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%4 K OELF ERTEEXTRRFBEEDHEEM KRE &2 X REILR 39
F1 EBEXREFEILFHFEYTEAR
Tab.1 The phytoplankton species composition of each sampling point
Il & fif
SI S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 ST
R R (Actinastrum) I H: B B (Actinastrum fluviatile) +
B LT Y i (Ankistrodesmus acicularis) +
24k )@ (Ankistrodesmus) B AT 4 (Ankistrodesmus angustus) + +  + +
WETE LT 2t i (Ankistrodesmus spiralis) +
INEREEJR (Chlorella) Wil /NER B (Chlorella vulgaris) + + + + + + +
BiH A % (Closterium acerosum) + +
B H ¥ )& (Closterium)
L4587 A ¥ (Closterium gracile) + +
55553 (Cosmarium turpinii) + +
S8 (Cosmarium) UK 5% s (Cosmarium binum ) +
T Ak 888 (Cosmarium subtumidum) -+
Wk ¥ @ (Cymatopleura) FEETE I 2% i (Cymatopleura solea) +
=S BR¥EJE (Eudorina) 162 BRI (Eudorina elegans) +
W5 & (Geminella) W I XA 55 (Geminella elli psoidea) + + +
Z 158 (Golenkinia) TG 22 3 (Golenkinia radiata) + +
T3 (Micros pora floccosa) +
THAETE B (Micros pora) JEBEGL A3 (Microspora pachyderma) +
ZE R 5 0 3 (Micros pora willeana) +
R 5 9 8 (Mesotaenium) HaHY 5% 3 (Mesotaenium endlicherianum) +
(Chlorophyta)
KUt 3 2 38 (Pediastrum biradiatum) +
5 A B ¥ (Pediastrum boryanum) +
TR AT AR .
(Pediastrum duplex var. gracilimum)
£ 5 #)R (Pediastrum) AR RS A
+
(Pediastrum duplex var. duplex)
P R B (Pediastrum sim plex) + +
LA IR WAL . .
(Pediastrum sim plex var. duodenarium)
HEIE 8% 35 & (Penium) BRI TE 8 (Penium margaritaceum) +
&t 2238 (Raphidonema) §t 223 (Ra phidonema nivale) +
W & (Scenedesmus) = = W (Scenedesmus abundans) + + +
KIE K4 (Spirogyra longata) + +
W38 K 2R (Spirogyra communis) +
IK 4 & (Spirogyra)
I IK R (Spirogyra varians) +
522 KK (Spirogyra fennica) +
£ T 5 8 (Tvi ploceras) TG 3 CTrvi ploceras gracile) +
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gR1
I J& A
ST 2 3 S S5 S S
KB ¥ & (Am phora) S (5 XS 38 (Am phora ovalis) +
YHIE & (Cocconeis) Jii [5] BRI 3 (Cocconeis placentula) + + + 4+ 4+
WA W (Cymbella affinis) + + + 4+ ++ +
FHEM A # (Cymbella naviculiformis) +
Wi 25 W8 (Cymbella)
KA 25 4 (Cymbella tumida) + +
i I 75 25 5 (Cymbella ventricosa) -+
% ¥ & (Diatoma) 38 25 i (Diatoma vulgare) +
TURE LB BB B i
+ + +
(Melosira granulata var. angustissima)
AR (Melosira)
TBURL 55 B (Melosira granulata) + +
75 S A B (Melosira varians) + 4+ + +  +
JATE B & (Meridion) IR BB B (Meridion circulare) + + +
IR = S ¥ (Navicula arvensis) +
Ik FHE ¥ (Navicula capitata) +
Bk FHE 3 (Navicula cryptocephala) + ++ + + + +
il FHE 3 (Navicula cincta) + ++ + + +  +
