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1.2.1 EF eDNAHARMHERRESLHE

I R K 255 A SRAE BT 1T 25 R A 6 LOKFEJSIRS) . I 03 F 34 2 LA R SREEWT T A 3 P47 KFD)
SR 2R L K i B A KRR L BV G, TR AE Y H iz [ S2 I L AE 24 h P T 3E 2 A il g ) 0 [
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1.2.2 ETESEAENERRESLE

SEVERE R T 257 YRR W N SR 4 UL S 1] (Protozoa) L 8 MU (Rotifera) F ELAZ 17 e #4011 5 P F
S 137 R AR M) SR BE R £ 26 (Cladocera) FIE JE 2K (Copepoda) BY 5 HERE S o LA« oo FE 78 SR AR W 1t K 1 i
JEH 0~0.5 m {5 Bl R M1 Z 18 4 5l 3~5 min BUSEES . IIAGREUN 106~ 1.5 Y0 /K FE B 6 BF FC [ 5 i
A= B A RN LA TR R AR AR AR 5 V0 AK AR AR H S VR (o M 30 V0~ 40 060 i 5 4 £ 28 FH A J
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F10 7 R T PR R I SR K B8 R AE UK AE 1 LB F R AR b SR 05 57 B AR S 190 ~ 1. 5 00 7K B
PR AR B A DR 8 2 5 30 o B i R A 7 12 U0 SR K 28 R B 10~50 LKA B 137 PR UFAE Y W2 U8 ) o7
R AT Ry 5 26 K FE R R FH VR (e 2N 30 20 ~40 V) AT [ 5 » 5 4R s [ SE 80 %5, 85 48 h DL
{1 F 8 DT Ve 45 i R T O AR A
1.3 FhEREFE
1.3.1 eDNAHAREE

K E Qiagen 23 &) 42 72 1 PowerWater DNA Isolation Kits 3257 & $2 B8 I A 4/ 35 i 7K A 5L DNA, #
RS W@ A5 TAReuk454FWD1(5'-CCAGCASCYGCGGTAATTCC-3") #1 TAReukREV3(5'-ACTTT-
CGTTCTTGATYRAT-3")"" X B i A M A /N 7 JE B 18S rRNA 9 V4 X 47 PCR 454 18 F BE K B2
385 bp, PCR X TransStart Fastpfu DNA Polymerase #"34, JZ WK & Hp & 4 pl 5 X FastPfu Buffer.2 ul. dNTPs,
0.4 pl FastPfu Polymerase.2~5 pL A DNA(FE R 10 ng) Al EFHF5 14745 0. 8 pL(HFE A 10 pmol « L) L
Ja H1 ddH, O $ 4K 2 SR BN 2 20 w1, PCR AR Hy:95 CHAEPE 5 min, 35 DMEER A 95 CAEME: 30 .55 C
Bk 30 .72 CHEM 45 5,72 CTAIEM 10 min, PCR ¥ T 10 CLRAF, HIFAH PCR &1 o 2 8 i BT g 5
Bt R v [F 2B A ddH, O S8R PCR BIHEXS B, 3547 PCR 340 B ANFEAR 04T 3 IR E & P 3115 7
iR A s BRI BE S HL UK (o gy = 22600 AT 2R K0T . I3 J5 K PCR 7= 4 i I, 3% 2 i o T A 0 28 ) 3 o
Illumina NovaSeq 6000 il /7 & #:47 5= 8 & .

