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Abstract

Based on the monitoring data of six stations in the sea area near the coastal wetland ecosystem of
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Dagang, Tianjin in August 2021, the water quality of the sea area was evaluated by using the single
factor index method, the comprehensive index method of multiple water quality parameters, the
organic pollution index evaluation method and the eutrophication index method; the Shannon-
Wiener diversity index (H'), Pielou evenness index (J), dominance index (Y) and abundance index
(d) were used to evaluate the macrobenthos in the sea area. The water quality evaluation results
showed that inorganic nitrogen was the main over-standard factor in the sea area, and other mon-
itoring factors met the requirements of marine functional zoning in the sea area. The macroben-
thos evaluation results showed that the macrobenthos diversity index in the investigated sea area
was at a medium level.
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1. 5|8

MR IR EE B RIS RS, $OE8 “HERZE” . EaimiET o “SCHBRIR
o R0 CHRRROIERI P, MRS AR I RIFSIN R RS R, EEEWRDIR . TR,
PR IR o (eI Rl BRARPA TS G T AR AR LB RO R (1] (2] [3] [4] [5]. REEIHE
WSS, EERBE 2T PR AR, BT RIVARKANIE BIFR. ISR KRR
AT RAALE R 2R, 3 B IEHR I BT s 575 AR U 6], AHORWETIR], 3 BURERIE
Mo PE 2 A G R ) 5 B PR il o IR ST A R A i R RN Y B AT K R Rl S AR )
FEBEET]

BRI A 2 RGO T R TR BT X M LLAR, TR 106.37 km?, FREGKE D 9.69 km,
FE R IR AE S R GE. 2014 4F 7 A, AR R (IR LRI AT B 28 SR )4 L R it
ALK . RERHEE R S SR ek v b I e BT SR W BT, WA AT e v 22
EERPOVKE, LR, BEE KRR LRI AEB, RIS A 7, R4S
DHRER R H) 7 — M. KBRS e S RGN E B R, eNEd e, JH7OmgEs
B 5 R B R A L, R SRR TR PRI R . TIPS B i B R R, B E
IR SR AN T REAE PG AN S e B AR BB L [8] [9]. BRI, X RERHER MR AR 25 R 48 M T s
WA S BUIRBEAT I BT TT, B OV R RBIEIHE E S R GRS B8R & B & 2R A
SEUEAR SR AT -

2. R EE
2.1. FEHN

AWFFT 2021 4 8 F 0 REERHHEIHE A RGPS AT I A A, 3401 6 MR A S04 1).
2.2. BEHHE

BAOKFUHESH N : pH. #FE(DO). 27 ARE(COD). LHURLMIRE: - & MR - &
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Figure 1. Sampling station map
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2.3. HEmRESLE

2021 4F 8 A X KSR A S KRG TSRS AT KR AR, FRPRE. RFE. B
RO M 048 CHEPE TS )Y (10140 CHEFVEAAETE) [11]304T.
2.4. N EE

24.1. BEAFREEBCE
1) KSR THREEAT VMY, HbsuEfeEat 5 A X oN[12]:

P=—L (1)
b PONEE i S RIS Re6 80 CONEE | TS ISR s C, RS § 05 R WIRIVEA AR e . FR
Pl RAEHORT 1.0, WISRBIZK R HHE F PP b vfE o

2) pH {E PP FE 8% T oK
SpH = |pH_pHsm

/DS @)
ﬁ\:l:':l: pHsmz(pHsu+pHsd)/2; DS:(pHsu_pHsd)/Z;
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e S,u 0 pH WG 0965 pH NARRIAE S : pH,, 7K pH brdER) ERAE; pH, NiEK pH #5

THEF T PR AR -
3) MY AR E(DOYIRY i, IR VPO 12 T 2K
DO, - DO
P, =—2'——:D0> DO, 3)
DO, - DO,
%0=M—9£g<D0<DQ (4)

K

468
Al DO =TT

f8; T H/KIECC).

2.4.2. BVKESRESREE
2 WK RS LR & VR 7 i TR A T S WK SRR AR DL o SR B IR 7 s R B SR ik B
LUUKRZH LA TREL HHRAON[13]:

; DO NERFARI SR DO NWRERERIRIL ;. DO NI RA I PN PRtk

01305, ®

Kbt O WETOKFRBIEG 1M S, R THREHER: n JBE 7%
AR AE RER AP 4 5 0,< 0.75 NI, 0.75< 0 < 1.00 NEIEITH, 1.00 <0, <125 Ak
RS, 0, 125 HEEEE .

