AP] A=
(magnetic map)'S AME-8te] Bo] = o]F WS gAE =%
%ict(Johnsen and Lohmann[2005]; Mouritsen[2018]). WA T
AFAZ 132} vl aste] A A7) el Bet Aol weke]
FEAGE)e B0 o83t A7IFY T4 84 et &
= Qle}. el g S0, BEo] 23H Ul o] e WEks
BAR: S m@e] 798 947} doln], 3 @4} A
E7)E A A= 9% A=r 22 £ ok A &
Hol] 2% JFL AAF 0T FAB A(field)yd} vl wate] AAF
o2 PAE Fshes AHfield)2 2719 W] 25 F8319 7)
steHa e wieh depiich, w3 A)71¢] dsincg 71871 A
AhS) W} o & 93-S v F Qi UE §AE 93 Uit
o digt ZZa} Axe] digh 22 M2 g2A TS L 7
ReH, FAE 015k AL A4+ AR 2R 4%

Ao gt wite] #4149 4 Ah(Johnsen and Lohmann[2005];
Mouritsen[2018]). BE°] A713& Ak A3 7132 U4
2 e e 2B T IS 2R FHEY o4 F 501, %
St Zhe AP EAE ZFEA 7N 2 3A2be sk o o
S VXA, T Faiel] Q8 BAEke AP Aoz
7128 W ggtt}(Johnsen and Lohman[2005]; Mouritsen[2018]).
m2A AHF 07 IS A1) 93-S B | ] F
W (field)7} w3t A9Z 0= PE FH(field)o] HERET of
Yzt fieldyE AR 7124 n8ldhs Aol F23t
BPEE] ndE A7 el oEA HEh=rtE AT S
A9H o= A e Higks & 5 Y AFPEe] 1= &
SE3I). o] F72) APelA AMgdhs S IUALHES &
B3l AF 07 FPAZ 27l AEE =F3AIA T Fe
H3lE #Fshs oot o|HA F3E AF] AHE B,
altlantic salmon X}7)32] 4|77} 3.4 uT, 6.4° TF2] W) Wsle}
2 22 WsloM = F3ig Wk A4S Ho] F42v(Scanlan
et al.[2018]), spiny lobsters$} H}}A B (loggerhead turtles)2- =
t} 5 uT % 8° 5=F, rainbow trouti= 11 pT I 17°2] ¢ H}ofA
OE ko w Heks A%keh= 35S H3{th(Boles and Lohmann
[2003]; Fuxjager et al.[2011]; Putman ef al.[2014b]). A71732] ¥
3o x2E AEC] WIS AP PFOE WS Hol= AL
n3e] Axof wat Ajol7t S-S HFT glon, ol A|H
M719] zlel g 9] wste] JL gulitt. T2y olej g
o] Mzt A9 ® 2EQ A1 A7) 9 12 w3t 7
Q3 o] opje}t EAF o7 o} E H32 AT A% 2 75
A& a2 d o} th(Freake et al.[2006]; Muheim et al.[2006a];
Muheim et al.[2006b]; Mouritsen[2018]). 3iA)°] w28 HeA o]
EoA dAgse A1 Ad ATFAZ L] 1421 BxkE
frakgl 2= 9JtH(Taormina et al[2018]). H-73 2] WES A #4
o7t o]F Foll AFACIE HF A 60 m AZ]elA] 5 uT
£ 21 A=el =EHAL W olF BEE olgq o, 30
AR F2 AA Fol olF W3S vlZRATH Westerberg and
Begout-Anras[2000]; Ohman et al.[2007]). 1Al =719 AF
oA 2 3719] skates(Leucoraja erinacea)’t 5% YA 0l &
o] BAsh= AR L3 HAE Wl £E7F F4ska A, o]
T 55 2 W3 A8 wiert Z7HI ol skates7} ieEE A7)
o] FEE 51.6~65.3 uT A= oH, 727|143 0.3~14 uT
Ao wxl7l A A0 2 WG thHutchison ef al [2018]).
Rainbow trout= A7 B 24 AfelA 30 T, 10° ¥4 o9
710/ (magnetic anomaly)s 72 3. ™ (Hellinger and Hoffmann
[2009]), Y& Pgol= 12 uT E2] W}l iy vk3-& B3
Th(Nishi et al.[2004]). 312H5-5 ]88 ABelA] 2442 52t 2.8
~40 mTell ‘=& 214 Al(Cancer pagaurusy= XA Bafi=
ARMe| STt Z1oE Hol A1 232N E B3 F e
2AAE AF3R= A= HITKScott ef al[2018]). 1&Y} TOhE
A¥eM Aol ZxE 02 mT AF A7) =28 o vz}
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A\ (Homarus gammarusy= 2AAE BAH= 5ol 9= 14
939}t (Taormina et al.[2018]).

