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Abstract

In order to better understand the community characteristics of plankton species, abundance and
biomass in sturgeon intensive culture water, five sampling sites were set up in the sturgeon
breeding farm in Beijing in the autumn of 2021 to collect and analyze plankton samples. Margalef
species richness index (D), Shannon-Wiener diversity index and Pielou evenness index were used
to evaluate water quality. Through investigation and analysis, 16 species of phytoplankton in 2
phyla and 11 species of zooplankton in 3 categories were collected in the intake, 61 species of
phytoplankton in 5 phyla and 39 species of zooplankton in 2 categories were collected in the aq-
uaculture pond. By indicating the function of planktonic animals and plants and the use of biolog-
ical diversity index of water quality assessment, it is concluded that the water quality is in
clean-corrupt state, and single factor in physical and chemical indicators suggests farmed fish
pond water quality whole V class, ecosystem health also needs to evaluate the water quality in
water physical and chemical factors of combination, system of evaluation on the plankton indica-
tor species, and so on. This survey accumulated background data for the research of aquatic or-
ganisms in sturgeon intensive culture water.
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1. 518

i3 2 K2 2 ACAERTH BN EDY B 2K, RJE TRFaNEE vy, YWl i E . 6358,
i3)&, I HRE ZIEMENYC —, A AR [2]. £, mF s, AT WS
IR AR G KNS N RGBT a0 NI pE, VP2 09 )Rl R AL TR MU IR [3]. B A5 f ) Ak
Kb, At FERAE S AT e B . ERD, 690 00 S R B T N LR, DA R BT AE RN,
H 2000 FRASK, HhE OIS EEROR e IREIX[4] [5] [6] [7]. ASHEFTLLAL st i 63 Jefholk 35567
A, IR AL A 80% BT R, XA IRFENL A ST AT EEL, A B SOK T SR M B
KoThk, XE5IRESIIEX AL KPR . WRER . FEMMEG K. BREITCAERZ X35
S AR A A SR FT,  E R IR SR T A KIS K AE AR YRR I RE . HHT, B TOKAE
VIR RHIE S KB 5 ORI R AR AR AR, 18 SRS BRI B2 T, WL . K
PEEFBOKES ARG T, M TRAMTIEAREIF LA, TA RN

ASHI TR 63 40 B L IR IR R i A MU 0 A AR SR 3EAT R IT, T2 ougiit ot b3
LTI D AL RS R SR B A LG &, R [ 9 SR 2 A IR K A 2 R G KA
AWV SR TR AR DR VR R SRR A S A AR
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2. M5 %
2.1. RELS/HE

2021 £ 9 315 H, fELRtH G el R B E 5 MR AEYIRFE AL a8tk b A, B
. Cilh. Dt FRDFKAFMIE R FREFE FREEH RO I EYDRAE S A e 1.

@ itk
o ) !
Water inlet

FRIH

Sturgeon pond

(Adth: K225m. %58 m. /KiE L4m. HhiE 1.8 m, KKiE 4R, HP
Wt 40 . AT 50 2. PE{AA)EEE 350 2 B ith: K 17.5m. %% 8 m.
K L5 m, #hig 1.8 m, iAKH2 50 2. PH{AFE 160 &; CHi: K 20
m. % 85m. JKiE 1.4 m. MR 2 m, JifkE7 300 &; Dih: K 5.5m.
TE45m. JKER L4m, Wi 1.8 m, HifKHF 50 E. )

Figure 1. Location of sampling sites
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22. BmRESLE

2.2.1. IKEREEFRE

T2 5% R A 22 2 UK R AT 52 (Y S| ProPlus) B3 I 5 KA E(WT) . #EAR4(DO)~ pH- &
Z(NHz-N). H4¢% a (Chl-a). f#f] DR1900 H#30/0 Y B HHI 2 AR PR S ZU(TN) S BE(TP). (LT
E(COD).