2.4.3. BHLISEEBITMNE
HHLE BB E TR A [ 14]:
_COoD, | DIN,  DIF, DO,
CcoD, DIN, DIP, DO,
X A NEVIGYHEEG COD; DIN,. DIP, A1 DO, 4y BN 558 . oL TEHLIE A A S s
WfE; CODyv DINy~ DIPyF1 DOy 4 NS Fa A oL oA UBSE A A S 0 g 7K 7K SR T
RIETHEERGEATFM IR A<ONRIEF, 0<4<1 N, 1<4<2 NIFEZEEY, 2<4<
3RBETGY, 3<A<4NFEEY, A>4 HEEGY.
2.4.4. BEFNHIELRCE
BE TR B R Bt R WO R S FRGRR R, THREAFCN[15] [16]:
p_ CODXDIPxDIN
4500
X ENEEFAIEE: COD. DIN. DIP 5y Rk T A . TTHLE . TOHLIE R A S 1) Sl s
MRAE T RV I 0<E <05 AFEFR, 0.5<E<1.0 NHEFR, 1L0<SE<3.0 NEET,
E>3 NEEETR.
2.4.5. RBRHEMTENTSE
RELJEAR LRI R AR R B S A =R R [17]:
1) &4 - 35 3 (Shannon-Weaver) £ FE 1 55 :

H'=-3"" Plog, P, ®)

(6)

10° @)
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s B ——FRZREMEIBL n——FES P RSB, P——38 § FhIANME R (n) 5 B MEB(V) I ELAE
2) Y151 (Pielou 8%0):

HI
J= H 9
e J——¥5 8 H—— MR B Hp—— N log, S ZFEMEREBNERRME, S FEmha
FhEHL.
3) WP s R
n;
r="g (10)

KA Y——WIMIREE; n—— B WSS § MAMEEG N——F RSP ANMEEG f——28 @ RS
R, W Y>0.02, RO,
FEE (Margalef tFHE A ):
P
log, N
R d—FEF; S—FEMPRMEEEL N—FE Y MRS
2.5. FENERE
WA N AT R 6 ez, BT R IR PR DR X N, BESRK RS 5 2Kk
JFARAE . AR BRI PR S8 (R A N R IL AN E KK R FRUEE) (GB3097-1997) [18], W% 1.

(In

Table 1. Seawater quality evaluation standard

F 1. BB ARE

B P R
Hk FoK H=R ERUES
pH 7.8~8.5 6.8~8.8 6.8~8.8
DO> 6 5 4 3
COD< 2 3 4 5
THAE= 0.20 0.30 0.40 0.50
T PERERR Sh< 0.015 0.030 0.045

VE: AL mg/L, pH LEH.

3. TMAGER
3.1. BKREIEMN
3.1.1. BETFEEE

AR FHRHOE WG B VRN B AR I SR B 5 PPN AR i HEA T LUK 8 & VRN PR AR IR K 203
I CA 2 K BB E AW T K TR B[ 19], REE AN BW L I WU/K BT AR e bR, J2 H BT FH /KR
W ikz —.

VB pH ABLVEHI7E 7.80~8.07 2 (8], ¥MEA 7.91; pH S KMELHBITE 4 Sk, H/MEHIE 1
Sl MR AT v ALK pH ¥R 5 — ()M KK R bR UE s 2 B S3li A57 T AV o Th R IX X i 25k
AR TARAESEAT VAR, /K pH PR R ECR TGy 0.23~1.00, TCi@Bbrubfhr, W 2.
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Table 2. Marine water quality investigation and evaluation results

= 2. SBROKBURAESITFNER

= ptien| ¥ia 5 Yo BiE

pH 7.80~8.07 7.91 0.23~1.00 0.69

DO (mg'L™") 6.67~7.29 7.04 0.20~0.42 0.29
COD (mg'L™) 1.90~2.89 2.46 0.63~0.96 0.82
T A (mg L™ 0.354~0.439 0.406 1.18~1.46 1.35
WEPERERR 2 (mg LY 0.00252~0.0393 0.00328 0.08~0.13 0.11
M (mg L) 0.00103~0.00126 0.00111 — —
S (mg L™ 0.0391~0.0752 0.0500 — —
442 a (mgL ) 5.97~17.0 11.5 — —