I3 FHE B AR B n .
FHIE 8 )8 (Navicula) (Navicula cuspidata var. ambigua)
2SI T S LR . .
T (Navicula cuspidata var. heribaudii)
(Bacillariophyta) 933k FHE B (Navicula cuspidata) + + +
K FHE B (Navicula gracilis) +
P S 3 (Navicula lanceolata) +
WMEK B3 (Neidium affine) + + + 4+ + +
. KK B ¥ (Neidium dubium) + +
KB R (Neidium) - )
T A B AR R n
(Neidium iridis var. iridis)
2K )8 (Nitzschia) B Rt 223 (Nitzschia palea) + + ++ ++ + +
WeHT 3% I8 (Fragilaria) i MEAT ¥ (Fragilaria capucina) + + 4+ + + +
Mg g (Frustulia) W38 ) 2% B (Frustulia vulgaris) + 4+ + + + +
IS B M3 (Gom phonema acuminatum) + + + + + +
e A A KT . .
S TE (Gom phonema) (Gom phonema angustatum var. productum)
G 47 SR S R A n
(Gom phonema constrictum var. capitatum)
i 8L (Gyrosigma) A B (Gyrosigma acuminatum) + + + 4+ + +
" Vit T W2 W (Surirella capronii) -+
W2 & (Surirella)
LRI WEE W (Surirella linearis) +
. FHAREFT ¥ (Synedra ulna) +  + + 4+
FHFF R (Synedra)
RT3 (Synedra acus) —+ + -+
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Il & i
ST S22 S35 S6 ST
4 JJE 35 & (Anabaena) 275 4 R 3% (Anabaena variabilis) +  + +
103K 35 J& (Chroococcus) TR 3R FE (Chroococcus limneticus) +
A BEHTF 2 (Merismo pedia convoluta) +
-2 JE (Merismopedia)
(Cyanophyta) ST Z8E (Merismopedia punctata) + + + +
W EBEE (Spirulina) KM (Spirulina major) + + + + +
B 4 8 (Oscillatoria) B B Wi #E (Oscillatoria amoena) + + + + + +
LA MRE (Euglena viridis) + +
#e & (Euglena)
S| WESUHRBE (Euglena spirogyra) +
(Euglenophyta) 185 FL 35 J& (Lepocinclis) FREEFL ¥ (Lepocincelis autumnalis) + + + +
PP R (Trachelomonas ) FLFERR 35 (Trachelomonas similis) +
BT 3R (Gymnodinium) BRI  (Gymnodinium aeruginosum) +
(Dinophyta) W Z W BB (Peridiniopsis) KT Z B 3 (Peridiniopsis cunningtonii) +
S/ 26 21 22 35 27 26 29
T« 4 R+ 4 43 5l 3R XA A Fh AL, N )
F2 BREREFHEVEESEYE
Tab. 2 The phytoplankton density and biomass of each sampling point
e a| =3 A W] HoAth sk ST
REES g/ kWi wWE/ O RWR/ RE/ R/ wE/ RWR/ #E/ A/
L™ (mg L) (ML) (mgeL YL D) (mge LD P L™D) (mgeL") L") (mgeL™H
S1 153. 0.106 1 30. 4 0.005 4 3.2 0.000 2 4.6 0.000 3 191.7 0.112 0
S2 414. 0.583 5 154.5 0.314 2 25.5 0.090 7 35.1 0.030 4 629. 7 1.018 8
S3 235. 0.378 5 147. 4 0.213 0 2.1 0.000 1 17.5 0.003 7 402. 4 0.595 3
S4 245. 0.306 5 122.1 0.148 8 3.2 0.001 2 3.2 0. 000 2 374.1 0.456 7
S5 248. 0.286 5 94. 4 0.108 6 8. 4 0.006 8 24.3 0.006 2 375.5 0.408 1
S6 228. 0.204 0 84.4 0.109 8 12.6 0.068 4 23.1 0.008 0 348. 8 0.471 1
S7 215. 0.2310 134.2 0.184 5 3.3 0.001 3 34. 4 0.035 5 387.5 0.452 3

