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Community Structure of Aquatic Community and Evaluation of Water Quality

in Laoyingyan Section of Dadu River
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(1. Key Laboratory of Southwest China Wildlife Resources Conservation ( Ministry of Education), China West Normal University,
Nanchong 637009, China; 2. College of Life Sciences, China West Normal University, Nanchong 637009, China; 3. State Key
Laboratory of Geohazard Prevention and Geoenvironment Protection, Chengdu University of Technology, Chengdu 610059, China; 4.
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Abstract: In order to understand the aquatic community structure in the Laoyingyan section of the Dadu River, we collected samples
from 9 aquatic sampling points along that section, and studied the phycophyta, zooplankton, benthic invertebrate and fish in them; we
also used expert scoring method based on the actual situation of the river to weigh different biome. The water quality was evaluated
using comprehensive evaluation of water quality index ( CEWI). The results showed that: (Dthere were a total of 105 phycophyta
species, belonging to 6 phyla,31 families, and 56 genera in the Laoyingyan section of the Dadu River, among which, diatom species
had a higher richness than the others. The mean cell density of the phycophyta was 17.997 8 x 10* ind-L ™", the mean biomass was
0.446 3 mg-L™", and the highest population density sites were LTS, LYH and XSH. () there were a total of 26 zooplankton species,
belonging to 3 phyla, 11 families, and 12 genera, among which, Protozoa had a higher richness than the others, accounting for
80.77% of all the zooplankton species; The mean density of the phycophyta was 40. 89 ind-L "', and the mean biomass was 13. 26 x
10 mg-L~". The whole community composition was simple, characterized by few species and small population size. @ there were a
total of 14 benthic invertebrate species,belonging to 6 phyla,14 families, and 14 genera, among which, insecta had a higher richness
than the others, accounting for 57. 16% of the benthic invertebrate species. Benthic invertebrate had higher population densities in
LYH and XSH. @ The mean CEWI of the whole river water was 2. 698 28, characterized by slightly polluted water quality. The CEWI
value between every collection point and the individual water quality evaluation index showed a significant positive correlation,
manifesting a high consistency. In addition, the water quality of SLH and NYH was mesosaprobic (1 < CEWI=<2), and the water
quality of LYH and LYY was clean ( CEWI >3) ,among which the worst was SLH with a lowest CEWI of 1. 620 7, and the best was
LYH with a highest CEWI of 3. 954 5, all the other samples were subjected to different degrees of light pollution.
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W B 2015-04-19; fEITHH: 2015-09-04

BEEME : PRI F AR H (14D010) 5 PUNAHE T —BIH (162B0177) 3 R ARBIEIE T AR LS ITH (51309196)

EE® N WIUIE(1981 ~ ), L WEE0F A BRI, EBEOF5E 07 m A IR A 2 S AR W 2 AR PR . SoUS R 50 E-mail : yyhuang_cwnu@
163. com



1] BOCLAE - T R 5 1T BEA 7K A AR R v 4 K BOK SR 133

DR SR VL IR BRI VLK R B RS, Tk
REWE I 5, 2 W M B+ — OROK AL 2
R T SR T S T B SRy R TR B R
[ 22 DMREG RIS 16 DRI, BT S A B
G, MBI IOR Y T B 2 23 km, KR
2655 m™ AR IF & FEATL S5 Ry &, A gk i
ZytAt e R . (HE DLZRSE A i o I SE 75 TE 1K
R MBS Yt kb ook B G | [R5 2
T AT BT A AR e A R AR Ak 3 R R AR
Yy IR sh Y. AT Sl A N 2 S A R T R 4
B, AT RE A AR U, MRS A A — T AL
T B Y A AR DR3P A A R A A e A K L
AR, 18 YT BEX %I BOK A AR Wi Vg 2 b 47
S PG 3R DS AT AT A K A A S R AP T
R LHOKAEESRGE YRR

SR, 27 AT OC T R PE T & 1 o ) B i =
LA PR b T A M T A BA B T AR BT
NG YRR AL S8 SRR | K IR
PR A IR R AT | KB R T 5T ki
GEIRTF R A B R TR R IR g
ST AR TR LR A AL K B
FEMMEIN | AR A AR T A A AR TN S TS
T JE =S H. A, B TR A SR G KA Y
AR X 7R PR AE A 1) s D 7, M A 2 07
MoK B M B AR HEATR
BTSSR S — A A K TR 21 25
AP IREILR IV R B Ik AT s b, AT
FEAESEH PR AT A LR b, LA & [ A Tl B AR 7K
HEERG NN R, GG B | i sh
JERAICHHESD B . #0.2EA SEBRIG BL , X% BOK 5
BT AR LE WIS AE ) 5 B PPN, LA S R 3]
M T B HE ) 22 R LR A B A 2 W A SR AL R
TEHER, K B TR 5T AK AR S R G RV
LA KA SRR A Al