T . pH EBHN; “—7 oAy, i, BB, RETTINAREE, BIFMTARME, pH. DO AR5
PeAF, pH #N pH i #E%L, DO FrN4 DO VAN FE 4L

TR AR E AR 7E(6.67~7.29) mg L™ 28], HIME N 7.04 mg- L5 Mol dul v it S T i A KA 1Y
BUAE 5 Sk, B/MEHBUE 2 Sk, W TG Sl 07 16 7K VA A S8R FE S 75 & 38 — 2RI KK AR 1

b2 T A AR VL £E(1.90~2.89) mg- L™ Z ], IME A 2.46 mg-L™"; WEdiHsi K AL 28 75 S R ik
EHIAE 4 S35, B/MEHIUE 6 5. (TR E R A5 — RS KK AR AE RS 1 B 51 23 )
16.7%F1 83.3%; 4% M 538 (57 BT Ab 1 973 Th R X K BT 2 SR (0 g AR OK R AR AEREAT VAN, 625 TR S TS e Bk
ALTE RN 0.63~0.96, TR

TeAL R B A8 A 3 I 7E.(0.354~0.439) mg- L™ Z [A], Y189 0.406 mg L™ W I3 To ML 800K S A KAl
HILTE 2 S, H/AMEHITE 4 S0 VLA G5 = DUISEKOKITARAE I 567 L3143 51l v 33.3%H1
66.7%:; 158 53l (57 Fir b (1) 3 T R X K BT 2 K IR0 AR B bR e EAT VPAR, oL 0TS Gen BRI Va Bl A
1.18~1.46, jEbwuEAL LB N 100%.

T P R IR Ak P AR Ak Y B E.(0.00252~0.00393) mg- L™ 2 J8], M4 0.00328 mg-L™"s W 00 i 38375 1k e
FRER B KA BIAE 1 53, B/MEHRBUTE 5 53, WIS K IE M B R 28 45 575 & 55 — 2 KK B ks
o 2 HE At 7 T Ak PR3 T B DX K BT SR 0 KK R EAT VP A, 5 PR B IR #h T G R AU Ta
0.08~0.13, JTCHBFRIELL

SR FE AR A FEI#E.(0.00103~0.00126) mg- L™ Z 8], 35454 0.00111 mg- L™ W34 S0 K AE Y
DUTE 3 5k, e/ MEHITE 6 5.

SR B AR AL Y I 7E.(0.0391~0.0752) mg L HERAE 3 Sk, B/AMEHILLE 2 Sk,

242 a WA U 7E(5.97~17.0) ng L™ 208, BMEA 11.5 ng L™ Wl 42 K a o il
1E 4 50k, f/MEHILTE 2 5.

2021 4 8 H A A MG KK FUEAR A T R EORTEHLA, X5 FARIE[20]. 4R ER(2 15151 X I o
FEEERA 5 FTA A TEHLE I S R AOK AR R, A58 = DUZRIEZK KT bR v 1 35 07
Lol o5 s 33.3%F1 66.7%. [tz Ab, oA 55 100k I PR -1 357 i 2 LA B I E T RE IX RIIEEK .

3.1.2. BVUKRSHEEEREE

Z WK RSB R 1R EUE 2 LR A TS YeAn Bid v Bt at, R RS K I FE AR (K S IR P 5 1P FnifE 2
AR BN GAREL, PR NS BB BN T AR 8, BE TSR I SR B Vo Beda i, A K
BTG RALE[19]. |38 3 WA, RESRHERERHAE S RS MR 2 DUK S8 ER & 188U Y
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0.54~0.76, “F¥HMEN 0.65. B& 1 SUEAC A EETTYL(0.75 < 0; < 1.00)4b,  HoAhsb 7 94 45 15 g Tk (0 <
0.75). FTAISAI/K RS Ex G TR BN 6 88 0 AOK AR HEEE SR, SR PN 45 R RTE T

Table 3. Evaluation results of multiple water quality parameters by comprehensive index method

3. BHUKRERERAIREUETNER

i O GRS
1 0.76 BRI
2 0.72 HiE
3 0.72 i
4 0.54 TBE
5 0.59 g
6 0.58 i
FE1E 0.65 T
w/ME 0.54 —
wAE 0.76 —

3.1.3. KEANSRIERE

KA LTS G B RE S S MOK AR A LIS JUIRDL, 1%073%1EHL COD. DIN. DIP il DO DY/ bRt
NVERE TR, MR T K5 B LTS FERDLEAT PPAG . I3 4 AT, REERIBIEIIEI A S R G T
A LG RAEEBEERDY 0.64~1.09, FEIEDY 0.87. Bi 1 Sufif PN 45 RATTURTT d(1 <4 <2)5h, HAt %
UL PP S5 RENEIF(0 < 4 < 1) PHEHEEOKBTA NG G5 B0k SR PP 85 ROV BT -

