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Abstract

Zooplanktonin in Tuanjie Reservoir were investigated separately in September 2020 (fall), May
2021 (spring), and July 2021 (summer). 28 species of zooplankton were identified, of which 12
species were protozoas, accounting for 28.57%, 12 species were rotifers, accounting for 42.86%, 3
species were ccladoceros, accounting for 10.71%, and 5 species were copepods, accounting for
17.86%. Rotifers were the main species of zooplankton in the reservoir, and cladoceros and
copepods were few. The total abundance of zooplankton peaked at 21,060.65 ind/L in autumn. In
spring, the total biomass reached a maximum of 35.61 mg/L. The mean values of physical and
chemical factors in the reservoir showed seasonal differences. Shannon-Wiener index and Pielou
index were 2.46~3.76 and 0.36~0.64, respectively. The evaluation results show that the water
quality is mostly light pollution, occasionally middle level pollution.
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1. 518

BEE LUK IE, ORI 2 K EERAE AR TR ACOK R, AR AR, . KB
BE, R TARBRITTBOK R RE, RSB EAES RGIRS B[] KK IR A (ARSI g5 1,
FA ORI LG A 1 X AR B 22 (R AR S AT 55, 38~ S P (R B SR AR A [2] . HRTIREC
ZABHIKIE 8.5 IR, BRITAH CREFIFEA MM KE LT 497 8. Hoh KA K ZE (B2 10° m® DULE)
12 Ji&, WPARLKEE (2R 107~10° m®) 68 Ji&, /NF(1)ZK (S E 2 10°~107 m3) 234 2, /INEL(1) 7K P (B B 2
10°~10° m3) 182 Jii. i&A KRB MM &K E 277 JBE. AEKERIF R EKE 3.4 *10° m?, Bl &E/KAE
1.9*10° m®, (H¥EIFAESIM 56%, AT IR E R 30%. IXEKEEERE. HEBE. KA. Tolk.
NRAEFKRSR S AR ERIEEWRMMER, KEMEHRKREL 1.1*10°m®. BRITEFEN
KEUKPER 12 4, b B AL 2 55 4 (1 [ 45 K B st e H b 2 — o IS5 /K e 4% B 4 — 18 K it
RO R 922 m¥fs, H/KIEf MR B 147 m¥s, T 1986. 1991 ILBHA UK, IEE T FifitK
K, RIS K IR 2 X SR AR B L REANAE K, DLPE X B AR AR N S TR B PR e it A%
OX, R T ZX SR RE. ST HEKERETFRASCNE, SRR KA SR AE HFER &
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JoNEE,

TFHESIEE RN MREZ, T2 oM TAI0KEY, KA AYRIE ) E ARG 7, H
REME A VR . AHBE R 0T, tHRe b LA K BRI B M A DK BN D S5 IR T SR il B, R AR
RGO e e AL I E IR [3] [4]. SHAKAESIVIALL, EAMEREN, e, s,
BAREKESREEMSREMEZIER . thoh, BTFFRAEF SRR A, it
AT DAE AR W ) a7 A, I 5 FH R S 7K e 1R K B ARVBL[5] [6].

—BEPRIE AN IR K TR A AR, KA R R R AR, XS A T B AR
H, s B S5 R S K TR AR B DI R, DR IT0 V- s 08 /K B s I A K R e v Ab R 3 3
HEAEH[T] [8]. HAlT, sy AR AR AE Y 2 BEVE IS F B O 2 B A I K e A A R B0
WA FEH[9] [10].

AR SCEET SN A SR PRV B I ZE T R A, W T A K KRR e AR, AL T HRiRsh
BEVRSEM . FRE. EE, U S KIERAT KBTS 2K I K AR B4R (R 24 5 .

2. MRS 7%
2.1. FRSTHMEIR

45 7K . (130°8'~130°11'E,,  44°01'~44°04'N) {7 T~ H VT4 B ik i BB T LI AR bR e, & T
1981 4%, HMR& A YHE RIS K, FRBARE. BB, FRf. K, MEZME. BgKE
KA 445 km?, JEZ¥ 8.63 x 10" m®, JKPEIIN “Y 7 JE[11]. /KPEAEIZE K & 950 222K, 4EHIE/KE
534 =K, FEPERLE 6~9 Ao /K ATIEH X 52 A KR PEZE KSR, AF 38 H BT K 2613 /M.
B U 37.6 SRR, RACIR-44.1 $RIRE, SRR 1 RIRE. BFRH, XFERIFAIKSE