1 #BE5HE

1.1 BRI A

FCIET] (99°42" ~ 103°48'E,28°15" ~33°33'N)
RVRT A R LR R, S U )1 48 bl
e, MEZSF IR, U TR 8 2T B A R Sk A1 K
L3 T 5 R K, T A R AT I LSt 1 Rl K A ity i R U
T B K 24 23 km. Hoi e Sk A UL 2= 4203
(APRIT I ) K2 8 km, KIRVE 25 21 m, Y] 38 F- 24 3%
F% 2. 63%0; LN (FaMRIRT 1) B ALY 15 km,

FIRVEDE 34 m o[ TE S4B 2. 27 %o. AT BE
FAT TR LRI KA, KBS ~10 m, || F
i U FR63 110 ~ 66 006 km® |, [X. 8] 7 5 1 F12 896
km®, A H 71020 ~ 1140 m’-s ™" [X 8] i &
120 m* -s ™" B PR 3. 2%0 ~ 4. 5%o0 , S W 111 [X.
T Y IAT 5 G i) Bt Ak v sl X g Y )1
b R W S X, 24RO 16.9°C, Z4F
WM A 72 K 16375 mm, £ 4F 7 YA X IE B
69% ,ZAEF-HIXGH 2.3 m-s ™' ZAE YLK &
801. 3 mm ; JATAHb DX A =2 Ry A FH AN+ S ) 24 3
A TR R BN B A AT e AR b DX A )
A I MACORI R ARy 32
1.2 RAFWTIH Ay

R U148 R U Tl 2 1 Tl B e ot 1t 5
A MR s KOOSR A A
B TR DL A | 785375 TECRAF 1w 1) A e 1 |
AT ECE RN G ik | UAE AT e b AR 2% Al Bk
AR ORI S BRIR DL, T 2012 49 A ek A
HUHE U AL A BT U, 258 1 e = G ik b 1R R
PR 1k, A BR 3SE T 9 MK AEA YR
FEWTI . Bk A1 (LTS) | BMEH —J(LYYL) | 44K
W R 1.5 km(SLHK) | ZEA 20 (LYY2) | &
&5 =9 (LYY3) | L&YW (LYH) | #ABKT (SLH) |
/NI (XSH) | BEAE (NYH) |, XF ] BOIR e A= 9
R AW, AT T RSB, SRAE A B DL
K.
1.3 KAAEYEAE %

PSR A S50 3 BB P A7 T TR B PRV 2R Y
FE R AR R AFEAR 73 00 R4 /K TR 0. 10, 0.5 il
1.0 m BZKFEAS 1 LIRSS SLEIINA 15 mL &5 G
W E B UIUE 24 h, W2 B, B R A K e vk
4% 10 mL, fEE RS ARk g o
NI RE. ISR FH2 500 ml A LB R K 4%
SRAE BN BTTRTCR KR 2 WK, BRR BEALRFE 10 L,
320 LIRE/KAE, H 25 % (ML EAEHR 0. 064 mm)
PRI g | MR 1 L KRR A SR,
H130 mL &-5F QI [ € | 48 h J5 € 2% 30
mL" A S B R A R BT ALR 1/16 m® B
WA R #R R AR SRAFIIVeAE ] 60 H 43 FEG /N0
TR L. A48 A 5% B IR S MR 2 Je
RIS = B L BRI A N H 3 em ()
SHOR  7E IR T Sk A7 B 3t 2 7K X 28 9 A 1) R 0 R
B B (TS | TE . T KA S IR T Ak S AT H
Bi S E FGETH TR i 5 e S M R S g



134 7 R S 37 &
TGN
N P
VPRI W T
2okl 7| . i
al T
® i
- PR
f\%
Ay iy
% ALY TIURE 4 v WM
. e % %%
2y J).‘ ng!“LI-fIJI i aﬁ]jgi{bﬂ
4] W HE . i
bl i ' M — S e
FbkH T4
PKTORER N
s CLTRE
S Skanlt.
D I Ak R 2
PR BEIORE £ 4 @ = GRS e = gt
ﬁ _\ : B ﬂ? /
K | f.’”““'“":ﬂ % = R
5 T 58
] - \( 7 R — S
Y vkito Xy HIBEH
BN — T
£ — iU LI L