Table 4. Evaluation results of organic pollution index of water quality

= 4. KERBINSRERITNER

i A W4 R
1 1.09 ViRGHEE S
2 0.91 B
3 1.00 BT
4 0.80 BT
5 0.79 B
6 0.64 LAYSE
FHME 0.87 Ly5e
R/MAE 0.64 —
=N} 1.09 —

3.1.4. BEEFNIERCE

B IR S KT AR T 1972 E3RI[15], SN KA S B SRR AT N (T8 hR, B R e
R A B, Sk AR SRR R AE IR SC[22]. AR S ATAN, REEMSIEEIIEHAE
BRGMEIS A HLG YA HTE E N 0.53~1.00, “FHIMER 0.73. i | SN ERANEER10<E<
3.0), HAFIEAI IS5 RN E FR0.5 < E < 1.0). A R E 7R LR B0k AR 45 oA T E FRIR
K

N o
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Table 5. Evaluation results of eutrophication index method

5 BEFMNBEETNEGR

IEA E PSSR

1 1.00 wE
2 0.71 HE R
3 0.91 HE R
4 0.64 TR
5 0.57 3
6 0.53 g 3

Tl 0.73 HETR

wR/MA 0.53 _

>IN 1.00 —

3.2. RERAESEYF

3.2.1. KEURMEMMILER

2021 4F 8 H M Aig L % e R AR A 6 K36 38 Fh(E RE &), HAIRiahy) 15 f, L
KA 39.5%; BRI 14 B, HFIRA R 36.8%; R 4 Bl GRS 10.5%; BiEE)
VIR P 2 B, Y PR RA RN 5.3%, ATEEN) 1 R, HFRSH AT 2.6% (18] 2, 3 6). HILE]
FUREN . ARSI I B R B R AR ) b 28 A R 2

Y
5.3%

10.5%
B /2
Fis )

Figure 2. Percentage diagram of species composition of macrobenthos in the sea area
under investigation

2. PEBFHABRREEMMLER B L REE

Table 6. List of macrobenthic species in the sea area under investigation

6. FEBEH AR RBEEMFNE T

LED ST
HI530%) Annelida
2 B AU ) e Linopherus pancibranchiata
Ol e il oL Gattyana pohailnsis
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Continued

ENEEALE
PLIEEE
=

ST %
B U
St K F B

SRAAZIT

HA b 2

LR
P o
Ph e 4k g

4 22 fiff
FRRDE

Sternaspis sculata
Aricidea fragilis
Chaetozone setosa
Glycinde gurjanovae
Linopherus ambigua
Magelona cineta
Nereiphylla castanea
Goniada japonica
Poecilochaetus serpens
Pista cristata
Dorvillea pseudorubrovittata
Cirratulus filiformis

Lumbrineris heteropoda

ARENY Mollusca

LB Arthropoda

TRE R
A FR
SN A
FEH TR
ARG G
I€an2
BiH
- 5 B DL
VAL
NIEE
75 ISR
[ a7 J G 0
B AR
AN i

Tomopleura pouloensis
Arca boucardi
Nucula faba
Ruditapes philippinarum
Nassarius succinctus
Rapana venosa
Scapharca subcrenata
Volachlamys hirasei
Cultellus attenuatus
Siliqua milimai
Nassarius dealbatus
Eocylichna braunsi
Ceratia nagashima

Anomia chinensis

KA

wER

BB e

BH

Sinocorophium acherusicum
Typholcarcinops nudus
Raphidopus ciliatus
Rhaphium sp.

Bk 250 Echinodermata

ORI 2

MR 32 2

Protankyra bidentata

Amphiura uadicola

B3 Echiurida
Lol R
EZIPWUL

41750 Nemertine

Listriolobus brevirostris

Arhynchite rugosum

4l

Lineidae
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3.2.2. HiEsHp

2021 4F 8 J3 1A g SO SR A= 0 35 b S AR 343 B L2 7, R A MR B R AR AR 35 R0 6 T (AL
BRE >0.02), HASAAZY 2 T, KW S B SIS & 1 B, BRI
W, NER, KEMAE. REMEE. PRSI S R, KRRt s B i, T S
LSRN 16.7%, AU B IEISOR B AR ALV BT 1 55 — 3R, P393 RN 155.0 indm ™,
EETER 13.3%; /NJEIONEE AR AF, FEFTE IS BTN 50.0%, PRI 20.0 indm 2,
EETE 5.2%; K B MIBONEE =R AR, HBUIIERN 83.3%, “FHI%E N 58.0 ind'm™>, 4% 1 24.9%.

