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Abstract; From June 2018 to April 2019, the characteristics of phytoplankton communities and water quality were
investigated in waters of Lake Lianhuan with stable yield of Protosalanx chinensis. The results showed that there
were 120 species (including undetermined species) of phytoplankton, belonging to 8 Phyla. The means of density
and biomass were 372.83x10" ind-L™" and 2.8043 mg- L™ respectively. The characteristic of phytoplankton com-
munities during the period of P. chinensis growth (open water period), breeding and hatching (frozen period) were

different, and the comprehensive analysis showed the community dominated by Chlorophyta. Three diversity indi-
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ces showed that phytoplankton diversity was higher in the open water period while higher evenness was found in

the frozen period. According to the evaluation criteria, the three diversity indices showed that the water quality of

watery supporting high and stable yield of P. chinensis ranged from os to a-ms.

Keywords: Protosalanx chinensis; high and stable yield; phytoplankton; water quality
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1 ##l57 % (Materials and methods)
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FEBTARIE RN T WX, i B T 8 A RAE
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Fig. 1 Map of study area and sampling stations
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Table 1 List of phytoplankton in Lake Amuta and
Lake Yamenxi from June in 2018 to April in 2019

1.4 #d&4r#r(Data analysis)
TP A 225 UITE (48 h) MR 4H (48 h) = 30
mL, R THEUS B 1 LK TR
BEIE PR WAE ) (%) % B RN () Ja > A 10 o i
THRAEY RS PRRFP AR PR 9 O 353 e i
() PLBE R TS PR s BT 3fe LAAN AR5 B

HAFLLEE 2R

Dominant species

1o 4 B

Phylum/species name o
abbreviation name

oo AU R EE R T55 T 0.02 I, RV E %)