214 FHIMBEREE LD T

HI 4 AT, A SRAE GBS I 2R W sh W e 8 5 AR W) By T S Sy e k. AR 7 A

KHE S, S2 AR S R E Y R LA 72,6 4~ o LOUAI1.002 1 mg o L5 ST AR PRSI0 %
JERVEYI R Z 430 16.8 A « LTUAN0.441 0 mg « L' ;ST Al S3 Kb 7 3% 3 W 00 28 Wy & 4 3830, 2 il
0.209 2 F10.212 1 mg = L " ENTHIBEE S 15.2 F1 13.6 4> « L1584, S5 Fl S6 40 1% i sh 0 09 2 Wy 4
FEVT 4351 0.072 1,0.051 0 A1 0.053 1 mg » L' BB RS9 H 4.4,3.6 1 4.6 mg = L', FTAHFRRES

PR 0TI 18,7 4+ L PR R 0331 6 mg - L.

2. 1.5 FaHEAM SIS H £ 5 IR S REESIFIRE Y IR S H S YE 2 5108 1,961 8 1 1. 765 3,
J SEME SR 0. 754 9 A1 0. 661 1,D SEHMES M 2,017 4 F12.981 2, lid 5% 6 X G &P, 4 REE S IF
WeE W By J B FT R R 35K RS YRR EE L HORN DB X I 69 7% 35 K Fiys e AR AR, Rk L F L B %
OE SR G TR

ST B 2 K 8 K b F 5 e 7K 05

ey
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Tab. 3 The zooplankton species composition of each sampling point
il & Fh

SI S2 S3 sS4 S5 S6 ST

IR B4 1 (Brachionus forficula) +

XU AR e W
R 48 HUE (Brachionus) - +
(Brachionus calyciflorus . am phiceros)
el . '
. B9 R4 . (Brachionus caudatus) +
(Rotifera)
WETE £, FH 48 1 (Keratella cochlearis) + +
5 dUE (Keratella)
Hh 1 e B 58 R (Keratella valga) +
56 d & (Lecane) A4 B (Lecane luna) +
KRR BN K F (Thermocyclops oithonoides) — ++ ++4 ++ ++
B IR GIIK & (Thermocyclops)
1% BRIR 8 7K 7& (Thermocyclops hyalinus) +
(Copepoda)
T4k TGk + 4+ 4+ 4+
JE A BhY) Tt b5 W (Difflugia corona) + + + +
#b5E BUJg (Difflugia)
(Protozoa) KE#5E 8 (Difflugia oblonga) +

S/ 2 4 3 6 3 2 2

T AL P TE 5 2h (A S R Rl SR AT 481t

R4 ERBRERINEESENE

Tab. 4 The zooplankton density and biomass of each sampling point

SR A B el e e 2 it
RAE R R/ Y/ R/ Y/ R/ W/ R/ W/
LY (mgeLH (P eLH (mgeLH ML (mgeLTH LY (mgeLTH
S1 0.0 0. 000 0 0.0 0. 000 0 15. 2 0.209 2 15. 2 0.209 2
S2 0.0 0. 000 0 0.0 0. 000 0 72.6 1.002 1 72.6 1.002 1
S3 0.3 0.024 9 1.2 0.033 4 12.1 0.153 8 13.6 0.212 1
S4 0.0 0. 000 0 0.2 0.015 1 4.2 0.057 0 4.4 0.072 1
S5 0.0 0. 000 0 0.2 0.013 4 3.4 0.037 6 3.6 0.051 0
S6 0.0 0. 000 0 0.0 0. 000 0 4.6 0.053 1 4.6 0.053 1
S7 0.0 0. 000 0 3.5 0.184 3 13.3 0.256 7 16. 8 0.441 0
5 EXRHRFHEVSHERY F6 FHEVSHEEBSEFRKERKRSEEENXER
Tab.5 The plankton diversity index of each sampling point Tab. 6 Relationship between plankton diversity index and
R Y WY nutrient levels, water pollution types
RS J D H' J D HROKT IR RER  H J D
Sl 3.5180 0.6304 3.2085 2.9234 0.2340 2.354 5 HER >3  >0.5~0.8 >3
S2 2.3294 0.7234 2.340 4 1.490 9 0.723 8 3.4335 BT g S >1~3 >0.3~0.5 >1~3
S3 1.7329 0.7249 1.4304 1.348 5 0.803 9 2.358 4 wER 0~1 0~0.3 0~1
S4  2.0023 0.9324 2.6021 2.3803 0.6239 3.375 8 T T >4 0.8~1.0 >4
S5 1.3750 0.8243 1.592 3 1.624 5 0.693 3 3.487 9 Hi5 >3~4 >0.5~0.8 >3~4
K BTG YL A A
S6  1.304 5 0.624 3 1.406 3 1.348 5 0.823 4 2.489 7 B 5 A >1~3 >0.3~0.5 >2~3
S7  1.4702 0.824 8 1.5419 1.2409 0.7253 3.3685 aHiG-EIEH 0~1 0~0.3 0~2
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2.2 FKBRR