222 FIEYHRE. ¥ES5HH

T RE IR b () 78 TR EE ] 25 SRR I R AR, 7EE 8 ISR 5 T-/KTH 0.5 m 4k LAREFP 20~30
cm (IR FEEo A R 8 HE SN, B 5~10 8 Ay, FTFFIG %, CERIRAARE 0~40 ml. 7[RI SLE8 = 7E 10
x 40 f5 62 AT TSR A2 TR IR DS i 1) S R SE R FH 5000 mL SRoK #, TEZKER/NT 3 m R
M, FEKIE N2 0.5 mAb, (ER A%, REKEE; EKEBIE 3 m AL AS, BT 7E/KE F 0.5m 4bR4E
IKEESL, ETRAERIKIK 0.5 m &b, FRRE—UUKEE, BUFRG/KEE 1000 mL, %), [ARAE /KA oD
A 15 mL &8GR, TR E, 20t 48 h B DUE)E, FH 3~5 mm HRREE, WIWchs FiEW, 4 20~25
ml YY) 30 ml {5 B, I BSOS TeasE:, RN ERMY, EAZ 30 ml. RJEEABH
0.1 ml KFBE, FIFHEFH Y EETE 10 x 40 562 BB WAL, T 8¢ 100 MILEF, SN
EE 2 Fry 2 b ZAKT 15%, BRI REE R, BOLPIME, e s TR B2
B (AN L) [8]. HEIS AWK A0 M AR AR SR, BT L IS 10 A 0 i SR 9 28 AR TR R = v
£3[9]. RPN R LK (P EIRKEER—R G R EAER) [10].

2.2.3. FilEIRE . ¥ESHE

VRSN E PR 13 #IR AR (L4249 0.112 mm)ZEZK T R 0.5 m AbKl “oo” B K% 5~10 min, ¥
JEHRUBONRE SR N A% H RS AT B B s 8RR 1 L A ML ROK B EAN IR Z
KAE 10 L HKAE, FEF 257 B I8 . AR BIRE SO, N 4% I T B [, A ]
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SR = FFEUOE 48 h 5, WKR4EZE 30 mL AR, S8 (ALY « GRUKFFFAEMENE) [11] [12]
HBEATRE R R AR
2.3. WA ERMNIRE

PRI MR A S B0 HIE AT Margalef 7079 £ 5 215 45(D) .+ Shannon #1702 FEEFEH(H')« Pielou
B LI EEARE ) (23 1~8) B RIS B 55 S 5o Wi s A MUV S MR AR [13] [14] [15]- TRFEAE Y >
0.02 W M E NI . FSHOHE AT

H'=—g%logz% (1)
D :% )
3 :I'n*_s (3)
Y:%uﬁ @)

A S I EMEMEG N OUFEI A REEG NS | M AEG fONER T R A
FH R AR .

FIH SPSS20.0 #AFHEATAHIME s FIF Canoco5 % v e A= W) RO IR B 5005 1E AT TU AR 43 A
(RDA). - EV o P bt WA 1o

Table 1. The evaluation standard of plankton biodiversity assessment

F 1 FHREMSRITNIRE

PR 8L T BB G RS G G G
Margalef i =& [E 8%k D >5 4~5 3~4 0~3
Shannon-Wiener Z £ %5 H' >3 2~3 1~2 0~1
Pielou ¥ 51 E a4 J >0.8 0.5~0.8 0.3~05 0~0.3
3. BRE &S

3.1, RiEY R RS

3.1.1. B R KR

AU A K DICRERIFFI R 2 1] 16 M 2), Hrpax@ 1R E L, £ 10 #(.5 62.50%); H
VCNREFET], A 6 Fh(i5 37.50%).