ﬁ%{ﬁ%ﬁm . ) N ‘éijzi‘%l‘] Chlorophyta )
VEFE Sh Wi SRR Piclou 5] 1 AR Scenedes musbijuga SM
P Shanhon-wiener B3N T1eloU =5 2 UM Scenedes musquadricauda SMM
FaHCm Margalef M ﬁm , SIATBRI A IS R oF 3 5 AW Scenedes musdenticulatus
11 DX (R TR ) 22 REVE D RPN K BOIR AP 4 JRANHIE Scenedes musacuminatus
5 2 il Scenedes musarcuatus
2  Z55 (Results) 6 W Scenedes sp.
2.1 Fp 22 A M AR B Fh (Species composition and 7 /MR Chlamydomonas microsphacra
dominant . 8 WA W Chlamydomonas ehrenbergii
ominant species) - . 9 JH Y Cosmarium abbreviatum CAB
2018 4F- 6 H—2019 44 H HREFFRIEAEY) 8 10 Ji#%3% Cosmarium depressum
I‘j 120 ﬁ(é\ﬂi%ﬁ)(%\% 1), Y-F 120 ﬁ{%(]j’?*ﬁ% ':F‘ , 11 BILE . Cosmarium nastutum
JEs A R RV TR ] R , HAfp %‘:Fi% 12 J:f;j%ﬂii?;% Pleurotaenium coronatum
N w2 3 N 13 NGk 5L Cosmarium subtumidum
VY 4 BR Y [\
it ﬁcwﬁﬁﬂﬁ@m%ﬁ Aagz <6 86.67‘ % (2 2), 2018 4F ) SRS Chlorela vl o
6—12 H ’ %ﬁ%i” /%ﬁ?*ﬁ% 817108 ﬁp ,2019 E'E 15 WIE /NBR ¥ Chlorella ellipsoidea CE
2—4 H ,;j\:;f%%iu 717157 ﬁ‘(%:z 2)o 16 FE K/ NERSE Chlorella pyrenoidosa CP
TR RV TR R ST, 17 SURIUE Teredron coudanm
HEEI PRI R 2), ST 6—8 BTtk U e it "
- . . = ¥ Tetragdron trilobulatum
B TE 50% ~52.54% JEEN, £ 9 H—IR4: 2 H jﬁ’ﬁm,}%d\ﬁmﬁ
ET IJ_‘T tlﬁfﬁﬂﬁ{ﬁf‘%ﬁ 5 ﬂ:/ﬁﬂﬁ 4 H Rﬁ}yf Elﬂo Eﬁ 20 Tetraedron trigonum var. gracile
l‘j E 2018 45'3 9 H _‘{Jb\ 45'3 2 H BT 5 Hﬂ @U Zﬁf % , 21 SIS B Pediastrum boryanum
TE21.95% ~36.67% {WHIN,6—8 H (5 L WEasE, » R T A
N e Pediastrum dupl g 1l
1E16% ~17% . JFWIJE 4 J it FOMXS B fiG , t S e T
N N . . 23 VO 335 2L 35 Y 45 A
[ j ﬁj@ Y:E 6—9 H le E'\ % ﬁl ﬁ 54 fﬁ U *H Xﬂ“ *%\ R, E Pediastrum tetras var. tetraadon
2317% ~275% ?ﬁ[ﬂlj\]o 12 H ﬁttijfﬂi,ﬁ\ﬁz 2 H 24 VU + ¥ Crucigenia puadrata CPU
FIFWEESLLOITE 1 Fh, TFi0 4 J 10 5 W IRps, ik 25 PR Cucigeni torapedi cr
42 .59% 26 LW 414k Ankistrodesmus convolutes
. . ; O . V1 Dt ] e R 27 IR LYt Ankistrodesmus acicularis
TR SR DA ] RSl kel Ty 28 UEBLEHENE Ankistrodesmus falcatus
7S SR SR T} e SR N O NG i e SF 3 . £ 9 A
INEREEAE 7 A jg{jﬁ%ﬁ(@ 2), Ankistrodesmus falcatus var. mirabilis
2.2 %5 54 (Density and biomass) 30 iaIEiﬂilEféﬁ Tetrastrum hastiferum
NN -~ . 31 T VO R B Tetrastrum st jactt
BRI T BB KR TR R IR L s mo toen
L:E% E; E/‘J EF i,}j {E ﬁ} F]IJ y‘:’ 372 83 X 104 lnd M 1'47l 33 za:ém%ﬁﬁﬁ Closterium graci]e
F12.8043 mg-L’l(i'% 3), FHorp ST IR I Y B 34 BT H ¥ Closterium sp.
BT S IR Y R Y L R K, 73.61% 5 SR 35 2190 ) R 9% Staurastrum gracile
N e TR L [0 0 N =% 36 223 Ulothri . S
VRS R R R B R S o s v
E/:J HZ@'J ﬁjﬁ s 63\5'1“ j@ 36.94% Fl1 33.62% s Ei E‘TE H Yjﬂ\ 38 TFER¥E Planktosphaeria gelotinosa PG
Z.,2681% , 6—9 H ,1#iiftd Y A ) 39 BRBEWE Sphaerocystis schroeteri
WE AR 12 B2 HRT, UOE 4 FOFE %0 FIF Sclensium p.
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Phylum/species name

Dominant species

abbreviation name

Phylum/species name

Dominant species
abbreviation name

41 BEIE# Kirchneriella lunaris
42 F LB Westella botryoides
43 JF Bk Quadrigula chodatii
44 Yj#lE Elakatothrix gelatinosa
45 /W25 BL ¥ Coelastrum microporum
46 WA= BN 2EEE Ovcystis lacustris OL
47 DU TR Chodatella subsalsa
48 W2JE 5 JE ¥ Schroederia spiralis
(=) #4377 Cyanophyta
49 /N Oscillatoria tenuis oT
50 [E Bi# Oscillatoria princeps
51 His Oscillatoria sp. oS
52 Ll £ 2% Anabaena circinalis
53 @iy R ¥ Anabaena oscillarioides AO
54 I 548 Merismopedia elegans
55 RUIRSEZ48E Merismopedia punctata
56 T/NaERSE Chroococcus minutus CM
57 /NBERIE Chroococcus minor
58 WA EEREE Chroococcus tenax
59 FPREELFHESE Dactylococcopsis acicularis
60 ARIEFUELTYEREE Dactylococcopsis irregularis DI
61 AFELT4EEE Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides DRH
et i A A e ) 1 DR
Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides f. falciformis
63 /NS ¥ Phormidium tenue
64 Tl #EBE Microcystis sp.
65 ZFi¥TF# Gloeothece sp.
66 FhBki Gloeocapsa sp.
67 REWERWE Coelosphaerium dubium
68 JiiBE SR Bk EE Xenococcus kerneri
69 1L RER#E Gomphosphaeria lacustris
(=) T (] Bacillariophyta
70 Jm IR BRIE ¥ Cocconeis placentula CPL
- it 15 B I 8 2 L AR Fil
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta
72 REFFEE Synedra acus SA
73 ITGAE T3 Synedra affinis
74 P 5T #F8 Synedra vaucheriae
75 AR E TS A2 R
Synedra ulna var. contracta
76 L /NREE Cyclotella comta cC
77 HE /N Cyclotella stelligera
78 BliMEFT 3 Fragilaria capucina
79 SELREAT 3 Fragilaria brevistriata
<0 R ATURL 11 B
Melosira granulate var. angustissima f. spiralis
31 A5 S A% Melosira varians
82 WURL H %% Melosira granulata