1R 7 A5 50 B 2T A K AR Ay v B 8 R M L pHL RSB D 6. 8. X BUK IR Y TDS, Hy & K
TRHRN 37 (SD N R (ST B ETE S 3E 25 10110 °,202 ps « em 'H1 27.2 °C, 1E 7 REEH NS
AL S0, S2 A KRB COD,, 12 He HA SR E A5 B9 COD,, B, SS W37 &5 T Hfth SR bE 5 A SS. HLiZ A i 3% B Ji
A GG, e DA AT B o A T R /D HLK U B 28 B R O DR It Ak K (AR 32 3 e AR B AN HOK AR B YD
L2/ N

F 8 R RAE AL S2 F S5 WIKAR N I 2K, HAxy 5 AR SR KRN 2 287K . £ R A AR B oK
AR RS BT 45 1 R A T HAB S A5, COD., il BOD; #9881~ 7K i bk PR 15 Bk 1 0 L X 3 R 35 7K IR
A HLIE G S R R AR 5 WS IT R KBS AR h, DO R TP /Y5 B F /K bR R 46 ORIk -2 8 i
HABFE AR 13X — 5 %0, HIEAERAEIA 2 1 5 11 JEK M pRifE .

®7 BEREAKRBLSH

Tab. 7 The physicochemical parameters of water quality of each sampling point

KRR DO/ COD¢,/ TP/ BOD; / SS/ NH,-N/ HSR/ RE/ B KR
puct Pt (mg*L ") (mg+L™") (mg+*L™") (mg+L") (mg+*L") (mg+L " s (psecm™ ) C JE/cm 25
Sl 6.4 7.52 25.58 0. 008 5 47 0. 564 6910 ° 140 22.5 15”7 Il
S2 7.0 6.01 7.52 0. 002 6 147 0. 396 79X107° 160 23.6 10 Il
S3 6.7 7. 40 25.58 0. 041 5 13 0. 876 93X10°° 186 24.3 40”7 I
S4 6.8 7.29 30. 10 0. 006 5 8 0. 372 114X107° 224 29.7 30 Il
S5 6.8 8. 11 19. 56 0. 003 4 18 0.432 113X10°° 226 29.7 50 I
S6 6.9 7.71 31. 60 0.003 5 8 0. 627 115X10°° 230 29.8 307 Il
S7 6.8 8.22 25.58 0. 005 5 9 0. 546 124X10°° 248 30.7 25 Il

T FOR R FKBE W] BE5 K R AR 4
xS BRERKBERREH

Tab. 8 The water quality identification index of each sampling point

FLR TR T bR IR R #

KA R 25 A K AR R L KR Ty BEZ
DO COD, TP BOD; NH;-N
S1 2. 00 4. 62 1. 40 4.52 3.11 3.102 I
S2 3.01 1. 50 1. 10 4. 02 2. 70 2.502 I
S3 2.10 4.62 2. 50 4.52 3.81 3.502 1l
S4 2. 50 5.03 1. 30 4.52 2.61 3. 202 Il
S5 1. 60 3.91 1. 20 3.01 2. 80 2.502 ii
S6 1. 90 5.13 1. 20 4.52 3.31 3. 202 I
S7 1.50 4. 62 1. 30 4. 52 3.11 3.002 I