HFPEL TU = F B¢ v 2L RS 27|
Y S dEE UL 208 F5IT. Formicki et
al [2019F= Tost F79) ofFellA] Az|zo] 3zt olE, +3E
9 Rl AQEE A 5ol vXE 9FE FEF O,
Juutilainen[20051 0.1~10 mT ¥$] 2] A7)l =29 o7t 4
A9 wfjo} Aol 3t AP FE #2353t} Rainbow trout
(Oncorhynchus mykiss)® 735, 3~472] 71 FE71S 2= demersal
eggse ISkl F8l F A 125 51 71-o] AR uige] 2}
oj(larva)]] AEIZ ‘Fot A TH(Horbowa and Fey[2013]). 51l
A Q1913 e 2 MAEE A7) o/ do} B FA DAl
A ZiFeR 71 AR F1E vige]] A&sh= JlAlel ¥ mE
7Fsd°] =H(Fey et al[2019]). oI5 Hljo}7} Wasl= Al F1t
A7 B AAF eFel g Gl digt A+ 237t 4|
3] @ A= ok G ATl trout(Salmo trutta)$} rainbow
trout(Oncorhyncus mykiss)2] 7173l &gt F-& =Ado] 1~13 mT
FFo A 231 (Formicki and Winnicki[1998]), THE AT-elx=
A71%0] 1 mTellA 5 mT= 5718l wet trout(S. trutta) vio}e]
F317)710] A4Sttty R u Rt F-3iA|7te] Hojx &= A+
1= northern pike(Esox lucius)®] Wjel7} 10 mT A7)3e] =25
& o BFEAHFey ef al[2019]). AAZNF | mT FF
zebrafish(Danio rerio) Blo1E 5774 2A13F & :=E3L o] 932
#AEA skt 2 5 F 4873 Fofl A7) Fe] =EHW
3= A A= ATH(Skauli et al.[2000]). ©]2F AukE A+ A3}
E2 Q8 oF 749 F-3717kel vjHE= A7|F == AR
o] YL FEsHA 2E UE)7] ok At A7 AREC] &
Z5e A vkt BE, 53] A1 dsitia ezl dF
oJFE ol 83lIM A7 = A1 wisle] ¥hgSh=A] N
T3] A3 A8 AF AAVF AEsHA &ekE 7Fsel 2l
k. 24 Fo 7 Q5 AFEHY 25T olF Wde] LA
B3l 0] & A mifE A Ex s A A
7170] FAle] BTt &, AES] Ao A7 A7)3e
Al =2 EHE S grisla, 0|8 A Axp|gelet #EH.
SEAIRE BE2] 2|7} w8 me) o] B & o AAHA FaAY
E O AAE 5 AUck(Skiles[1985]). WA AA7|Ae] 43 3
718p7] $1gt A AAlelA B]RF] &3} (non-magnetic effecty’} &
A 5 Qloks Ao fosfjof sttt AR 1S BAIAF]7] 30
FYUNAES AMEShe 734 2YS 72 el wet A713e) 4
#=lo] A=A 92 5 I H(Kirschvink[1992]).

3.3 71 ntlof 2/t Y= WS FE

o] AJge] YA F9 A (electricity)S E-8-5HA]5t, L
e FH Ao 2RE 5 AV|HE AR F Y Y
21311 A SHHCrampton[2019]). 91ZF015= ampullae of Lorenzinie}
Bl B9 4% 97X Axee 7124 algse] s

AR - 2 - 24 - o184 - HeEA

Ampullae of Lorenzini

_ Pore

( } ”_ Jelly-filled canal
[

'f ?Ampulla
Nerve

Fig. 3. Diagram of the ampullae of Lorenzini, responding to weak
electric fields, and possibly to temperature, water pressure, and
salinity (from Hickman et al.[1994]).