% UL L 5 e A AR T MG
Melosira granulate var. angustissima

84 FHE#E Navicula sp.

85 INSKFHE ¥ Navicula capitata

86 %3k FHE 3 Navicula rhynchocephala

87 B I # Navicula rotacana

88 Wil J3 )% # Navicula sclonfellii

%9 i FL AT S A A5

Navicula pupula var. rectangularis

90 MRS B Cymbella tumida

91 FHIEH S W Cymbella cistula

92 WIWTRA S8 Cymbella hustedtii

93 B3 [5 XU 8 Amphora ovalis

94 MU REE#E Surirella robusta

95 YRIE W ZE 8 Surirella ovata

96 20 54 % Gomphonema parvulum

o7 TR S Al o S A R A e

Gomphonema parvulum var. subelliptica

08 e [ S e/ N AR i
Gomphonema intricatum var. pumila

99 AT L Gyrosigma kiitzingii

100 RAGEH: Gyrosigma acuminatum

101 ZZIE ¥ Nitzschia sp.

102 I AL Rhoicosphenia curvata

103 FWNAUEEEE Diploneis purlla

104 T 4 Epithemia sp.

() [&3# 1] Cryptophyta

105 Wi B Cryptomonas erosa

106 R B2 Chroomonas acuta CA

(F) #1#(] Euglenophyta

107 Wi 3 ¥R Phacus oscillans

108 [ i #R38 Phacus cylindrus

109 ZUY ¥ Phacus pyrum

110 R i #i ¥ Phacus granum

111 il & Jm #R3% Phacus lismorensis

112 JmBRE Phacus sp.

113 JRMI ¥R 3 Euglena geniculate

114 WW¥E Euglena acus

115 #R3% Euglena sp.

116 WUk FERR ¥ Trachelomonas granulata

oN) #3%:7] Xanthophyta

117 JB 13 Gonyostomum sp.

(§™) 4[] Chrysophyta

118 AFJUAFHIEE Ochromonas vallesiace

119 Sy IAfERE#E Dinobryon divergens

%S) HI3#1] Pyrrophyta

120 YeH% Glenodinium sp.
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Table 2 Composition and numbers of phytoplankton species in Lake Amuta and Lake
Yamenxi from June 2018 to April 2019
VAR AE YRR (52 H SRR L% ) PSR 7/EL IR
Jh Species number (proportion of the total number of species in the month/% ) Total
Survey year BRHE) W) TP B ] BB W] S HBEr] species
(month) Chlorophyta  Cyanophyta Bacillariophyta Cryptophyta Euglenophyta Xanthophyta Chrysophyta  Pyrrophyta number
2018(06) 20(50) 7(175) 1127.5) 0 12.5) 12.5) 0 0 40
2018(07)  28(5091)  9(1636) 14(25.45) 0 3(5.45) 0 0 1(1.82) 55
2018(08)  31(5254)  10(1695)  15(2542) 0 3(5.08) 0 0 0 59
2018(09) 384634)  18(2195)  19(23.17) 2(2.44) 56.1) 0 0 0 82
2018(12) 113667)  11(36.67) 3(10) 2(6.67) 1(333) 0 1(333) 1(333) 30
2019(02) 2(16.67) 4(3333) 3(25) 2(16.67) 0 0 1(833) 0 12
2019(04) 20(37.04) 6(11.11)  23(4239) 1(1.85) 2(3.7) 0 1(1.85) 1(1.85) 54
SR R
Total species 48(40) 21(17.5) 3529.17) 2(1.67) 10(8.33) 1(0.83) 2(1.67) 1(0.83) 120
number
2018(06—12)  45@167)  21(1944)  28(2593) 2(1.85) 9(833) 1(0.93) 1(0.93) 1(093) 108
2019(02—04)  20(35.09) 8(1404)  23(4035) 2(351) 2(351) 0 1(1.75) 1(175) 57
%%?4%&\]\&