W L 0L, VANV 28K 4 28 & 7K A iR 48 BGE B 49 2 [1. 0,2.0],(2.0,3. 07, (3. 0,4.0],(4.0,5. 0JF1(5. 0,6. 0]

2.3 BEFHEIK

TES PO IR 7 A RAE R B3 5 B 13 B, SR T8JE B (Cypriniformes) F#5J% H (Perciformes)
(3£ 9). Rl (Cyprinidae) i K e £, b 9 Fft; BEE H (9 I b B 2 42 45 7€ 85 Bl (Cobitidae) 1 Fft f - % fifk 7
(Balitoridae)1 Fh, #5TE H b 40 4% B &R} (Percichthyidae) 1 i Jz iF 2 /i B} (Gobiidae) 1 Fl, S6 F1 S7 4b ) 111 2 i
PO AR AR £ 325 243 502 10 F0 12 B, i Al R AFE SR RS 3~4 b, TEMC IR A b 2 (Hemicculter
leucisculus) v BB i (Acrossocheilus yunnanensis) MR (Misgurnus anguillicaudatus) TE 45 R AL S5 H Wl
A, Ho 2% il 0 2R R 2R A 32 B G O
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x99 EXERBREAREF
Tab.9 The list of fish species of each sampling point
H #F A i
S1 S22 S3 0S4 S5 S6 ST
#3 T R W (Cy prinus carpio) + +
(Cyprininae) ]l (Carassius auratus) +  +
i \y Bk FeAE Al (Abbottina rivularis) + +
(Gobioninae) 7 FAh (Pseudorasbora parva) +  +
it - e 43V B (Leuciscinae) — #£4 (Cteno pharyngodon idella) +
(Cyprinidae) N b A=
Y 5 it IV F} (Barbinae) _ _ T
(Acrossocheilus yunnanensis)
(Cypriniformes)
fif) I B} (Culterinae) 48 (Hemicculter leucisculus) + + + + + 4+ +
i 57 R % (Hy pophthalmichthys molitriz) + +
(Hypophthalmichthyinae) 8% (Aristichthys nobilis) +  +
B AL (Cobitidae) — FEBHT A} (Cobitinae) Bk (Misgurnus anguillicaudatus) + + +  +  + + +
P AR 4 & A dik T
(Balitoridae) (Sinogastromyzon sichangensis)
SCHR
i . % (Sini perca chuatsi) =+
#9% H (Percichthyidae)
(Perciformes) JN R FEs Wi 0 -
(Gobiidae) (Rhinogobius giurinus)
STt/ 33 4 4 3 10 12