B1 XERMETRE

Fig. 1 Distribution of sampling sites

1.4 JKBTHE AR RATE S 5 J7 v

F2012 429 H 505 %F & A BEs ST 1 9 A4
IKAEAE ) RAE W (18] 1) SEATRAE ) B W THI 6 R
2 (REART 0.5 m Ab A P47 ), B4 RAE
RUORAEZ) 10 L BYRE S SR RS i e 8 /K i 1 3 A
HEAT B hE TR R L X, AEK X B8 YL iR
DX, DARIEROK W 7K TR A A X 3457, ik ik
FEVE A BRI T I 0 R 5 R, KA SR 4 58
Je BBt AT AR, I R EHI A K R, pH (B SR A A3
AL EEE R, HAR R S5 W iR A EOR
155 HI/T 52-19991%!
1.5 KBEAEMZE I TR EN 8T

T K I 5 K AR A W 0 22 0] DR o AR X
MR AR IR R AR TG Y R IR A E T A
AN FORERIREYE AR S R T B A EY
FIORE I B 5, ) P 2 M L 2 R R E Pk
G0 DR W) FE TR I KR A 0 W AN RE S e
J e H PR T R A 7 AR R 2 R0 T HL R B
fer. TRIES AN TR) AR 0 2R o A AR ) R AR I B AN
] , S5 S A TS5 A4 R Y5 Y 48 75 F 2 7K BT A= 27 3T
M EE SR TE— o B L] T R i K A B
AN BUERUK BTG YL R s PRI Sh i Th AN D Fp

X PRI A M B REURR, A B RE R R A —
FE TS, AR KBRS AR HT; KRB
Wh Py W R AT S BE ) 22 . A i . AR AR 0
K. G THEAMIAG T2, & B KR IS G4
ANCEVIR BP0 R A 5 I R R
FHAS TR A=y 28 A S7 ) BOK o AR W) 255 PP AN 1 4L
CEWI ( comprehensive evaluation of water quality
index) , X7 BEK BRR L5472 /40 B, LA RE XS K
PREE Bt i A T 2R S FIM. AR

CEWI = > [W, xBI, x (3/VR,))] (1)
i=1

Kb, CEWIL M BoK B AE Wi 46 8, W, WL K
FIoT e 5 | AR RERIACE ; BL MAE i 28
EWRRER VIV TR, VR, NS | RAWEHE
AW PE A T8 B0 BUE G L n R S IO AR 2R R
. Y4 CEWL=0 Jf™HE{54¢; 0 <CEWI<1 HHE
5% 1 <CEWIS<2 FHhET5YY; 2 <CEWI<3 Hig
5 YL, CEWI >3 Nk,
1.6 AYIPNnTE A EI
ZREETE UL RE VLSS | IR Sh ) S R R4S
) 240 15 B 1 A A kg BEAS AR i 0 T Y
FEAR DL, B OE AR E M kR G % K



1] BOCLAE - T R 5 1T BEA 7K A AR R v 4 K BOK SR 135

Margalef &= & £ #8 %4 (d) . Shannon 2 £ 4 45 %L
(H' ) (EM, K TR . i Beck A2 498 $k
(B1) D2 e A6 2 4 37 A 7K B 4 3 | — 4>
SRR, B1 (E O UK BBV W, HOETE TR 2
KA (R L W WA FIK R ) 1K BT AR ) o
PE 2 BT AR ST AR A A T
BOK AW 45 A 2 Br A 00, 25 8 25 B[R] AR
Wy Fp R SR B R AT Ak
AR K AR OT T SE BEAT AT o3, B E i B

I3 0 2k FH v 2 A W) ) Margalef & JE IR 50 (d) |
TEUESI Y B Shannon Z FEPEFE B (H') R A TG
HHES Y AU Beck AWK (B1) 2L 3 FhAE Y3k
BERY 3 N EFR (3R 1) AT KR EZR AT, ZhnifE
TEAb PR J5 1 3 B AE W S BEAL E 43 5 . 0. 71
0.17.,0.12; GG AR (1) A B BOK i A
R S I R /N W
CEWI =0.71 xd x (3/3) +0.17 x H’
x (3/3) +0.12 x Bl x (3/10) (2)

R1 EDESHETN SRS MR RS EXR2572]