ZZ718E o) 83 % g%t v AAE AAE F Ao
(Fig. 3). Ampullae of Lorenzinir= /302 vjg] Fi2e], Foi¢} 7}
Qe FolAM = vl e} ZtEA =g n o] EEE gl o]z @
ampullae of Lorenzinill 3t £ @3 2}=2 A8 YA
g gle] gk FHAR AXE FAE A drh(Adair et
al.[1998]; Collin and Whitehead[2004]).

Aol Aol digt 242k Ho| B4, 44} 39|, O i
Agle) 5 914, GAAT, FUHEA A Heke v FEE) X7
717 %8k g 5o o] 8-¥ th(Bratton and Ayers[1987]; Collin
and Whitehead[2004]). 2384 2|4 Fo|9} AJei7} Bl A&
2 Fol(plaiceys A= AFo] A€ WFO R o] 53} F
23 victel] Z&3le] Sl B (plaice)E FHohllz, A=Y
7HA] st SR 2713 A5 @AFy) UL dE 18R *
FH(Kalmijn[1971]; Kalmijn[1982]). F-0]F 9} o172 Hjoh=
FE22}9] ventilation pulsesE FE=3H= A7l =2HUES W &
£ ventilationd AR o, o] AL EA L 3|51y {18 BFO
= HQItk(Kempster et al.[2013]; Sisneros et al.[1998]). :=37}2
(stingray) T2 27121 DX E o] g3 HAE Fof £oi9l
= 93E AAE o, o529 A7)l tig TR fAAP]
(reproductive season) 3 ¢toll ©l % <l 98] th(Bodznick et al.
[2003]; Sisneros et al.[1998]; Sisneros and Tricas[2000]). ©15 5
oA BGA A4 o] F(pelagic feeding fish)? A4 A4 o] F
(benthic feeding fishyS B]231d AAAY A= 77t ddF o=
21318 A7) 77} (electroreception) 58 & ZtE o7 HlY)
(Collin and Whitehead[2004]; Raschi[1986]).

A71e] 9zaicta g AFo|F= 0.005~1 pViem HA
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2717 Zela, 10 pViem ©138] A7|%S 9T + U
(Emma[2016]; Collin and Whitehead[2004]; Peters ef al.[2007]).
AFF{FE AT o|F FollA russian sturgeon(Acipenser
gueldenstaedtiiy®} stetlet (Acipenser ruthenusye 500 uV/iem
o] A7) Z=elA] WA vhg-& B3rh(Basov[1999]), ¥He]l
AR 20404 FYZ 78 P F= 42 1 uviems) 0.67
pViem FE7H] 713 Al717F E0180l e AAE 7 Atk 2
B THChung-Davidson et al.[2004]; Kullnick[2000]). 237315
9] F95E T 5L A7N1F A7l vt =24 e v
TH(Chung-Davidson et al.[2004]). Guiana E12= T3} gHE
ATl 4.6 pViem T2 A71ES AAE T Aok A BY
THCzech-Damal et al.[2011]). F7]3He] mdo] 072 350 v
A= Gl et Fr|2& A= TE3712] paddlefihs®] X]o]
@A 0.5~1 cm A} Aol 9 em AgolA] A7)o) e 22+
ARg-3le] EFAE YolE FE 21& HoE ZolUtt. Paddlefishs
gpdo g 9o E H71e AV 22 AFeIM 0.1 pViem
uREe] A7)gelM e A4 Skl AQ] ¥ vRIA| Ystsd v,
1 pV/em o) gellA] o} Fg] F5ole] AT HolE A5k X3
31, 50 pV/iem FEoA = 280 &3] FA=H AT Wilkens
et al.[2002]). =3t paddlefish= F17] e oigt 7H2te] A Ux]A 1
72 v, 354 EAE Fyste 13S 3th(Wilkens and
Hofmann[2007]).