==
i o

22. REREE

AATE T 2020 4F 9 H(FkZE). 2021 £ 5 A (EFEZE). 7 H(EZ)iHT, 46 /KER R EMEFIRY
AR S E 5 AR S (S1. S2. S3. S4. SB), H S1 AKEE _LE, S2 A+EIL, S3 Ak,
S4 NFELs, S5 ONRIN B 1, & 1).

o MuDanJian . .
LR /5. anJiang @ Sampling Point
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Figure 1. Location of sampling sites in Tuanjie Reservoir
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Table 1. Five sampling sites coordinate in Tuanjie Reservoir
= 1. AGKERNRE S BIRRALIR
KA £HEE(N) ZPE(E)
s1 K L 44°01'48" 130°11'24"
S2 +5m 44°03'36" 130°10'48"
S3 (=S| 44°03'00" 130°09'36"
S4 FE 44°04'12" 130°10'36"
S5 KL 44°04'48" 130°10'48"
2.3. BARE

231 FlEnhirREORE. LEMEE

BAKEE R THEFG H). BT ) KO AT T =00KRE LR s RS . IR9E
P I A Ssldin b B R B A T ) [12] K0 E5K, BRI 2075 P 6 ER A SRR 2 MUK AR THES (B MR 7K 0.5 m)
ARG B (FEZK PR 0.5 m)R4E 1 L IR-A7KFE, i hn 10 ml Lugol 377243 [ i, i & 48 h JEHIIL % 30 ml.
WRER 1 ml AR UL o B TR s YT BUE A AT 2 R T 8. BRI R RAE b L RIRARSE 20 L
IKKE, BFEH] 5 L RAKE T 4 IRTERL FLUEE 60 L IRA/KFE. 28 2587 AL I I I8 Jo NN 5% ) FH v
WORATIENE o« BERIIT, KERERIEST, W 1 ml RE G B T BOHE N 4 3. JRUZE S 56 e 1k 3
R4 ) [13]: feduEe ik (hESKR RE) [14]: Bk ChEZIME) (KA
) [15]; BeedRsEkdE ChEZE) KB R) [16].

2.3.2. IKFERLIBFRAONE

BASKAE S BKIR(WT) B 528 (Cond) pH {H. EAFEA(DO). ZAZ(NH;-N). HAEZE(NO;-N),
FE T (CI)FEE(NTUYE A YSI-6600 145 =2 D e K5 73 A ACEEAT B34 I i o 7K 25 W BE (SD) AR 2
(Depth) 47 IRAL IS . ERASREEACREE L. by FESMIE L LIRAKEE, ARSI FIETIK
[ 20 = HEAT MY, TR K IR BT bR (GB3838-2002) 4 S A(TN) B (TP) . 4 (NH,-N ).
TEAZ(NO;-N). ¥ FHE &= (CODMN). . HAEM T E & (BOD5). M4t%K a (Chla) & & . #fi#4(DO).
Al FE (NTU) bR kA7 5

2.4. WHRALIE

AW Fi 48 F Microsoft Office Excel 2020 {4317 4i i 5347, ##E Shannon-Wiener Z R FE%(H’)
[17]- Pielou #1251 FEFa%0(D) [18], A WTiF i shBETE L5 2 REME, FEEAT /KPP . Shannon-Wiener 2
FEMEFRBOTMARAE N: H' >3 %5, 1<H <3 NHi5. 0<H’ <1 AHEJ5; Pielou ¥5) e ¥fE 7’ >0.5
NG 03<) <05 5. 0<J <03 NHTT.

3. &BR
3.1. FGEKEEKIFEHFE

SR R A EAL TR AR A0 2 Fros, S W EAL D P P E 2B e R, HPRE . KR,
SR pHAE. MUZ. MR a §E. SR ERA BT ER SR, SOMES HBER
ZF, PR SRR AR U ME N IUERT, WA, BV, hHAERFAE. S8 7. &&
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BEZTE B e OR, MBI IE R S (USRS B R A ISR AR
AR, REES KRS pHAE. ME. SR RREE TR B, LHANTRE. &8RS