Table 1  Biodiversity index and the corresponding relationship with water quality index
TREA TR ik PR A E i
ek _5-1 O<d<I1:HEGR; 1 <d<2:PET o 0w ey
Mirgelef ZFHEHM() SRR ey 2 <A<V >3 W g
\ H =0 J"E 55 0 <H' <1 HEGY;  BMERG N kAT
Shannon-Wiever ZFEPEFEE(H') H =- z (n;/N)log, (n;/N) 1 <H' <2.FEy5Yy, 2 < H'<3. 1275 AR BB A TR
i=1 g H' >3 051 75 Qe AR P i A )
e e PSS B R P EA AL
Beck A #1484 (B1) BI =204 + nB BL =0/ IS0 T<BI<O:PIT0:  pon ypok
Bl =10.:75 7
LYY2 5 LYY3 HEri b B e lA 25 em. &40
2 HBRESH

2.1 WS B KRB IR I

2% 2 W, B PR AT B IR AE 855 ~ 920
m Z[A]; KT B EE (35 (E K 36. 78 om , BEARE: Ny
T Foh XSH FE S Ab 3% W B 55 &5 3K 73 em, T

BoKAK R E, BME N 5.78; TS5 AY pH (E
M2 AR AN, YRR FYKEY
17. 11°C [ K B34 3 24 2. 86 m-s ™', SE 4
WA 1117 mg-L™", — A2 R 2K A= A Y1 1)
FEI.

®2 BHHEANIREER

Table 2 Environmental indices in different sampling sites

T ﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬁ : ifﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘

LTS LYYI SLHK LYY2 LYY3 LYH SLH XSH NYH
2%/ (°) 102.2615 102.2802  102.2845 102.3383  102.3790 102.2814  102.2844 102.3148 102. 358 8
G/ (°) 20.3329  29.3019  29.2766  29.2283  29.2473  29.303 1 20.2875  29.2514 29.2324
MR/ m 920 905 892 874 855 910 893 890 872
R/ cm 36 34 26 25 25 35 27 73 50
pH 5.5 6.0 6.0 6.0 5.5 5.5 6.5 5.5 5.5
R/ C 16~16.9 17.4~17.6 18.6~18.8 16.5~17.0 16.1~16.3 16.8 ~17.4 17.0~17.1 18.0~18.3 16.0~16.2
VKR /mes~! 3.00~3.80 3.00~3.60 3.00~3.50 2.53~2.98 2.51~2.75 2.50 ~2.80 2.40~2.90 2.40~2.70 2.20~2.60
W/ mg- 17! 11.07 10. 80 11.35 11.54 11.20 8.90 12. 64 12. 41 10. 62

D) Je A (LTS) | WA —J(LYYL) | FAMKIE R 1. Skm (SLHK) | # M5 9 (LYY2) | EME A =90 (LYY3) . #LZ3 (LYH) | #AMKI

(SLH) , /K[ (XSH) |, BHEV (NYH) , FIF]

2.2 JKAEEERHYIX RAN S | BESAY R

MRIETEALE AT (K 2,523, 4) , MW BT
Tk A 6 17 31 BL 56 J& 105 Flr, ik 8 ] A9 47 b
BAFEE, A 10 B 20 J8 49 Fh, SRR
46.67% ; H R et i], 14 Bl 23 J&@ 34 F,
32.38% ; TLL#eE 1 SRBE 1B /b, o0 il 2 B
2@ 2 M 1B E 2 B ALY 1.90% . DR s

oA tE oA AL TSk A /K B P b d
Z oA 55, 54, 52 Filvy RN B A — S
WUHERE A A 32 By HE 5 AR S R g 14 /0
T30 Fh. MARBEBEA ALK F , T LARE ST AN
SRPET TR A L2, Hoh DURE B T TR
F2 5 TR S R T s WU R T S A
B TRAEBREZ, hZ R ER AR E



136 AN 5%

B 37 %

FARBE T2, BB £ 57 OB R A ETE
P e RS i i R R 8 I A RS T T ] Y A
T A JCHAEAL AT N KT AN W T A5
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( Chaetophora elegans ) F fit ¥ 171 B9 B0 40 S5+ i o
( Gomphonema parvulum ) , N JE % 4% ¥ ( Eunotia
arcus) (HLAEXSPCH /N ACTTAE S LR BE ] A0k
My K ¥ ( Chlamydomonas reinhardi ) F1 /N BR ¥
( Chlorella vulgaris) AARFAIHE. NP RES B AR
Yok (P BTHET], Z0BE0] . BRER T TR W R Ei i
KA JHURAEE B GETE) | LA 25 52 R0 AR ) 3 (1 K
INBE 9 DRER TR 3 AR, JeS L ALZTT | /N
KT BRI A i (TR ) AR, S 1 0. 35
mg-L7', FORE OB WO e K, B fE 14.0 x
10* ind - L™ R b JEER— B2, R 21 2
VAR S, SR AL B A 8 — R