3 iTig

O DL I TR U A ) B0 S M A BT 4 SR R L SR RE AN S A 1 U R W R T Ui sh W i R S Bl . T TR I
TP AL BE T S4 SRAE A HAZ B e 115 R T T PR U AL R 2l LA R T 5 G b R A i B T D0 AL ) o 2R B 22 S
AR BT IF Ui s Fh S AR B SRR S ) R R SRS USSR K S4 AR R e S W) B4 2 R A R R
Wy i, 3 A b R BAR Y J DR AT BE R S4 3 T — Ak /N YR STURRS AT 5 2% Ak 7K i AR A T LA SR R R e i L UK
VAt A 2 LR A SRS S PR A5 R WA A P 2B S = Y A, A% SR R IR T AR A o S B 3 v T
5 2 b T[] — SR R B UF Ui S W A 2R 3 T RE S VR I Sl W X T PR e I R A T ST i A B Y
PEWEAE D) O0 SRR T Dy R e 1] 30 1 D) 55 1 JFC U 98 10 R 238 1 30 6 7 22 7 3% A v o R ALK A b R 3y
PRI X — 4505 0 U7 L2 40 22 ek 45 B o0 A 45 A P L B A2 D T K A 3R K F D B R Bh B 3R KR
5 R i ASBF 58 K B S B 41 CODL, BOD; Al NH,-N A B0 AR X 888 o AL 3 B 1 /K44 rb m] (4t 92 3 2 9 1) 110
BIRYI UL Z O i i ARy B AR AR I TR R A B R B9 COD Al BOD; 38 WK A rb i ] 9 484k 90 ot 5
R TR S 2 SN BAE W) 0 i e R 2 YRR DR ) U R R 5 (E 9 A 5 2R I B % KRR DO 8K
TR o M AEX — B G A D DR A T AR BT 5 014 R A I T D B2 eI KRR R A L R R PR T A O A R
SR JBE 5 R I 1) K AR IO B 9 Y8 A 4. 0 % ¥ S 10 8l 0 0 e R DA 9 T 28, TR e A ARl O R B K
WU S LA B AL AR TR A LSS EELE BB N B R Sl O T A MR K A e R A 3 AR ) A AT
PL eS8 7w A YRR . BTSRRI 78 b E IR B K UK v bR R 2 i R R R A ) e 2 B, L R
BN B K 2 FIRE 2 1A B D0 3R T A b

ASHIFFEAE R R L ST o0 A ) #0028 T RO 2 PR A (E A R/ B A S IR B = OGRS s TR i
SRS RE NS 4 SO ES) (N (SRS WNEOEL IS IE LI N E - SRS T el e e S N =P eSS E VA B
R ST iINE St ST IR PN A S E I e LSS 6T e A TIEE S VS EENTIRE S-SR TN U R NS BiiN =S (N
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YA KSR IC SR 25 B A E VT 45 R R G 2R I g 4k 51 FpL SRR T 5 B 10 B 40 JBT . il
UL S22 BUAT B9 (0 2 BT IR AT W el D Bk e 3 Rk — BRI A T« BROR O D TR SR i A W A B W)
SEARAEAEY IR Oy A A AR AR I T SRR A PR B U 5 [ BN T AL M S K 3K T Ml Al £
F i S A A ROR 00 % B T e R 0 L R 4 5 07 AT AT BT 5 SR T O 9 A E DS T 28 AR R U R N A A — R
FUBEIAVEAR LA ATy, B4 S BT B 6 10 R W] i o Bk =2 A 52 % 3] s o B Rt IBOK R A T
P A RN K I3 O e, T 7 302 532 W YT O #3426 1, L A2 DM TR A S 2493 R A0/ S A K R IR 2 R B OR T AR UK
B sk SECT MRRTE S P v Betl . VU 8 OR 2 A I AT P K 00 E A A BB T 28 BT i R AR O R T
0208 7 B 375 W) i P SO U SN £ 2 TV T R T 7 B LT i 2 i = R DN S L T R S R LR W) 2 R
BeAG 2R BEIRIB AR T R

P BRI 7R 5 2010 AF 52 240 K AR AE K BT T REEAN TR IR 11 26K T A BIE 98 25 K B TRUFE Bl R )t
718 S 2 A OK B AR O (28, R DB o 1 20K, SR 26 T i K B A RE g o)
Hr 8 SR A A B K BRAR IR AR BOR B AR S5 ISP K B AR DO Ml TP P OUE AR LA AR AE A 2 T 5 11 26, mi
COD, F1 BOD; {4 5008 W 122 5 T HA A8 b o HAE 52 26007 3 14 B0 PR K BT3P AR Hh -1 07 0 34 O IV 26 X R WK 1
ALY R R BRILZ AN NH-N LAk T op 85K 3P 7R BPE 40 1T s 2. /K CODe, . BOD; Al
NH,-N F 2R [ s 55 Je sl i 575 4, 40 B3R i N HEME Y K R TR B Tl 35 K AR I 5 7K 55097 iAok
o B 6T G B R 7K BRI DR A A A A SRR T KOOSR Ak B A R S RS T R T G A A Y
O T 3L 3B S B9 K W AR R GE AN 52 35 L AR 43 AR T 5 K R WA SO | R 2 i BB R A B AR U A R %
o T3 Ah 2675 7K Ab B ity 1) 52 B 95 7K Ak B BE T R RE 3k B BT A BEOK - L R 23 HEA S 4 AR T 15 K Ak B K
RBR X P B RSA LY R A S ST . R A A D& & R e AR & R 2 RS R
B35 b TN LB HE A B2 M AR VR A K I, X S R T8 R 2T G G B A A L S G ]
TR e o AL P A P A T R AR GRS S 52 A R A5 T 50N K R R e R AR A (ELAS HE B 2D %K
H DX A A2 B A AT