EKERE; SAERAESRE, HESRPIEESERIGNE KR ARF.
25 1.2 30
20 1.0 | 25 : 0.10 }
s | { 08) —f— . [7] 20 0.08 :
| J i 0.6 : 15 } 0.06 i
100 [ 0.4 0] 0.04
5 0.2 5 0.02
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7 ! 23 { } 7 12 1 ] I
6 2.0 6 10 |
: 1.5 l 2 08
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Figure 2. Seasonal physicochemical factors of Tuanjie Reservoir
E 2. ASKESFELEKETF

3.2. BGKEE R B & S

4K B SL % e Vi sh ) 28 B, Hoh A Zh9) 8 B, (BRI 28.57%, R HFISIRZ N 12
i, SR 42.86%, B EAY 3 B, S AELT) 10.71%, B2 5 M, S EIFELK 17.86%
(#2).

B 3 A, sV R KA IR R 2 S3 kAR A, BU/MEHEIIERE 2 S5 RFEsk. K. B,
KE R YR SR BE 4y )8 18,153.9 ind/L. 20,677.6 ind/L A1 21,060.65 ind/L, M FEFEEKERE; M4
YIE 4y 5124 35.61 mg/L. 20.07 mg/L A1 27.25 mg/L, A4 EHEFRE. NET EE, S2. S4. S5 KAt
BRI FEFERK R R S S3 RFF mMIFIEs I F EH R By S3 SRAE AU, HARERFER
BEEENTEEMKEZ N NFET LG, SL KA ANFsIEY EE 2R S2. S3 KA A
EVIEFKEROR: S4. S5RFF RV RRERR R 3, Kl 4).
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Table 2. Species of zooplankton

2. FiEEhnih A

[WES J& i T4
JR A AR S bl Strombidium viride
i duUR /NEAFRAR e Didinium balbianii nanum
B Didinium nasutum
it s REIR PR 1 Strobilidium velox
b 8 B Bh ey Vorticella campanula
VY i e S LT VU JEE e Tetrahymena priformis
i U T B Paramecium sp.
Wi Ug b el Difflugia avellana
LSl duR KRR H Rotaria neptunia
m SR R NANE Rt Asplanchna brightwelli Gosse
[(IRFETE 2o Asplanvhna priodonta
Zist)E S E AT Polyarthra trigla
=R K=& Filinia longiseta
BHE R LA T Keratella cochlearis
FETE R Keratella quadrata
SRR ek 1 57 FE e Trichocerca Lamarck
BERRERR Trichocerca porcellus
Jeske R JEBIA L e Lecane luna
PR R BRI FR %G Colurella uncinata
B R AR FULBRRR Brachionus diversicornis
e KGR KEG a8 Bosmina longirostris
R 1% W R Leptodora kindti
R KA Daphnia magna
e Sk &R FHOIKE Cyclops strenuns
K% Calanioda sp.
17K 2 R SR % Thermocyclops dybowskii
INBIIK R JRIEE /NG K % Microcyclops javanus
Tk Nauplius
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Table 3. Abundance (ind/L) and biomass (mg/L) of zooplankton in different seasons
% 3. TREEZiFshYEEE(nd/L)FIEHE(mg/L)
B FE W
REE R
HF HZE ®=E HE HZE ®=E
S1 5100.3 6450.85 750 0.2 8.32 0.11
S2 4050.1 1231.15 4800.45 3.84 0.23 11.08
S3 1260.85 8941.7 2460.1 4.62 4.89 7.06
sS4 3361.65 3330.9 7500.1 16.68 6.23 4.87
S5 4381 723 5550 10.27 0.4 413
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Figure 3. Abundance of zooplankton in different seasons (ind/L).

B 3. NRIFTZHENIFEREE(nd/L)

wsd |EEL JEF | HE

S1 S2 S3 S4 S5

Figure 4. Biomass zooplankton in different seasons (mg/L)
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3.3. A%KEEKBRIEN

25 7K PEVR IR BN 2 FEPE SRR VAN &5 R IL7% 4. AR4E Shannon-Wiener 2 FEPEFE BTN b X 7K i
ROHEAT LAV AT, AR ER T4 - hisfl, S1RFEAR. 5. KEHNRG, S2 RS =AF
WG, AR S AE R O RTE, AT ARE. ERNFHHER KN 3.05, H#FF
YA /NR 2.91, R L K EREZT AT G, B KN TS 4% . Shannon-Wiener 544 2.46~3.76,
ORAE M BIE 25 ST RFE A, /M R PILAE 5 25 S5 KR . b S1 /1 S3 KA 5 Shannon-Wiener £+
PEFR U R, S4 RFE KRR, S5 RFF BT R . Pielou B2 FE1840CH 0.36~0.64, R AMEH
DAERKZR S3, fe/ME HIAERZE S2 FIFKZE S4 RAFE ri . BEMFAMER /NN 048, RIS (3 4),
B KA RS R, TR0 25 R AR —2