FEAE TR 25 A A B K T 0,25 mg- L Rl BESS
JEAET. 41 ~9.54 x 10" ind - L™, JBEE 2 Hfv4
A RSO ES B)Z HA A RITAT A DU R R 3 ) BEL B
V] i R 75 Yok 4 B 1 B A AN DR
TSR PR B R 1 A B I, ASUR B T 18 R Ui
2K RRHER R R AY B S ST 5 A
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Fig. 2 Flora composition of hydrobiontic algae
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Table 3 Species number of hydrobiontic algae in each sampling site

Syt i i i W
LTS LYYI SLHK LYY2 LYY3 LYH SLH XSH NYH
W BE] 8 3 1 5 2 5 0 9 5
B 2 0 1 1 1 1
ZL#E0] 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
FEHE] 29 19 15 16 16 26 13 24 13
BREET] 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 2
A 13 8 6 5 7 21 4 15
A1t 54 32 24 28 27 55 18 52 30
Fd4 ERBEKEBRXEYMBEZEREDE
Table 4  Population density and biomass of hydrobiontic algae in each sampling site
W] fEPET] P Gt
PR HE Y iy AP R EX7/h HE x10* ER7hs
/ind-L~! /mg-1,7! /ind-L~! /mg-1~! /ind-L~! /mg-1~! /ind-L~"  /mg-L~!
LTS 15361 0.004 8 116 692 0.3146 17 544 0.024 4 18.338 4 0.3552
LYY1 10217 0.0007 41427 0.2652 8 873 0.0170 9.5440 0.2852
FWIA SLHK 5443 0.000 4 36 638 0.1449 8977 0.0039 6.614 4 0.1611
LYY2 13 351 0.003 5 41122 0.1773 5500 0.0049 7.7500 0.1942
LYY3 8773 0.0006 30225 0.1124 6112 0.006 8 5.6886 0.1276
LYH 13 347 0.004 5 87791 0.3417 43 568 0.1152 15.788 6 0.3743
ST SLH / / 25 144 0.089 4 4452 0.003 4 4.3008 0.0925
XSH 16 174 0.006 2 78 992 0.3554 32210 0.081 4 14.5520 0.3755
NYH 11 662 0.007 1 39925 0.2472 6 500 0.048 4 7.4122 0.2657
fE 11791 0.003 5 55328.44 0.227 6 14 859.56 0.061 1 17.997 8 0.446 3
2.3 R IX RAER S A BESAEY R Beshni s, A 191 B1 81 @ 1Rl ALY

HRF A5 58 ST 0, BRI ] BE VR sh A 3 1)
44495 H 11 BH12 g 26 Fp, Hrp R A shWy 1 Tk =+
HOA2H3 He BT JE 21 F, 5 80.77% ; ik
SYIIE 1IN B4R 484 Fh, 5 15.38% ; i1y

3.85% (K1 3) 5 40T Lk, 1ol BE A i3 s sh 4 22
P AR A2 2R A i 288 21 B, o I B T U Bh 0 Rl Y
73.08% . WRFESMIF A TEOE (£ 5) T
TR SR AR R 1. Skm > %28 5 — 2 d b 0hE >
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M TR I > B = Gl = ek
A1 5 SCUL T 4 B AL > AR AR > /NKIT > #L 24
W, PR SRR — o AL, YRR S
HWIERTE (3R 6) , 1% B PR sl 1 1 % B2

U 2 8 e ] B i Bl 0 v 2L I T
b S 0 B AT O L, AR R IR R TR ST =
KA.