27182 Al717t S7FsPE ol WA A7)18e = FHoE 7
A2 T2t the(electrotaxis) 7] 8EA ) v (electronarcosis)E!
ThBary[1956]). ©12]3 BA-E o] &3l A7-E AT &2 o F
850] o] Fo]A|7|= 3t} 50 Hz, 3.3 Viem 373l 12 A=
kFHE AL HolE 718AIF)7]el FESt. Altlantic salmon-
6~12% AE 2.5 Viem A7)73¢] =E3HAY, = 08 = FXE 20
Viem 3717¢]| =2 = 7]} (Nordgreen er al.[2008]; Roth
et al.[2003]; Snyder[2003]). YXtZ 0= oJ{FE 7| AA|7|7] A%
2A7173e] APl el 710l vlligict 60 mViem FE2] A713
APRE 75 em 2719) do1E mRIAZ1710 8 B, 400 mViem
A1718] 77178e] 20 em Z0|8] FoiT} o} 7S mH|AIZ W Qg
202 Hol 3} o|Fe] F7|9) vk 2L ofd 202 H]l
TH(Bary[1956]; Smith[1974]). F/3E (injury rate)= ©157F2] =71e]
we} gepict, A7)13-E o] 83 EE oy dddE A¥eA o
T 29J(12~16 cm 7] )= 7 AL &4 gle] 2.5~3 Viem 3%
A719] A71gelM BES §HE, 2 t75(41~55 em 7)) 04~
1Viem8] 713X 2 F &74Fo] #FH S th(Soetaert et al.,
2015). 8 F FEE A& AREete] o3 4= Q11 razor
clams(Ensis spp.)°] E&EAA oAl = vl 05 Viemd) A
717 A7) FEska, 52 59t 0.2~0.4 Viem®] 271730 A7)=
norway lobsters(Nephrops norvegicus)s 222 ¢lx U.oA & <=
Utk (Soetaert ef al.[2015]). F7)E ol45}e] HPE X PO = of
7o o]5-g ARY F U= AVF FYE Lo ARIE Y
(Noatch and Suski[2012]). 1ZFe]l t§ Afo] FZ o] Lol LA}

£ 9N E A7)30] o] BFS GAT & s e R o)
£=P|% 3i%ict. 4421850l tisl A1=-& F scalloped hammerhead
shark®} leopard shark(Triakis semifasciata)®l] ther A8o|A Hat
410~430 mV/em FE2] A7]13 A7l o 7] T FAS 4
071 wbd, o] A KT} 745 960~1850 mV/em AL A7)A Al7]=
FolE FEAF)= BHE B TH(Marcotte and Lowe[2008]). &=
T AFeE 30 mViem A% A)7]9] A7) Fhdle] Aleje] A
=2 Agsk= 298 R3cH(Smith[1974]).

717l whgshe oS 590K F8% RS Falrel|
2t g2k & Qvhs Aotk AZoiRE AF(DC) A7) Wist
EE 0.1~10Hz Ate] 8] AF0 IFH(AC) A7 7ol wHg3itt
(Bodznick et al[2003]; Collin and Whitehead[2004]; Kalmijn[1999]).
iR o]2j %t ¥kgo] 5 Hz 0|42 Fuldolxs Ads] Tashs
Z1 0 F B THAdair ef al[1998]). ©] 8} FAVEHA] BoiFql
paddlefish= F= 5~15 Hz Ale]e] 2713 whg-5ka, f-d ¥3
o= Ful7} 0.5 HzolA 50 Hz= $7F8 S o) A& 5 Qe
271782 A717F <% 208) A= DZEF CHBerge[1979]). = 4
Yol A russian sturgeond} sterletS W FH(AC) F7132] Faj5=of|
ue} 53, Ho) B4, 42 8% F USs P s nylo
(Basov[1999]). 8 (stationary) H7]%+2] WgHgo] LF- oFelA
Fosa ¥asE TAE vE FolE e 3 A3 v
274 AgeA A7130] o720 FA|e} BstA LA W) v
w3l FAlo] 7202 M%) 71E|A o Aule] ZEgio
(Rommel and McCleave[1972]), #3 #3012 WHg-2 o]} FA}
3H4] F3kcH(Berge[1979)).