FIH] Usearch 408 i £ 00 5 5 19 )50 46 7 91 647 90 25 0 32 o 08 25 BR AR ST 52 19 17 90 045 B R08U)E . 2R
JE B PR I 3 R 2 N BRAE 43 25 B0 (operational taxonomic unit, OTU) , 35 OTU fAEFF]., # OTU L E£F
51| 5 Silva(Releasel38. 1) $#i i (http://www. arb-silva. de) #E47 Ho % . 40 28 1 B8, 25 B H ok 3] IR 1 977 A2 W0 Ao 5%
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B R S5 ST-AT AR A v oA UG B 1) 0 R 8 B85 B UG B ) Rl i e 90 B 3 (B AL B L B AR B Y OTU
FHEE.
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Tab.1 The relationship between diversity index and types of water pollution-***
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Fig. 2 Rarefaction curve of 6 samples based on eDNA detection Fig. 3 Venn diagram display of each sampling section
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T l2~14 Jgz b, HAh3R 3 Bon  RAME G kb e iR iE sy 4 25 36 J& b R R B BRZ . h 13 )8,
gtk 36, 11 %6 Holk e B2, oy 10 &, i bb ok 27. 8 %0 SR IG &AM 2E 7 )@, 5 ey 19. 44005 JRAE S 1718 4
e/ AL 6 JE ., i 16,6700, B BE & RAEBTENFE S IR S Y R E R AR AT 14~19 B2,

£ 2 B R eDNA FER LU E N BRI Y S T 43 B, K&l e &2 b 198, SN
A4. 200 R W EEBETT 14 J& . it ol 32,5005 PRk O 4 3 1] (Chrysophyta) 7 J& . /7 Hb b 16,300 o & ]
(Cryptophyta) Fl 8 # ] (Xanthophyta) J@ B8RP . 435y 2 JE A 1 & i bb oy il oy 4. 7000 2.3% . Ik Ak, ST W
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TR ity T A% TR AR ) Y S0 K A g DI'T W 1 R i of AR A B SR TR A ) e A R 2 . i R 3 AT R SR
eDNA HARIL S BF sl ¥ 4 25 27 J&  Hop A s Wy 1R B 2. 0 23 J&@ - o FU o 85. 204 3 O A 3¢
2 J8 5 O T AV RO SRS 2R R B D A L R L He B 3. 700 . AE ST BT IR P AR B TR S
F Rt DM AE DIT SRAE WD RE R 3R AT ) 72 0 3 ) PP 91 M 22« JL AR 45 SRAE T THT AR ot v 34 160 05 18 3l ) e 971
ZFAR AT 1 054~1 990 K Z [0,

L5 LT IR AT AL G0 15 eDNA FORTE 6 A SR BE W T A ah b 20 i K B0 i A2 ) 60 1 70 J .
53l id eDNA FORG B 5925 KA L L 38 i 1% 58 07 W4 Hh i EAZ PR WA ) SR BCE NMER s sh W R BOCE 2 . 2R i
G5 eDNA HOR BRI 4524 A FE T AE ORI X E PR B AR th O PR i 2290 11 AT (30 Horp: B i il
Y1717 56 J@ . HLLSREET TR ST AR Bk 2 L 20 i o IR WA W R B 37, 500 R 35. 700 TR S 4 2
60 Ja& » LIS A= Sl 7] ) i B e 2« o PR U S ) B B 4504
222 FRENBEEMENE

HETALGE T AR DX PR B PRI R ) BT R R - D BRI A 3 e 8. 794 2 74> « L
Horp R TP 2 B B . 8. 338 0 T o L HUR B T RIBR B 1] . P 2 2 B 30 Ry 0. 178 6 J5 A « L
FO.178 5 J7 A « L1 SR BTV 8 BEALAIR. O 0.099 0 A « LT 2) EBOFIFAE Y V3 A9 &
0.114 98 mg« L ' H [T P BB R fe i, o 0.109 1 mg « L' HOREF T, P EY &R
0.005 0 mg « L' s SR TFB LY i B fiR. 09 0.000 3 mg « L7 3) 2% SRAFE BT IA] E0 A% V7 Ui A 00 1) 86 52 0 A 0
2SO . ST VT I B I U A A B e i MUFT BT A% U WA A A W e v s QUK T I EUAX TR R L
R L R AE ) R O e IR (R D).
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Tab.2 Composition and sequence number of eukaryotic phytoplankton in each sampling section