20

40.89 ind-L7', ¥ A& ¥ B M 13.26 x 18 | oHUEH
_ ~ - 16t pupgs
107 mg- L~ For B0 S AR A2 R 0 T 2 B i o
w 12 F e
W R R OR, M R 24.2 ind-L7', 7.04 x 5 10 @M
Y Y g o
10 mg-L~", 7 5% BE ) 62.79% FI B & = 1Y 6 F
A 4 —
53.26% ; LA ), TR 2 YRS 5 4 EL bR | LR
} o Lt . .
9.89 ind-L™", 2.97 x 10 * mg-L™", {5 £ % J¥ (1) A M I #
24 = ik Ny TL OS2 ks v N .
22.22% FLE T BE1919. 89% , B VR B v Ui sh ) 4 B3 iR RER
j‘j ﬁﬁy s ﬁ%iﬁg E(J W?@Jﬁﬁifﬂ% /%‘\ ng:ﬂéﬁ s Fig. 3 Flora composition of zooplankton
x5 BRERZIHFIWHIFNEE
Table 5 Species number of zooplankton in each sampling site
e ] , ST
LTS LYYI SLHK LYY2 LYY3 LYH SLH XSH NYH
"
ek ] RN 13 12 16 14 11 4 12 9 11
2B / 2 1 1 / / 1
BILSWI] EE e 3 4 4 4 4 1 1 2
B FH 524 1 2 / / 2 2 / /
At 17 20 21 19 17 7 14 12 19
*6 BEREIFHIVEEREVE
Table 6  Population density and biomass of zooplankton in each sampling site
JRAE BT IR T o
- TEH WA e 4 "
RAETIHT . - - - .
W X0 is A4 x 10 - i s A4 x 10 ~* W AR <1074 i) s A x 10 74
/ind-L~! /mg'L’I /ind-L~! /mg-L’1 /ind-L~! /mg-L’1 /ind-L~! /mg-L’1 /ind-L~! /mg‘L’1
LTS 0 0 25 7.5 6 1.8 2 2.4 33 11.7
LYYI 2.4 28 8.4 12 3.6 5 6 53 20.4
THBrm SLHK 11 3.3 35 10.5 16 4.8 0 0 62 18.6
LYY2 6 1.8 29 8.7 12 3.6 0 0 47 14.1
LYY3 0 0 24 7.2 18 5.4 5 6 53 18.6
LYH 0 0 10 3 2 0.6 1 1.2 13 4.8
B i SLH 4 1.2 23 4.9 0.9 0 0 30 7
XSH 4 1.2 18 5.4 1.5 0 0 27 7.3
NYH 7 2.1 26 7.8 15 4.5 2 2.4 50 16.8
-y 4.44 1.33 24.2 7.04 9.89 2.97 1.67 2.0 40.89 13.26

2.4 JRWESHPI X RS o0 A0 | B S A YR
R 81 A 45 SR ] BT B g R A I 1 HE 3
YA 6117911 H 14 FL 14 J& 14 F, Horp B iy
BNFE A5 H8 RS ES i, (5 57. 16% , FicHy L
A SEE 8 H ) s 57 ( Eedyrus sp. ) . .3 %% ( Cloron
sp. ), B H 8980 £ 1k ( Hydropsyche sp. ) LA} A& ##
H W) A1 W8 ( Perlodas sp. ) , HAthFh 23570 MW Fh i)
I3 LR ALLTRI RN K IRT P 2% S H ) RS AT 3
YA A 822 1 i b 0 2 A AR b | T S

AR R EG SR TR . YR 5 AR
KA (K T) , WA TCHAE B W 1 F 24 %5 5 J2 20. 33
ind-m ™ X AYE R 19,11 gom 7, Hodr B digy
RN B B K (12,6 ind-m ™2) AR 5%
MR, BN, TR RN E
PR BN, H22 5 AR, AW 1 £
BEA, JC R IR 4 1 F 2 R W) i iR (6,60
gem ) HIKEHFRHN(4.74 gom ™), FH AW &
B/ NI R 49(0.38 gem 7).
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Table 7 Population density and biomass of zoobenthos in each sampling site
TN Em?ﬂ ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ] HE}E?VJ %%?ﬁl %E’E‘Wﬁgﬂ “@Eéﬂ ﬁ%?ﬂ ﬁﬁ‘
wEOAPER O WE O APR WY O EYE O WE O ARE BE O APE O RE AR WY EYE wWE AvE
LTS 21 1.35 0 0 3 1.45 1 3.61 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 6.41
i LYY1 5 0.12 3 10.84 0 0 1 3.51 2 6.10 0 0 0 0 11 20.57
E;# SLHK 15 1.22 0 0 0 0 3 2.57 2 6.36 0 0 3 265 23 12.79
[ LYY2 0 0 1 3.62 0 0 5 6.89 8 2470 0 0 5 4.8 19  40.06
LYY3 10 0.27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1.98 12 2.25
. LYH 32 2.04 5 18.06 2 0.97 0 0 1 3.13 5 1579 0 0 45 39.99
% SLH 2 0.06 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0.06
W oxsm 21 1.68 1 3.03 2 0.96 0 0 0 0 4 13.00 0 0 28 18.68
NYH 7 0.22 2 7.14 0 0 3 4.70 6 19.09 0 0 0 0 18 31.14
Ty 2.6 0.77 .33 4.74  0.78  0.38 .44 236 211  6.60 1.0 320 111 .05 20.33 19.11