7] 975 AEL A wjEe AgAel el A A
7178l 23 EAY 39 4 Ao} SRR el vz
SHAIRE Wiske 875 3jual] el AXEH M Halshs A
Eo] A5 w2, A4 85 o UEs 9% v Fglon
AMBES] MAFhH= A Qg 22 FoM= BEF Fo71 Bast
tHGill[2005]). TF33E A= FE°] A9FH 02 TAE AP |E
FABIA W & ke Aol dig A7 dHe ddFer &
WA, A1 07 e AP HEMFs)e] SleRES] uAe
HAZR1 JEE JIE BT AT = oy ¥ 58 A
S 7 Blth(Porsmoguer et al.[2015]; Westerberg and Lagenfelt
[2008]; Formicki et al.[2004]). Y¥t2 0 = wlo] Gx]E A3l H=k
7175 AMEE Qe ASOFE ASlEa EE EEs 9
3 TiHE sjAAe1ES] FIE e 7Fee] 7R E AM 9
ool A diE o8 faliE(isky} R 2 07 38
91 THGill[2005]; Gay[2012]; Porsmoguer et al.[2015]; Gill and
Kimber[2005]; Bergstrom et al.[2013]; Bergstrom et al.[2014]).
g5 A7ellA] B AgE AN FHFFEC] AFACE
AZelA S == AR IR £ YAIX] (thresholds)E 7HA]
I Q1S Aot 5381 Jlov} oA FAFFEC did &
A= HE59 70 2 AdErh(Gay[2012]).
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Table 1. Summary of the observed impacts to marine species groups from EMFs emissions

Species Group

Observed Effect

Impact Severity

Elasmobranchs (sharks, skates, rays) Behavioral (e.g., alterations in swimming pattern, lingering over cables, Minimal (innocuous, non lethal)

slight attraction to cabled areas)
Fish (pelagic and demersal, eels)
lingering over cables)
Benthics (molluscs, crustaceans,
corals, sponges, polychaetes)
Marine Mammals
Sea Turtles

None (underdetermined)
None (underdetermined)

Behavioral (e.g., slight alterations of migration pathways in smolts,

Behavioral (e.g., attraction to cabled areas)
Physiological (e.g., reduced ammonia excretion in polychaetes)

Minimal (innocuous, non lethal)
Minimal (non lethal)

Negligible (underdetermined)
Negligible (underdetermined)

4. o &3S U0 CHet 2psio|E HeFg Tt
2ed

T 5 v wsle] gAY 24 g fAHS
H|g-o] g& A0 =50 HAle FAdo] v W H7}
ot SRR s oiE FAURE 2457} Solstn &4
9 @A AT vask Ao 9ige] AL J0R 35
gk YR dA 4 A4, RARS 5 2L 3 7l A
uE PF FELR Bofd] FEL AT E Zo= Ayt
I UTHKim ef al.[2012]; Kim et al.[2009]). 13U A g3}
A AKle] BT A3}E B AT g 3FAN &
Ae Axgo N e dud A2 87 ZASE A
T X GAL3) 9] Z50] A= AR disixes d3FHer 3
8k Q1A Ytk s EE R 2A4L 1% AF 5 Al AL
Aol JRA7F 2 F-dd = AR Tl dis) o) = AES}
a3, 53] fA 54 ZRE M=L 8§43 FFl disl
A tz|hte] Gakgriel AE3 AL S v vl A
o] $238 ZHo|th(Kim et al.[2012]; Lee et al.[2010]). 3FA| %+ &
Ae A3EF ] AREAEE vtgsh=s #E7|Nte] 93971} 1)
3 el s FETE P ol FeiA 1 ol Ao] @A)
ok EY BRGAE 2K FAE Alddle TRE X6 o
& FRALY] 2, siAE st o33 9F ol di@ 37t
a3k, YDA M= A1 Bl e sHEES] v
I 4F, AT TOF A/ 7Y 9T, ALE L= Q% S
e &, PR Bl 3l ZF R eTy JlEn o
Soll disl] &3] 1eise] Hris oo} st

T dAAEe 9 Foll AT 5 e MR 4
22 F AF7HA] 1A Ytd 291 A AT (grid)ell U
h= AGA BN BATh= AA )T def| oJgt ¥t 3
AFE 2AE T8 AR A7) AgA ol E-E o] &8 XA
FA=lojof 3t AL f3l viH| AFARI B E=2= AFE
FALA el w2} A7 MFs) 2713 EFsye 4%t /1914
o2 A= AA 217 A (static MFs)® A 7] 3HEFsy2 =2
A= AR AP E YIS 1A= AL FAs) AR
e A7 A9 AT vae 9 o 22 zelRk
< RIsH= wEolglon, Q93 o AE AA7|Re] s