i
wQ/\
ch

doxofyd

Ll

ey

2018(06) 2018(07)  @2018(08)
2018(09) 2018(12) 2019(02)  @2019(04)
2 2018 £ 6 B—2019 £ 4 AMAKREMIFIIEHX FHFENRBHREREE
. SM ~ CA ¥R AF RN AES , LR R BRI 1,

Fig. 2 Dominant species and dominance of phytoplankton in Lake Amuta and Lake

Yamenxi from June in 2018 to April in 2019

Note: SM ~ CA were the abbreviations of advantage types; the specific names of advantage types were shown in Table 1.
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T ) 1 %55 B RN AR ) R A B IR (3R 3). 6—9
F BB I WA ) 0 2 B N A ) s R0 38K
BT B R 6—8 H B AR, 9 ATFG
WD RESET TR R AE Y B 6—7 HZEH K,
BRAEAE 9 H o 2% W RERET IR AE P 10 9% B Fn A=
e 7E 12 7 BRI, AR 2 3 RAR, TRl 4
Al (3% 3),

2.3 ZEMES KT PESr (Diversity and water quality
assessment)

HIZR 4 AT, 6—9 J1, PRI LW RE V& #Y Pielou
5] FE 45 %5 (J) . Shannon-Wiener Z FEM: 45 50 (H ) Fl
Margalef 12 5 FE 485 (o) FIME R MR E , 2
FEPERGR . Pielou ¥2) FEFRH 12 H TH R G 24 4
A vkl 5 & Wi /L, Shannon-Wiener 22 £ 45 20 f1
Margalef M =F & B 12 H IFIR 8T T 1% 4R
4 HuKasBUEA R, 5 6—9 A ZHEMEARL,

LRI Z R E oK EIHA2 A 2 H)R
ARIE AT E W XK Hh PR IEAE ) 2 R T B K
(6—9 HLARARAE 4 F), 7 Wi A V) B I W) Fh o3 A

Ry A4 ) R B AE WK SR T ok 40

IV AL 56 A Y PEA O i AR A YA
25, PRIAE ) Z2 AR M4 SO B A= W% K SR A7
B 2Rk BT e R G H U d
XK BTRPEM PR ECR 5), 458 3 D2V R GR
4 & 3), B A EE ] B I XK 5 28 A Sk B K )
(6—9 H LI RRA: 4 H)REES-IETR 12 H 2R B-th
IR o-Hi5 Y 2 H X 22 a-Hi5

3 118 ( Discussion)

KA 10 A LATT Rl B, 2 AR fa iy £ 22
AR s R L E R R E Y R, TR
6—9 H AR 4 H , BIARIE RN 715 W X 77 WA )
HERssE T AN SE o SR B L B e (R 2) RE
PEITRPZE G LUAOR T2k, FEIRAE 4 A RS TR
7 FO i Trakie , TEPEIFAE Y % b 7R KA
SRR TE T 8 H W AR T 45,6
A9 4 ArEEERER T8, EF-ITEEY A
Wi L aiEtE e A 9 AR, 7 H .8 HE#MNAY

R3 2018 £ 6 A—2019 5 4 RMAEMF NER K ZHEMHEENENE
Table 3 Density and biomass of phytoplankton in Lake Amuta and Lake Yamenxi
from June in 2018 to April in 2019