1) A ind-m =2 LN, gom 2

] BOK 0 A )25 VAR
T X 25 A SR FE UK BT AE W) 25 A TE 48 AL
CEWI B/ Hr 45 R o (3R 8) , U] & 18 2 Tl Bt
K H S K BT LYY . LYH W54 W 17 B R 0 Ui
(CEWI >3); TMifE SLH, NYH G-/ )y b 95
Ju Horh SLH K f1K Jit i 25, CEWI {H fie /), ik
1. 6207 ; HiAx 5 AW 17 ¥ 32 2K [F) 2 B A e B s
Yo ZEA PPN Margalef F- 5 FEFEE(d) | TR

2.5

B Shannon ZFEPEFREL(H') MUK TG HHESh )
(1) Beck AEIH8%(B1) X 3 N§FR AT A, LYH 32 T4k
% d B H B e, 530 R 23,24 6. 135 1 SLH
ZTHEE,d, H' | Bl {H&RAK, 735 7 :1. 68, 1.67,
4, T s g, [FEE A R AT A T
HI(F9) ,CEWT Fl45 BIT/K P 45 $i 18] 35 S A%
FRYIEADC MO REEITE 0. 85 DL, 545 PAITK
TN PR TP R B A — Bk

£8 EHEKRITEMER

Table 8 Result of water quality in different sampling sites

KRR, d H Bl CEWI IK BT
LTS 2.73 3.24 14 2.993 1 BRPETG Y
LYYI 2.57 3.67 18 3.096 6 T
T Wi SLHK 2.47 3.29 14 2.8170 R
LYY2 2.60 1.76 2.3252 RV
LYY3 2.77 2.07 2.6426 R
LYH 3.24 6.13 17 3.9545 T
. SLH 1.68 1.67 4 1.6207 PR
S XSH 2.65 3.15 13 2.8850 R
NYH 1.86 1.91 8 1.9333 i B Y
ol () / 2.51 2.99 11.33 2.698 28 RS
£9 KEITEMEEERSBTHEHMBEXELHY RYFAE I % 8 3 ( Ceratoneis arcus) . % # M
Table 9  Correlation between CEWI and single indexes 7;;;, ( Tabellaria fenestriata ) R %@ Hfﬁ 1:1: 7;;;, |:':| z’% /E *:P
YT oo ) e s e
BATFUK AR L AP B E I CE\Xg ( Fragilaria capucina var. mesolepta ) FI4EIE 28 IE i
d 0.912865 1 0.00059 " * ( Nitzscahia sublinearis) 5 S WS 4% T =F
H' 0.923 6573 0.00038 " LRI TR AR AT 5 e XL, L AR
Bl 0.8712226 0002227 FEPR A R IE e B 3 ( Chaetophora elegans) | 3K
1) # * F/R P<0.01, Mg 3 M A& ¥ ( Chlamydomonas reinhardi ) F1 /7N BR ¥
3 W ( Chlorella vulgaris) ; TEFET 1A FEF A TN S5 40 5
( Gomphonema parvulum ) | Il B 4T 4% ( Eunotia
3.1 KAEAYIREE S BUIR B R R arcus) . F3Ab, KFEER G R RA 4 DBEHE N
KW A BOK ALY EBEENE o A Wrm Ar gt A, 40 9 8 Xk &1 FF % ( Synedra

B, TR ATRE S TR T PR D L8260 1

amphicephala) . 18] B FHE B ( Navicula simplex) | 1
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21 SRR 35 RN R ( Chlorella vulgaris) , HyH 31
FRF B, R R S B, O 2 E
s[RI A B B ERL. PR sl AR R A A
RAU, AT BRI s Fh AR 73. 08% . A
M5, s e — AR R AR, Bt b
JENGTCEHESH Y B IR N e 22, HA RIS 1 /b dci L
Y I i B Y i I ( Eedyrus sp. ) . 3% ( Cloron
sp. ), B H 0980 1 ( Hydropsyche sp. ) A K 4 3#
H ) 18 ( Perlodas sp. ) , 7EAL 2] F/IN K] 3K 1 4%
SIS I3 A8 2, i R o3 A A . T
B AR AL R bR 2 H 3 B 11 Fl 155 2,
FHOERZ 7 64.15% 5 WY E , 2
( Pseudorasbora parva) (N i M B R Z , 5 H %
8 ff1 ( Schizothorax prenanti ) . i #& #§ ( Zacco
platypus ) 15 BGOZIT B H AT,