. Wy iR I A5 8,
. " MFT Wi QIK Wi DIT Wiei  GZT Wimi  SJ Wi SPH Wiid
B 3 J& (Cocconeis) +/105 +/99 +/ +/372 +/17 +/86
INIREETR (Cyclotella) +/111 + /201 + /487 —+/105 +/97 +/173
W % B g (Cymatopleura) /451 +/262 /655 +/224 /36
1725 3 )8 (Cymbella) +/ +/4 /3 +/ /11
Wa#1% J& (Fragilaria) /1 /4 /1 +/ +/1 +/4
S B A (Gom phonema) + /45 +/101 /3 +/74 +/27 +/156
8 (Melosira) +/263 +/ +/ +/28 +/66 +/27
F1I 3 8 (Navicula) +/1 +/1 / /6 +/5 +/1
#2088 (Nitzschia) +/20 +/26 +/49 +/58 +/123 +/111
P LW R (Pinnularia) /1 /4 +/ /3 /1 /33
T 3 ] (Bacillariophyta)
X5 ¥ 8 (Surirella) + /177 +/261 /47 +/187 /117 234
KI4EW R (Eunotia) /2
KB W8 (Neidium) /1
& 5 R (Stephanodiscus) /333 /2 304 /835 /439 /332 /632
AT # 8 (Asterionella) +/
4 8 (Aulacoseira) +/ +/ +/ ny
% )7 B8 (Diatoma) +/ +/ +/ +/ +/
A B8 8 (Gyrosigma) +/
W41 4T 32 8 ( Hyalosynedra) 4/

£ A3 )8 (Synedra) +/ +/ +/ +/ +/ +/
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k2
) L oRUIEEDSN
K . MFT Wi QJK Wi DIT Wi GZT Wi ST Wi SPH Wi
VY ¥ 3% )& (Carteria) /54 /22 /119 /42 /21 /17
K F )& (Chlamydomonas) /957 /1025 /950 /855 /381 /441
/NERIEJE (Chlorella) /3 /2 /1 /2 /3
235k W8 (Chlorococcum) /21 /143 /63 /10 /292
NI & % J&@ (Cladophora) /46 /1 /29 /1 /5
P #E R (Cloniophora) /2
B A )8 (Closterium) /4 /10 /1 /4
MM BL B I8 (Cylindrocystis) /1
%38 (Golenkinia) /6 /13
LR (Gonium) /11 /1 /7 /32 /11
#3171 (Chlorophyta) MW 8 (Micractinium) /4 /2 /3 /1 /4
B4R B (Mougeotia) /3
Fe W% & (Oedocladium) /1
511 5% 3% J& (Oocystis) /42 /26 /11 /17 /12 /18
£ B ¥R (Pediastrum) /22
-3 & (Pedinomonas) /4 /1 /4 /2
Mt J (Scenedesmus) /3 /1
K4 )& (Spirogyra) /14 /1 /5
24 22 )& (Stichococcus) /1 /1 /1
SR (Cosmarium) +/
£ 4 35 B (Ankistrodesmus) +/
BT 42 3 )8 (Chromulina) /2 /7 /2 /1 /4
45T B @ (Chrysamoeba) /3 /1
HE 3983 )& (Dinobryon) /2 973 /869 /149 /4 780 /1685 /4 706
4317 (Chrysophyta) S BT (Kephyrion) /2 /4 /3 /7 /4
i1 1% 34 J& (Mallomonas) /40 /20 /16 /52 /39 /39
T HE B 8 (Ochromonas) /432 /11 /11 /278 /144 /673
T BB (Synura) /1 /4 /11 /1
W B & (Chroomonas) /84 /89 /202 /75 /28 /18
fa 3 ] (Cryptophyta)
K 3% J& (Crypromonas) /16 662 /25564 /31072 /20 085 /9 678 /6 098
##%: ] (Xanthophyta) 1 538 ) (Goniochloris) /2 /1 /1
W 38 (Gymnodinium) iy
F ] (Pyrrophyta) 12 W38 J8 (Peridiniopsis) +/
% W P JE (Peridinium) +/ +/ +/ +/
W #3% I8 (Colacium) +/ +/
¥ ] (Euglenophyta)
BRI B (Euglena) +/ +/ +/
Bt 12/22 866 12/31 109 8/33 960 14/28 250 17/13 054 13/13 851