Table 4. Evaluation of zooplankton diversity index

® 4. FiREEh SRR RO

HE 2% B

H O KBEVER 3 KB W KB 0 KBIPRHT O H KBERVER 3 KBUER

S1 3.02 Bi5 0.51 Bi5 3.76 ®”i5 0.56 ®”i5 3.02 Bi5 0.57 ®i5
S2 2.63 5 0.36 5 2.64 5 0.47 5 2.87 5 0.47 5
S3 248 5 0.42 5 321 ®”i5 0.54 ®”i5 3.12 ®i5 0.64 B®i5
S4 3.16 B 0.57 ®i5 3.16 ®”i5 0.63 ®i5 2.84 ] 0.36 5
S5 3.24 ®’i5 0.54 ®’i5 2.46 g 0.37 g 321 Bi5 0.51 Bi5

EHE 291 0.48 3.05 0.51 3.01 0.51

Wt 0.15 0.04 0.23 0.04 0.07 0.05

4. #ig

PG K BEK A ZE T B 7 (P B S L R 22 5, iR B KR e, pH fE. MUE .
MERR a . BR. WERREMFWESLE RN, RANEHIERS, RESRAMLET
AESMNRMEAIAERT; EA. BUE. THAENTEARE. A8 7. fSRMFTES LG
WK, sUMESMBER S HERE . KT, QUSBERET S BR800

PRI ZS 2R G BB T (R 0 33 » P2 T sh W [RIIN 52 2126 77 3 (3 B I A0 AN I 0 2
RIS, e rh R R R A S ZE B = B AN AR R A R T L R R U 2 20 £ AL PSR A S RS R AIE
[19] . FEAR VI A r 45 7K R R i a0 R S 2H R LR A s ) 5 0 2o 3 AR ek e 5 Hh B0 48 SR AR 30
FEIR. BUMSE. BRIRSSAENIN 4 25 28 Fiiisahyy), Hde duRhRin 2 12 F, SR 42.86%.
24 R S REZR A IX 1 3 K P sh P b A de i 45.33% A FT 45 SRAEA —5[20], I HAEXS T#rK
P SR REAT BT T A e s 29 B, Horh Bt 14 Fh[21], S AGRBE RS IR IEA 2. FEk
ADCRAIER . SR, iR, mRAES RO AR, B Y. RS, e BRI
NN 628[22], eAh, R HCRBE R, R ER R, SRR IR K[23] [24],
BRI BA R GR G S BE J), T2 0 A T8 30Kk . AHFFRVI[19], SBHE R K AR E &I B &
FRbR, JCHHEKENAY, W E AR B S B T e, R R R A AR R R
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G A

Thim, XM RER S . B AT E R BIE S 2018 SEEEEM L, B45 K EF T sh R 2k T 2
FR[11], WA NSt X S 415 B 82 (41 45 7K e K AR PR BEAH 5K o

5K B S1~S5 KAf M =AF A R FE 4308 12,301.15 ind/L. 10,081.7 ind/L. 12,662.65 ind/L.
14,192.65 ind/L. 10,654 ind/L; i AE# 43 A 8.63 mg/L.15.15 mg/L16.57 mg/L.27.78 mg/L.14.8 mg/L,
TA MBI ITE S4 RAE L, TS R, YR A s S B R T R BT AR A B S SRR
HYAETE . HIREE A e e KA R BUE R 2 S4 RFE S, B/MEHIUFEAKZE S1 KM pi . 5 RIKPETT
TR IR 45 R BRI, 7K PRV AR ARE IR T T (/5 b 49.2%) RIZEEE I T (15 b 31.7%) A E, TRiFtE
VA EBEREFERRK, HPIERERTRK, XEWZKEIFEED I R A
A ZEAT A AN ASA A [25] . AT REMJE R & S SRAE AL T /K BE B3, /KUt =&, IR,
AT I ERIRE, 1S4 SKREE AL TKEERG, Z AT, itk S1AEXT S4 AR T3]
YIHEAR, FRENAYIEIEC. BRI R K I 2 S3 RAF A, e/ IME HIAEE = S5 KAt
R S3 KA BT RIS KEER N X, KSR, Elifae, &8RhikERsE26], HEFEREE
HAF T IR E A KB, 1T LU S P A 7 2 V)RS B KRR 5T