FRFEM SRR FIFHEY) 5 1] 61 Fh (36 3), HAREETMIERZ, A 36 Fh(/H 59.02%); HUCNEHE
11, A 17 F(ih 27.86%); W TR 4 Fh(H 6.56%): FIHUCHBREETT, PIFECH 3 Fi(h 4.91%); HI
I, L Fh(h 1.64%). REFEN] ZREEITA TG % 52 86.88%, kb b IR it TR A 1) 3=
BHRRRE . W 2 BiR, A SHRIFEMEEUR 2, R34 Fh, I B SRS, 24 B R
PR AL T EE R, 63 FRFEMIF I R SRk B 11 Fh, AR AL AT EE(Y = 0.107).
B R ZE (Y = 0.085) F/NMEEE(Y = 0.227) FMIFISGE(Y = 0.208) JREMTHEE(Y = 0.229). HdL/NIA
FE(Y = 0.068). LM HEE(Y = 0.208) il H#E(Y = 0.127); LREETHIJEEHEE(Y = 0.046). /NEREE(Y =
0.052); HR¥EI e FEAREE(Y = 0.033).
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Table 2. The list of phytoplankton in intake
= 2. Kk OFFEY AR

Il h T4
SR INER Chlorella vulgaris
KR Chlamydomonas sp.
TR Cosmarium abbreviatum
IR B Cosmarium subtumidum
IR 5 Cosmarium bioculatum
XU Tetraédron bifurcatum
B, 30 DU o Arthrodesmus incus
BRI Tetraédron caudatum
e 5 T Schroederia spiralis
IR R R Chlorococcum infusionum
W] B ZE T Nitzschia palea
REFFT#E Synedra acus
JRPIRE AL Synedra ulna
pliZ &5 Cymbella affinis
AT Synedra tabulata
WIS Diatoma vulgare

Table 3. The list of phytoplankton in sturgeon ponds
2 3. W& FIEMRITE SR

NES iz BT 4
k] A6 PISE Pinnularia borealis
i [ BT 75 Cocconeis placentula
AR SR T Fragilaria virescens
AR S Melosira vaians
SRR e Pinnularia brevicostata
AN Navicula exigua
B AT Fragilaria capucina
TS Pinnularia gentilis
RhEiars Nitzschia palea
WAL Cyclotella hubeiana
AR Stauroneis acuta
IEFFFE Synedra acus
P2 &yh Cymbella affinis
blie~ diii bt Achnanthes affinis
TRURL P B AR A o AR e A 7Y Melosira granulata var. angustissima f. spiralis
JEEEE N Cyclotella kuetzingiana
PSRBT T Synedra amphicephala
G [ 3 Amphora ovalis
#g J8 /N5 Cyclotella meneghiniana
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Continued
I A 25 Cymbella tumida
VR E T Synedra tabulata
I A i Diatoma vulgare
W I 4 Frustulia vulgaria
St A Eunotia valida
KU E e Hantzschia amphioxys
RIS Stauroneis anceps
M LA T R T o Navicula pupula var. rectangularia
R Euglena caudata
EXiioagiard Navicula cincta
BIVE Nitzschia linearis
BNEAHTEEE Navicula graciloides
FETEM 25 Cymbella cistula
G i S A Gomphonema constrictum
L S AR SR A B Gomphonema constrictum var. capitatum
Kk AT 5 Navicula cryptocephala
B R AT Fragilaria intermedia
WEEE P8 RiAb Oscillatoria subbrevis
A 5 Phormidium diguetii
IR AR 2 35 Aphanizomenon flosaquae
TR BRI Nostoc kihlmani
BRI ANTE BERR TR Trachelomonas incertissima
TR AR Trachelomonas similis
e BERR TR Trachelomonas volvocina
RPN ENTE 2R3 Actinotaenium inconspicum
DAER 7 Westella botryoides
JL Cosmarium abbreviatum
S )E Cosmarium sp.
ENIA)I Scenedesmus acutiformis
EeiliEaR i Ankistrodesmus bernardii
B Cosmarium regnellii
Wi 5 Schroederia spiralis
A FEAEE Chlamydomonas pseudagloe
VY 2+ Crucigenia tetrapedia
R DLE 2 Oocystis elliptica
LU H Closterium sriolaum
Lo It e Westellopsis linearis
/NEREE Chlorella vulgaris
N H B Closterium venus
KR Chlamydomonas sp.
i =5 T Schroederia robusta
FEET] 1 Ceratium hirundinella
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Figure 2. The phytoplankton species composition at different sampling sites