TE /7R TT 0 7 F RO 23 5 2 7 A8 58 SR R W TR 30 e % 48 0 3k K I B L J T U AR W PR R T R B /IR T BT AR

718 TE 5 R A IR THT 38 5 eDNA AR A 31 0] 1oy Jag 77 30 A 0 W b i) e 90 80 T T
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25 AIH D PRI sh 1 % B A A R 9 Ry 0.014 33 54« L F10.896 43 mg « L', 2) 7%
Ui 20y %5 P de e ) S DIT Wi o e IR A4 2 ST BT 18I 5 77 U0 8l 9 A 0 o e e 1 2 MIFT I S IR A 2 QI i
3) T U 2l ) AL T A A 2 ST 14 8 B ST 2 AR R 4 R e L 4300 R 0..009 13 TS « LT ORI 0.893 22 mg e L
HR SRR A2 2% B AT 2 AR B 43 5 0,005 07 FAS « L' #10.124 83 mg« L',
2.2.3 ZHMEEHITEN

O3 BB TR G007 B A eDNA H A I P BF A5 7 50 80 T30 A 4 IX B P BEVR Wi 2R W 1 2 RE MR R B H RN
T IFE AR 1 ORX S MK BORBLIEAT I PR . B3R 6 R AL G RS ST AR B AR X R B I
BTt H' A T WS 430 2. 869 0 A1 0. 876 2. i iiFshidy H A J B-F35948 50518 2. 230 8.,0. 926 0, %
JO7 K V5 Yo AU B Sy B s Y RIS B TE TS Y o X SR A KT I 6 SRR P ELARVR R A 0 H A iR K BN R AT
Hey AR STLSPH MFT .\ GZT . QJK. DI T ¥ J {8 B K2/ #EA7HE P KK QJIK.SJ.SPH . MFT,GZT,
DJT. X SR Wi 1 4 X6F g e 5 R I i s 0 9 H A B K 2B AT HE P K QUK. DI T GZT .SPH.SJ . MFT;
e J Ao KBVNEATHET KKy QIK.GZT SPH.DJT .MFT.SJ,

K3 EBEXBHEEFRHYTEARERF I

Tab.3 Composition and sequence number of zooplankton in each sampling section

/LRI EDSS

1 J@
MFT Wi QIK Wi DJT Wi GZT Wi SJ Wi SPH Wi
FEM 4 BB (Adineta) /5 /1 /2
WA B (Asplanchna) +/ +/ +/
B R4 HUB (Brachionus) +/
EL 3k %6 U (Cephalodella) iy
LR A6 48 BUR (Conochiloides) +/
# H1 %5 (Rotifera) RALE BUE (Conochilus) +/
5 R % g (Gastropus) iy
o H 46 U8 (Keratella) +/ +/
R4 U (Monostyla) +/
Z W g (Polyarthra) +/ +/ +/
SR 46 g (Trichocerca) +/ +/ +/ +/ +/ +/
Sk % J8 (Cyclops) +/97 +/75 +/3 93 +/31 +/359
A7 K FJ® (Sinocalanus) /116 /14 /1 /23
8k & J& (Acanthocyclops) +/
247K T J& (Acartia) +/ +/ +/ +/
S B4 K F & (Canthocam ptus) +/ +/
FW KK & (Clausocalanus) +/ +/
H /K %8 (Eucyclops) +/ +/ +/ +/ +/
1% £ 2% (Copepoda)
SR K FJB (Heterocope) +/ +/ +/ +/
AN K & & (Limnoithina) +/ +/
iR 817K % J& (Mesocyclops) +/
PIREEANN +/ +/ +/ +/ +/ +/
LB K & J8 (Paracyclops) +/ +/ +/ +/
V7K 2% J& (Schmackeria) +/ +/