B JEAx10* ind-L7) F=Savl
VLA Density/(x10* ind-L™") (x10* ind-L™)
Survey year
(month) LRI W] FEHE] K] BRI ] G Lik | Total/
Chlorophyta Cyanophyta Bacillariophyta Cryptophyta Euglenophyta Xanthophyta Chrysophyta Pyrrophyta (x10* ind-L7")
2018(06) 179.78 11.92 342 0 0.63 126 0 0 227.79
2018(07) 33697 64.63 58.67 0 126 0 0 0 46153
2018(08) 392.82 15437 3232 0 22 0 0 0 581.71
2018(09) 865.01 99.15 104 48 10.67 251 0 0 0 1 081.82
2018(12) 2833 39.69 15.88 792 0.63 0 0.63 031 93.39
2019(02) 4.08 157 094 22 0 0 031 0 9.1
2019(04) 114.03 12.75 17.06 10.32 0 0 0.04 031 15451
R/ (mg-L)
AR Biomass/(mg-L™") Bt
Survey year (mg-L™")
(romy  EOUEITWEREITEESEIT RGNT] BRETT BT RWT RW ol
Chlorophyta Cyanophyta Bacillariophyta Cryptophyta Euglenophyta Xanthophyta Chrysophyta Pyrrophyta
2018(06) 0.5461 02116 0513 0 0.0377 0.0628 0 0 13712
2018(07) 14189 2.1239 1.095 0 0.0628 0 0 0 47006
2018(08) 1.8108 29918 05735 0 0.0973 0 0 0 54734
2018(09) 3.2661 1.0628 2627 0.0835 0.058 0 0 0 7.0974
2018(12) 0.0489 0.1364 0.0574 0.028 0.0215 0 0.0022 0.0143 03087
2019(02) 0.0027 0.0141 0.0126 0.01 0 0 0.0022 0 0.0416
2019(04) 0.1572 0.0599 03837 0.0229 0 0 0 0.0143 0.638
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Table 4 Diversity indices of phytoplankton in Lake Amuta and Lake Yamenxi
from June in 2018 to April in 2019

() H J d

Survey year R Rf R/ME S EIN i} /M SFEIMH L INIE] F/ME SEEE
(month) Maximum Minimum Average Maximum Minimum Average Maximum Minimum Average
2018(06) 3.84 294 326 0.87 0.65 0.79 8.69 6.14 735
2018(07) 432 183 337 0.86 0.65 0.76 1127 3.03 828
2018(08) 4.1 2.59 3.62 091 0.68 0.79 1128 425 9.1
2018(09) 4.06 3.55 3.79 0.82 0.66 0.73 1342 9.1 1224
2018(12) 3.63 1.79 2.69 095 0.84 0.89 6.59 255 444
2019(02) 232 0.72 134 1 0.72 095 3.64 091 1.89
2019(04) 342 282 3.15 0.84 0.75 0.81 9.15 5.11 6.7

K5 H J.dHEMRAEDN
Table 5 Evaluation criteria based on H*, J and d""

- IR AL ; K BiZE A J N
Water quality classification Water quality classification Water quality classification
>3 15 -TH 157 os-clean 08~10 WA Clean >5 G &l Clean
1~3 B-H{5% B-ms 05~08 S5 -TETE M os-clean 4-~5 S5 R os
0~1 a-H 758 a-ms 03~05 B-H1{5 %1 B-ms 3~4 B-i5 K B-ms
0~03 a-H1i5% a-ms 0~3 a-H1755 a-ms

R, SR OOR TS, 7E 4 AR A Y i
(SRS Y GRER WE(EVSEIPIS s S ¥ Vi€ PSS
AYE(7.1991 mg- L7 )i s, ol UL, 7 R
F AR I A BT A A 1] 5 1 DU A ) R
TERIA ISR EERN S 3 Ao & SRR
7K A RRAIE BE A 2 Fof AR 1) =i 7

B A 12 76 B8, 2 G I AE VKT 2
AR vkEHa2 A 2 7)), BARE
F11E W X T A R TS SRR IR S B KA, vk
EHH AR B BV A A BT T (3R 2), Hidr 12
H IRk de W e —RE A A, 2 A& TR
JER A, P A 22 2 R AR AR VK
SAA KT [, e 2 AR oK B (12 ) 58
KO AT BEL 90% , A= 4 d5 s (L7 vk B D)
(12 A)S5BIKEIO A TFREZ 95% (% 4), HIELE
12 AW is SRz 2 A m R,
AR 12 A2 AR R, BRI, R
SR AL A AL B SR AR A L o SR

KR EWHRE T 5HA S ARFELE B
B REALAS B A X LA, AR KR I 5 H T Ak
WA G, B W B A — E i R 1 1, A mT
PR AR AT f0 RN 4 £ N S DR A o B AT
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diversity indice from June 2018 to April 2019
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