457K e 5 22 REPE SR B 7, Shannon-Wiener £ #EMEFRELAT Pielou 25 FEFaEi &£ S1
REE . S1SRFE AL TOKEE B, KB B FEE, NATHE, BRI EY 2 FEE R0,
HEZFRE S, AR TIFEDMEPR A LSE, Ktk Shannon-Wiener #5405 MMEHI/ER ZF S1
RFFE o S2 KA =AW T EETG G, SE H 2= tH I B /ME, WTRERBR A2 S2 RAF mEEIL A B,
S5 KA pi A TR, 2 Hh R RAEIX P AR 4l i T4 S5 Bl 2 6 AR = 2R V5 g%, WP B 2 AE PR
LR N

FIENYNE R RGE T IHIRONE 3, MU E S IR S A 7 | S IR0 T [ sg ),
5 P AE K & DU R 7224 BB ARG . RIS PRI A B VR 4R R s 2R TR
KBV B AR . BIZKEHRBR, ERRE, EFRIOKFEY 15K, F. 2. KFRER
FFTE 10~25 £ K%, pH {EA 7~8, Shannon-Wiener Z ¥ PE$850H1 Pielou 5] fE e 802 Nigis, WA TS
HI . X SR St A S5 K PR K B, MR - s Y. (HREE R, A S B ER R Kk
W5 JFEE, AR N KA P BB R AR . 1ZKPER . ARG S BI97E 7 mo/L DL L, g 3k
(] T /KA R ) = AR HE (B R EAMIE T 4 mo/L), BEZFEIARE 2.5 mg/l. 4iE A S =i /b 2
—EPREER (/T 4 mo/L), fSREGR L8 USRI AAET, HEMINIORIS G R . A It 50 3 B i sh P A
FRBAE 30 C k%, 38CIHMM R, B, B, T WYASEALE 30°C LT B 1) &
W% [27]. HRHGKER. . MEBERAE S S EYE N 7.122 mg/L. 4.014 mg/L. 5.45 mg/L, &
FERL = I A& i /ME, 5 ER W TS5 10 AH S, RTRE R S DR A2 7K rh s g S 7 2 T IS T v T k)
H 2T E T 5 R BUKAR S AR S SIS, 5o e sh i AR K BT . 45K B S e 2T B B Rk
PN, ERFHI A TR, &8 IR R S T o], IR A ) % R
MY BN TG, XWEEMN S —A AR S5K ER R 7R L, S e ~F Sy E
H IR RAE IR

5. &g

1) FAZE KBS Y 5 IR0 sh i 28 Fh, Hrh R ARSI 8, RoihRhRE N 12 B, R 3 A, A
K5 R, KRR A s, R A SRR SRR D

2) B K PE K A 5 2 AL R F 1 P S0 R ZE ST 2 . ORI . KR S, pH .
PhEE. 4R a SR BAL T A RBEET B RN R B, T A A
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B ik A
S %

HE T ASEMETE RSN R SRR KRR (S BRI 58 B R 808/.

3) M4 Shannon-Weaver 2 FEVESRECPF bR AEX K BURBLBEAT SR & VR FIJ,  BIS5 K 8 T4 - o

{57, Shannon-Wiener f540A1 Pielou #5406 /K BITAN 145 RREL— 2. B S2 RAE R =FH hisst, &
TN SRR ROV, B IS B WIS K KRS, 2t e R R ROREGER, @R aEin
S0 5 R JE b R R 3

E&WE

I ¢ L WA TR H (2016 YFC0500406),  H Sl B Fp it 7 iR AL el o A R R B T H . “ ¥ 7K B2 58

PEFAAVAL AT R SR FH S AR BT 7T 7 (2020GSP14), B IpVT A 4 5 At 4 & fE 5 AT 78 1R551(20309)

Sk

[11 #MES, W5, drd, £ L LA 6 KEFUKELESRS DIREM EPFAE[I]. Wil K27k (B2 hR), 2015,
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[2] A5, EISE, &Yl W LA EEKE KT AE SRS AV —— LR R K BN FI]. A RERIL,
2020, 41(1): 111-116.
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