IR 817K 2 J& (Thermocyclops) +/ +/ +/
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gx3
MR i Wy R I A
MFT Wi QIK Wrili DJT Wiild GZT Wi SI Wi SPH Wi
LB (Arcella) +/ +/ 123 Y4 ny
W& £F 1t g (Aspidisca) /46 /7
JE4% B (Cyclidium) /5 /13 /2 /38 /4 24
il 31 Bt & (Cy phoderia) /17 /1 /2
% B d1 & (Cyrtolophosis) /1 /3 /1 /3
Mi B H )& (Didinium) /18 /33 /1 /24 /39 /19
KB & (Dileptus) /102 /1 /1
B R UR (Epistylis) /8 /5
% 52 B R (Eugly pha) /71
Hii 11 4@ (Frontonia) /10
W3k U (Halteria) /150 /109 /555 /116 /82 /167
5 HUE (Heterophrys) /9 /2 /367 /8 /5 9
423\ 1 J& (Holosticha) /5 /5 /7
B A 3 1] (Protozoa) A Ug (Loxophyllum) /25 /16 /1 /4
g & (Paramecium) /13 /176 /396 /1
# T AR (Plagiopyla) /2
Wi W\ )& (Stentor) /295 /123 /9 /1068 /134 /685
e ¥ R (Strobilidium) +/ 120
VU i tt J& ( Tetrahymena) /63
1% 5% 0 J& (Tintinnidium) /355 /299 /2 318 /95 /50 /152
144 HUE (Tintinnopsis) /3 /15 /111 /2 /15
= J& 1R (Trinema) /8 /9 /2
shiJg (Vorticella) /93 /86 /4 /11 /2 /53
[F 7% Bt & (Centropyxis) +/ oy
e hUR (Dif flugia) +/ +/ +/ +/
BL5E B (Nebela) +/
h i )& (Cyphoderia) +/
1% J& (Daphnia) /1 /2 /1 /1 /6
RHE (Alona) +/ y +/
% 5 7% & (Bosmina) +/ +/ +/ +/ +/ +/
Hi#12% (Cladocera) AR Bosminopsts) +/ +/ +/
R %8 (Camptocercus) +/
#L1 1% 8 (Chydorus) +/
75 1% J8 (Dia phanosoma) —+/ +/ +/ +/ +/
SR% % )8 (Disparalona) +/ +/ +/ ny oy
st 14/1 260 16/1 054 18/3 387 19/1 990  17/467  15/1 612

T BT AT R I PR R 1R,
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T4 BREHEHEZFHEVEENEYE
Tab.4 The phytoplankton density and biomass of each sampling point

TR FEBET] LR HBETT HRBETT &t

WTIE g/ LR/ W/ R/ W/ LR/ I/ YR/ wE/ R/
% 54+ L ) (g LH GiA L D (mg+ L) (AL D (mg+ L) (FA-L D (mg-L D FA-L ) (mg-L ")

MFT  7.618 4 0.174 4 0.000 O 0.000 0O 0.119 0 0.004 1 0.000 O 0.000 0 7.737 4 0.178 5
QJK 3.927 9 0.041 7 0. 000 O 0. 000 O 0.476 2 0.013 8 0. 000 O 0. 000 O 4.404 1 0.055 5
DJT 3.912 8 0.052 6 0.474 3 0. 000 5 0.118 6 0.003 4 0. 000 O 0.000 0 4.505 7 0.056 5
GZT 11.713 6 0.157 6 0.119 5 0.001 3 0.239 0 0. 005 2 0.000 0O 0.000 0 12.072 1 0.164 1