B 2. &3R4 mIRIEY T AE R

312 FEMEYE

AR B K DRI N 7.8 x 10° cells/L, JfE# s iIEY i 1.564 mg/L. 3 11 FRFEIB K
FE M FIAEYIE A 13.2 x 10°~21.36 x 10° cells/L, VR 3434 N 16.86 x 10° cells/L; JFH#AEY i
(A8 18.284 mo/lL, A& 4571 mo/l. &RrE SR EEMEMER EEZER(p <
0.01), il 3 AR, FIHEYEE R AT D, AR i T A, IR YA = B A
SHEYIE R, BT S Ax, RS ETT S
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Figure 3. Abundance and biomass of phytoplankton in water intake and aquaculture pond

B 3. #kO. FEMEREFIHENFEENEDEN S

3.1.3. FiFEYRE S

AU BEK VA Margalef #0F0=F'& EH540(D)>N 3.59. Shannon #Fh £ F£ 138 50(H") M 3.46.
Pielou 2415 & $5 %(3) /v 1.25. i3 7R J I &R AE RUFFIFIEY) Margalef ¥) 70 == & J5 45 (D)1 #9{H £1 9 5.81,
AT 4.89~6.48, FRAEFIFEALT D b, f/MENT Cith. Shannon-Wiener F8ECFIMEZI N 4.53, %
TR Z R Pielou 35 BEARE (D) P IMEL N 1.34, & UGB E2 R(l& 4).
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Figure 4. Distribution of diversity index of phytoplankton in water intake
and aquaculture pond

& 4. #kO. FEMERESFFEDZSHEEIER S

3.2. FBihiEEEIFE
3.2.1. ¥IFeERE BB

AU A BEK D28 RIS 3 KK 11 Fh(Fe 4), Hrbderh 8 B, (HIRIFSIY) SR 72.7%,
RS 2 M, b 18.2%, BRI 1R, 5 9.1%. FRFEIBE E IR 2 KK 39 Fh(# 5), Hdkd
23 B, (GRS SR AL 58.9%, JEAEZNY) 16 B, [ 41.1%. IRERAE I EA L, 63 IR TT
WA G 50, R B (Y = 0.08). BRI 4E (Y = 0.06)F1JE AL S b i 1 ey
(Y=0.04). REEEHRY=0.03). MEIHFEHY =0.02),

Table 4. The list of zooplankton in intake

® 4. HOKOUZHENIRR

] i FT 4
i R £ R G Keratella valga
IETY R Keratella cochlearis
S TRCENERE i Keratella ticinensis
BIR R R Conochilus hippocrepis
e Mifh ek Conochilus unicornis
Rz Testudinella incisa
THIAE R Brachionus budapestiensis
MR E R Proales reinhardti
JE A=) P BR A Sphaeroeca volvox
REE N Paramecium caudatum
Bk FAREEILE Nauplius
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Table 5. The list of zooplankton in sturgeon ponds

5. HaREMTIHEIEFR

Il i e
15 b Sinantherina semibullata
X A ERR R Conochilloides dossuarius
Mifh JEAER Conochilus unicornis
EABMITE e Asplanchna priodonta
VIR B Pompholyx sulcata
FEARA A Colurella uncinata
I QA PR Ploesoma hudsoni
EER Rotaria macroceros
TR -8 Notholca squamula
LSRR i el Keratella cochlearis
s BT Testudinella patina
BRI R Testudinella incisa
MBS Sinantherina socialis
=HEERRR Euchlanis triquetra
Wi A Cupelopagis vorax
FORPEB5E R Synchaeta pectinata
KAER B H Enteroplea lacustris
HeFiAE Fe Habrotrocha angusticollis
P&k ¥z Conochilus dossuarius
KiWE SR & Sinantherina procera
KR i Lecane ploenensis
FLE PR Harringia cupoda
B Vorticella alba
Ml Vorticella cupifera
HRVEIE B Phryganella nidulus
WA Z 2T Pelomyxa palusris
YA TR AR Vahlkampfia lacustris
EZN TN Paramecium multimicronucleatum
] {7 A% oy Vahlkampfia vahtkampfia
[E L) £ SER A Trichamoeba osseosaccus
FH th Trachelophyllum sigmoides
7 A5 IR Glaeseria mira
UKW Lacrymaria vermicularis
LAYy Lacrymaria pupula
7 IR AL Cochliopodium bilimbosum
P E & Paramecium caudatum
[ i Prorodon teres
RRASTE Saccamoeba limna
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322 FEMEYE