7 4 JeAE ndste FES FHAoE AL Fo2 35739
i Uk

PdEE LA 0] G2 Aol FHEWE A5t bt
# UAE 7147 U E WA, ©] A o] &5}
WH)E B8 A7E sk Zold. Byl Eelo|=e] 34, 7]
AR ojg, dd7)e] 58 ol i S8R0 Qs vl o
UA7L A7) 2 AgEs A4 THEES 20~40% TER AoR
223 Uch(Jakubowska er al.[2019]). LA AES T3 ST
g gbAgx] 24 % AAE T5 6 mis o1, 54 50 m
TRl o thfE AdolY AA (@GR mAEY Ee g2
FA ) F8E £ 9L Ao PukEy, =3 AHfFoR ¢
2 749 35 Z& el vl FBEY gFETt F2 Ro)
o} SPEE SRR E 3 FQ FEA gFEE oY 850
a3t e o AL A4 A 29 FY A= A% A
of thgk JF 3t FFE Aot} TP BT EE AR =
A Al g R AEel ot Al o3l Bekr)eke] g3
717t REEA] S E]oof it}

AT ol AT 83 T FARRE AR SAARIE BA] A
4L & 7 Ut sAAIEL FAlE BA Aleld] Bl == A

& FuE] S8l A= DA F7T Al 9] LS SEiA
ARETHYi et al[2017]). 53], 3T} 2 A6l A] 7
Yo| ¥ FE] AR e T Y-S AT H(Kim
et al [2012]), &% 314 AgAl|ES vid AL g Zlow
o gt A AZHAIE vide] 9 HAd = sk G
A7 HET 22 A2 E BT BAR A8 Fd o
g7l A e F2 o] Yo Fel® Eskar oI-E] 7|E2)
B7PEAE A . #A Aol Bl 2% g %
BefA Gl did A7E e dF AF=HYAT
(Andrulewicz ef al.[2003]; Dunham et al.[2015]; Kavet et al.[2016];
Kogan et al.[2006]; Krylov et al.[2014]; Lucca[2013]), =] 873
g AABEE 28 A7 A A A AFA1EE
udEhe ARl BRste] YA vE 5 Qe 9T A,
9 8 F2/EF, A dAlA 28 5 S o). 5
A AgAolEe] wid, &, AAsR=s FA e HAFY wH,
222 gl A8 2 EEFL AN, &5, AR, 95
A7} BASHA 1, oli= $73el Alalshs teket 83 (R )
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PES 1|3 Zo|tHNIRAS[2015]).

4.1 QI9(xo=2 YWiSH= HMX|7|Zof| cHEH st T|dio|
& oiH

Aol mjdd H7] $AS Hg AYAlo| BN TS HAL
71ZHEMFs)2] Q1$13 B2 W98l AVl Al 34 D 2dE o]
3] e & JloH, AA A7 R AR A7IR &
% ¥ tH(Hutchison ef al.[2020]). Q1% & 0.7 W4 3sl= AA7|F
(EMFs)2 aF8golA ez, ARl o s T3 e £33
o] F7] T Ap7el] Bzt Fol &) A" 5 ek A7) ==
2171 RiZkeE EQ] 332, Aol R, AYERT T0) A
o] G o3 Aoz FAF 35| 4 (behavioural
abnormality)S 20| A& B2 AT oA &5} cH(Table 1,
Gill and Kimber[2005]). wehr] X713 24 192t A7) 2 A
E9] 334 == 733 vkl v A3 52 UAHQ 4Pl
oJgt A AE tigt Hlel] YlojA - Fast.

QA9 A o2 WA AR F(EMFs)yS S| S8A T A Ashs
AES] A Qe ol JFE v|R=712 ol F AAR
(EMFs)] %8k AE8Ha == A ds avz ¥7d 2 F
B3] a1 iAo 2 AR )FHEMFs)el didt 2}48}7]6ke]
FE71el e Fo% A4 9] & FSIRIAN o] 7 AR
g S FF AR, 53] s B3 8734, FH

T84 5 gushod v $2F Aotk

z 7
£ AT 20219 YA A0 SRR EE
A&7 $Go]§9LR7t /1S, 20210427)) AhE
Ro} st
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