IUET] 2 J8 5] BOoK A= A IR E B R | R 2%
JE R A= Wy s A AR, DA W R U 5 ) )
OX AT U B S AL 293 K /N KT 9 A4 U T
IR RCER | e o B R0 AE ) B e, K BRI i
PRSI sh W 1 D #0 28 BHe BR) 4 0 (DR,
MEWIEE AR, IO JE LA R R i A 71
TB TR /N, RINAE d e — o B
AR PR A P R X AN [ S A A 2 A 25 S
PERIFZ . AN X8R ( Cyprinus carpio) . Fo BE i ( 7.
plarypus) . ZFELD (P. parva) 55585038 N ESER . A
T S I R 1 £ 2 B I AN R L A A
{EXF 5% 00 2448 1 (S. prenanti) . 25 3k i ( Garra
pingi) . BT ZME M (S, davidi) , 5T NE £ (S.
wangchiachii) . ¥ A €k ( Euchiloglanis kishinouyei )
SR oA R B e 2T M 2 ) SOOI Y O T
K IR 138 17 R, DU 23 7 A B RS R S )
(7 s P, 3ty R )l D5 AL 2 (1 #2847y 3 128 i L B
Xt 2R 38 A8 it 7 A — o B LR S ). [w] g sl %
TR EE 0 AR YR A 3] 1Y £ 28 0 28 RLEIC I A5 /0
H &G 128 i AMAER L BN, A /AL
s BB A B 2R R IR C BN T =
SR BERDT | AR LS R A
3.2 IKBTAEYIVAN B BRI S T

LRG KB LR SV FE B (CEWT) 5 B —/:
PR E BB 48 B T, R TR] 2 8 Tl Bt
IR L) TR EETS QoK 4k, B 7E SLH, NYH £
SURPUE RS AR AE; LYY, LYH A i K
TSP T A A5, S Tt K L. SR K BT 45 22
Sy 2 N ONE TGS, B3R e E A

AT V5 7K B HEA S5 5 DL S 307 T F R AR I X R I
(R RAE SR BT LA 22 , T L 8 i IR DX 1Y) SR A AT
IKBOIRBCARXI RS 4. QLYH B 2 REPEH8 50 e s A
TET B IR T REW 0, HoK e tg , e v oive i
JE RS KA B RE sy A R I U s ) R 3 1Y)
AAEFNEAT , AR s K i 2, K e v & i
K, 37 W AR, S Ui A AR G A

AT VAR T 3 10 S T B /K A A Wy 4t vy oy i
fitlh, 535 A1 2R A P B9 Margalef 38 BEFE XL (d) |
TRIE s %) Shannon ZFEVEFRE B (H') FUEHG T H
HESIHI Y Beck A WIHEEC(BL) VPAN 5 i, S [ i 2
KA ZE A TEN T8 B (CEWT) 5 28 A e 4 T 56
UEK B A D25 G PF M S & B IUK B T 5
SRR = B — B BRAR T DASEAS e el 2
FEAESEAT VP s ok () 158 22, B VR el S ke 1 ORI
T JE S BE K B BAR. NGESR B/ 5 AR
XPIZ] B b i K R A 5 A iz i) Bk i B A R
U, RS S R D A Sl B S8 TN A, HG 4 W T i A
PR3] M 2K Bbr e 25 R 58 W) &5 R X B 2%
FERUKIRR) pH (B, B | W S R bs A=)
Pkt | R R AR W) i 5T Bok B A B
J& TS KR g th i — 80 B Ui
PR EOT S G B

4 i
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31 Bl 56 J& 105 A5 FRFshAL 3 114 995 H 11 #F
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LYY, LYH F s i 7K BT 7E P > SR A a5 R 385 1 7K 5 5
HAY 5 AW 332 BIAS [ R B 2 BT .

(3) Bl 15 90 Ll Y R RS Y, KU T 2 8
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J& IR 0] SR 68 28 5 K R T A I 28
S E
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