SJ 13.689 4 0.111 8 0. 000 0 0. 000 0 0. 000 0 0.000 0 0.357 0 0.001 0 14. 046 4 0.112 8

SPH 9.166 1 0.116 3 0. 000 O 0.000 0O 0.119 0 0. 003 5 0.714 2 0.002 7 9.999 3 0.122 5

K5 ERBEHERIVEENENES
Tab.5 The zooplankton density and biomass of each sampling point
TR e GEEES LS A= ST ait
WriE g/ e/ wE/ e/ wE/ e/ wE/ A/ wE/ e/
= AL D mgLHADN L D mgLHEANAL DmgLHANAL D (mg-LH AL D (mgLH

MFT 0.010 8 1.012 7 0. 000 8 0.084 4 0. 000 0 0.000 0 0. 000 8 0. 000 O 0.012 4 1.097 1
QJK  0.006 8 0. 590 5 0.006 1 0.081 8 0. 000 0O 0.000 O 0.001 5 0.005 8 0.014 4 0.678 1
DJT  0.006 8 0.597 1 0.012 1 0.148 2 0. 000 8 0.049 3 0. 000 0O 0.000 0 0.019 7 0.794 6
GZT 0.0091 0.852 2 0.002 3 0.125 4 0. 000 8 0.004 0 0.000 0O 0.000 0 0.012 2 0.981 6

SJ 0.012 9 1.637 7 0.003 8 0.142 8 0. 000 O 0.000 0 0. 000 8 0.011 6 0.012 1 0.981 5

SPH 0.008 4 0.669 1 0.005 3 0.166 4 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.001 5 0.010 2 0.015 2 0.845 7

% 6 I8 R ST eDNA HRM 7 B 145 51 802 Rt A% 2R 3 X PR B BB HORL T i oF (e
S35 5. 229 7 F0. 552 7R ES ) HAN T BP IS5 4. 280 5 A1 0. 704 1% R K BTG Ye AR N R TS
BTET5 Y o RS SR IR T4 6k A i b LR IR A 1 H{E B R BN AT HE R L R SPHL ST MFT . GZT,
QIK.DJT;#%& J {6 KEVNEATHET MR N SPHL.S].GZT MFT . DJT . QJK, X 2R #f W7 i 4 XiF hi7 £ i o 7 i
iy H E i KEVNEHET AR QIK.S] MFT GZT .SPH.DJT. 4% J 5 i KE/NEAFHET RIK N ST,
QJK.MFT.SPH.GZT.DJT,

R6 FHEMSHMEEHR
Tab. 6 Plankton biodiversity index

HAL TR IR ) 2 Bt 46 5K TR B ) 2 RS AR
FAEWT A S R 45875 1% eDNA # A 15 J5 1% eDNA # A&
H' J H' JH' J H' J
MFET 2.934 9 0.880 8 5.281 3 0.556 1 1.986 7 0.904 2 4.688 6 0.727 7
QIK 2.816 5 0.925 1 4.872 4 0.508 3 2.479 1 0.966 5 1.879 6 0.778 7
DJT 2.153 6 0.816 0 4.662 1 0.509 5 2.3218 0.934 4 2.853 0 0.513 6
GZT 2.830 3 0.824 2 5.412 6 0.557 2 2.274 0 0.948 3 1.297 7 0.696 6
sJ 3.460 9 0.914 6 5.286 3 0.566 8 2.072 8 0.864 4 1.702 8 0.789 8

SPH 3.017 8 0. 896 2 5.863 2 0.618 4 2.250 3 0.938 4 4.261 1 0.718 5
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Fig. 4 Comparison of H’ values obtained based on traditional methods and eDNA technology
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Fig.5 Comparison of J values obtained based on traditional methods and eDNA technology