Table 7. Dominant species and dominance of macrobenthos in the sea area under investigation

7. BAESEAEREEMABHEERBE

e 3 Fof I NES D35t HH BRATZR (%) e V34 % FE (ind-m )
TV g 55T 5h 4 16.7 0.022 155.0
INFERE WARB) 50.0 0.026 20.0
K iR AN 83.3 0.207 58.0
BB B 50.0 0.041 32.0
R 2 S sh 83.3 0.050 14.0
ENEEREE E2REEZILY) 66.7 0.057 25.0

323. MBEREMENESH

2021 4F 8 H A IS AT A A W - 5% FE N 194 ind-m 2, & 3567 ORI S0 76 B £ (100~310) ind-m 2
IR, AT IR] PR B T o0 A 22 S, B P S R BTE 3 SN0, SR HRTE 6 S uhAr(E 3); K
AR E YT ¥ AP RN 16,2076 gm™>, 37 i ik 570 B 7E(7.8060~46.5795) gm > 2 [d], S&47[A]4:
VIR ZER R, AR A EY B 4 Sy, F 1 S AEYERKA 3).

® 100.0-150.0
@ 1500-2500

Figure 3. Schematic diagram of density and biomass distribution of benthos in the sea area under
investigation

E 3. BEEEHREEYEE. SYESHTEE
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3.2.4. EEISESH

2021 4 8 AR Z FEMEIRECT I N 2.66, Hulihi sl BITE 2.33~3.40 2 [0]; 51 FEHRECF
PIE N 0.75, &l ahE HEAE 0.65~0.89 Z[8]; sz ARFFEIIE 0.61, &5 I3 HE 7E 0.44~0.70 2
B FEEHME 1.43, HuhifipsiERIE 1.14~1.87 ZE(F 8). R4l (RiEEHASEMEARMEE) [23]
AAEL, 2021 4 8 D3O 2R e A P 2 REPERR B AL T R 5K

Table 8. Characteristic parameters of macrobenthos community in the investigated sea area

%= 8. FEEE AR REEMEEHTES ]

s i e i o CrEpEE B
1 12 300 7.8060 1.34 2.33 0.65
2 11 200 10.8410 1.31 2.33 0.67
3 13 310 13.4260 1.45 2.60 0.70
4 14 125 46.5795 1.87 3.40 0.89
5 9 130 9.5515 1.14 2.42 0.76
6 11 100 9.0415 1.51 2.88 0.83
w/ME 9 100 7.8060 1.14 2.33 0.65
RORAE 14 310 46.5795 1.87 3.40 0.89
FHME 12 194 16.2076 1.43 2.66 0.75
4. 4ig

KPP A RE W], 2021 4 8 A R AR AOK BUBEARR T EEZNTEHE, 5 2015 FiZ XM
FRWFTEGEIR[20] [21 M — 5 BRI Ab, oAt 5 T I B 7~ 250 e i 2 HL AT ML P i T E X Rl 25K

KA EDVEAN 45 R R W], 2021 48 8 F I AU R AN A= 4 2 FEPE SR B A+ 7K1 5 2015
241G, T AR R A A PR RAT B s DRSS ek B — DRSS B FE LG S I D R M 4 S+ /)
el KB AIREE 6 My RIURM YT B R S A YA PR, 2R ECE g n.

E&mHE
A6t R RN E (202115),

SEEk

11 VK. PEEHEE RS R[] HEREHEEER, 2000, 15(6): 666-672.

1 AR, & BHAEE RS ER R[], AEFEARE, 2001, 20(3): 31-36.

1 Bk, EERBHEAEE AU B R N B RS REET]. R, 2002, 21(2): 111-120.
]

Bin, F.G. and Rang, L.K. (2001) Progress in the Study on the Relationship between Global Warming and Wetland
Ecological System. Geographical Research, 20, 120-128.

[S] Mitsch, W.J. (1995) Restoration of Our Lakes and Rivers with Wetlands—An Important Application of Ecological
Engineering. Water Science & Technology, 31, 167-177.

(6] ZFCHE. REVEHEHRIA S RGBUIRIA A RIOME S PN AT FL[D]: (W22 AR50 PR (LRI K2,
2011: 1-2.

[71  EM, XgEk, TkAKE. REEREHAES REEFEIFN )], B SR, 2011(24): 123-124.
[8] ®hi&, skErE, TFU. BhilEd. S REEMSI I BEIESEMI[T]. RS, 2004, 24(3): 531-537.
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