L5 LT IR S AN BT 8 Ao X R DR YR AR M T G S T U A AR T A A K BB £ S B IR BRI A A B T
PR 2% BT U A2 W Vi G A A2 AN [) R B8 ) 52 D 5 9 K SRS A O [T 260K L 38 3R K P AL T 308 SR Bl i SRR TS
PR N FE5 B2 B rp g Qe B s 40 JE BT IRAN Heod L W R i . B 4K AR R ER BT I 32 1 — i R S A IR A A )
ZAENE B [ L 3 5 KR B0 S 5L TR D9 A BT L S R A T 3 R T K A R A LA Ok S 4 D) A
Ko ARWFFEIE— AP IE T 52 24 i 3 0 A OC BN B 58 00 M R AR T 32 U S 0 A R VR S R L K S S £ 2 B IR
BEAR 4 S5 S 26T A BEATOR 7 TAE SR 4L T BERITORE .
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Resources, Environment and Ecology in Three Gorges Area

The Current Situation of Plankton Community Structure, Water Quality,

and Fish Resources of Fuxing River Basin in Jiangjin, Chongqing

ZHANG Yu, LIAN Xiaolong, LI Yingwen, LIU Zhihao, CHEN Qiliang, SHEN Yanjun
(Chongqing Key Laboratory of Animal Biology, College of Life Sciences, Chongqging Normal University, Chongqing 401331, China)

Abstract: [ Purposes ] To investigate the plankton community structure, water quality and fish resources in Fuxing river basin,
Jiangjin of Chongging. [ MethodsPlankton, physicochemical parameters of water quality and fish resources data were collected from
7 sampling points in Fuxing river basin. The current situation of plankton community structure, water quality and fish resources
were analyzed by calculating biodiversity index and water quality identification index etc. [Findings]There are 78 species of
phytoplankton in 5 phyla, 44 genera. the average density was 387.1 ind « L', the average biomass was 0.502 0 mg * L', the
average Shannon-Wiener biological diversity index (H'), Pielou evenness index (J) and Margalef richness index (D) were 1. 961 8,
0.754 9, and 2. 017 4; there are 11 species of zooplankton in 3 phyla, 6 genera, the average density of zooplankton was 18.7 ind » L',
and the average biomass was 0.331 6 mg « L', H', J, and D were 1.765 3, 0.745 3, and 2.981 2, respectively. The
comprehensive water quality identification index of the 7 sampling points is 3. 102, 2. 502, 3. 502, 3. 202, 2. 502, 3.202, and 3. 002
respectively, There are 13 species in 2 orders, 5 families, among which 9 species are Cyprinidae, accounting for 70% of the total.
[Conclusions ] The water quality of the Fuxing river basin was class III and the content of organic pollutants in water was too high.
The water nutrient level of several sections of the basin was oligotrophic or mesotrophic type, and the water pollution type was
oligotic or § moderate type. The fish resources in Fuxing river was less than before and mainly concentrated in the lower reaches.

Keywords: Fuxing river in Jiangjin; plankton; water quality assessment; water quality identification index; fish stocks; Chongqing
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