2.2.4 Beta ZREM

ASHIF 5 e T 4% SR AR T T 932 05 2B 90 114 1 51 = B2 0 ) ok SR A 35 1 AL 00 A I e sl ) A 2 R 26 0 W 5 1 e 4
BN T o T T KV 4 W) Tl 2 ST 00 S 73 % SR A T TR 1) LA T U A A 2 A R B A — E AR R L b B R
5 T T 47 Je B v 1 R B SF R s SRR AP A5 SRR R L GZT F1 MFT Wi i 2 18] B A7 AL Y LA 77 T A 4 41
J s T SPH 5 Al B 17 2 8] F) A% 9 1 A 00 A i 2 S K (T 6D

H AT 7 0] - 25 SR A W 18T 3 Ui 3 ) AL S R L TR K B R — i 22 5 b DIT Wi b £ 7 s B A
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AL, DIT 5 A W T 4 37 9 3l 4 422 S K, ST 45 MIFT Wi B A7 AR {0 49 3 B 3l 0 4B SPHL 5 GZT Wy i
f1% 2 1 20 49 28 1 B o AR

FAAEE IYZEAHIR P

B
N |
==

|
I _l
- L. RN ||

T 2% FURK T U LA B 130 T 2 42 X 7 1) Ph S 4 L% 2.
B 6 ETF Bray-Curtis EEEENRESHEYHARSTTASE (EZFHEYD)

Fig. 6 Combination graph of cluster analysis based on Bray-Curtis distance matrix and
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Fig.7 Combination graph of cluster analysis based on Bray-Curtis distance matrix and
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Resources, Environment and Ecology in Three Gorges Area

Study on Plankton Diversity and Community Structure Characteristics of
the Rare and Endemic Fish National Nature Reserve in

the Upper Yangtze River in Chongqing Section

SHEN Yanjun, ZHANG Yufeng, WANG Meng, LI Yingwen
(Laboratory of Water Ecological Health and Environmental Safety,
Chongqging Normal University, Chongqing 401331, China)
Abstract: In order to understand the diversity and community characteristics of the plankton community in the Rare and Endemic
Fish National Nature Reserve in the Upper Yangtze River in Chongging Section, six sampling sections were set up in this river
section for sample collection in March 2021. The diversity and community structure characteristics of the plankton community in
this section of the river were investigated by combining the environmental DNA technology (eDNA technology) and the traditional
morphological identification methods (traditional methods). The results showed that: 1) 118 genera of eukaryotic zooplankton were
detected in all the samples, among which 7 phyla and 62 genera of eukaryotic phytoplankton were detected, mainly Chlorophyta and
Bacillariophyta algae; and 4 groups and 56 genera of zooplankton were detected, mainly Protozoa. 2) The average density of
eukaryotic phytoplankton was 8. 794 2 X 10" individuals » L' with an average biomass of 0.114 98 mg « L~ '; while the average
density of zooplankton was 0.014 33 X 10" individuals « L' with an average biomass is 0.896 43 mg « L™ '. 3) The average
Shannon-Wiener diversity index of phytoplankton and zooplankton calculated by traditional method were 2. 869 0 and 2. 230 8, and
the mean values of Pielou evenness index were 0. 876 2 and 0. 926 0. The mean values of the above two indices calculated based on
the number of eDNA technology sequences were 5. 229 7 and 4. 280 5 for phytoplankton in each sampling section, and 0. 552 7 and
0. 704 1 for zooplankton. The biodiversity index revealed that the water quality in the Chongqing section of the reserve is currently in
a state of B-moderate pollution to light pollution or no pollution. Overall, the results suggested that eDNA technology can be
combined with traditional methods to explore the characteristics of plankton diversity and community structure in monitoring and

evaluating freshwater plankton resources at this stage.

Keywords: plankton; diversity; 18S rRNA; environmental DNA; the upper Yangtze River
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