AR K O3 B8 10.72 ind. /L, AE¥E75 0.0078 mg/L. FRFEM & RAF ST IiEsh =4 %
4 9.38~22.11 ind./L, VRIFAEYEIFEE Y 13.23 cells/L; VFiah 4 Y EVE E Ay 0.0133~0.0347 mg/L, “F
B E N 0.0227 mo/L. Wi 5 Fizs, VRIS FERIEME HILAE A, HAh& SOC R 2R KA
HIGEE W HIE Alth, SRMEHRRER KO, SRS FEEMEYE R R F S, At
fokaHs . MWIFIFshMXTEERE, Sk, B, CibEE R R S, 1 A WA D it e dURniz i
NDFFT- o WIRTEEN A ARG, K FR LIRS S B, HARFE o ey 2R 5.

25 - 0.025 -
~20 - ~ 0.02
2 )
2 E
=15 - 0.015
3 B é
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Figure 5. Abundance and biomass of zooplankton in water intake and aquaculture pond

5. #kO. FEMEREFHIFEENENES

3.2.3. FiHEEE RN

AU K R34 Margalef 47 = & £ #530(D) A 3.60. Shannon ¥ £ FEMEFEE(H') A 3.63+
Pielou 3551 FE $5 $(3) v 1.51. i3 48 37 5t #h 5 RBE A7 7 3h 4 Margalef #0fh 3= & B2 H550(D) {5410 4.18,
AF 3.60~5.72, FAMEAT At HEFSEWEZS; Shannon-Wiener $8¥CTEL AN 3.54, /T
3.32~4.16, HAMEN T Adth, HEKSLHEZES; Pielou 21 EHEQ) FHMEL N 1.38, K mLHE

75t (I 6).

7 -
6 4
5 4
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Figure 6. Distribution of diversity index of zooplankton in water intake and aquaculture pond

6. HkO . FIEMEREFIF S RIS
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3.3. FEEF

3 1 S L)L TR 3 A A R TR A BN AR N 2R 6 . o KIBAEER, N 16°C, %R fiE B i
AR R AU RO, FRFEIE pH B3R F KT M4RE Chl-a #EK AR, PUASFRBE I T2y
B4 1.975; #/KIEEMEN 1.2 mg/ll, VUAFRIEMFII(E Y 3.53 mo/L, ¥%s: #/K = A E M 0.108
mg/L, PUANFREEI-F3{E N 0.357 mg/L; /K A BE(E 2 0.025 mg/L, PUA~FR5E M -F-35{E 4 0.197 mg/L;
HEK VAR 8.01 mg/L, PUAFEREMF 448y 9.30 mg/L; b2 % & C i, N 7.4 mg/L, Bits
R EERIL, N54mg/ll. PH. B&. @A SBHE. WM NIRRT 3K,

Table 6. The main environmental parameters in water intake and aquaculture pond

6. RiftkO. FABERERNTERESH

FRBE[H F Environment factor yii iy ! At B ith Cih D ith
KR WT/C 16°C 16°C 16°C 16°C 16°C

RIS E PH 8.2 8.45 8.59 8.58 8.55

m-4¢ & Chl-a 0.2 19 17 2.2 2.1

B2 TN/(mg/L) 12 3.0 3.6 34 4.1
% NHe-N/(mg/L) 0.108 0.369 0.312 0.378 0.369
AT TP(mg/L) 0.025 0.213 0.158 0.187 0.231

1h 23 E B COD/(mg/L) 6.6 5.9 5.4 7.4 5.9
ViR’ DO/(mg/L) 8.01 9.01 9.59 9.47 9.12

3.4. FiFEMSERFH RDA 34

106 MBS 0 B 2 A TR A 7 5 K 5 16 PRI AR AR AR (Y > 0.02) 511 8 ANIAEEE - 5Lk AT DCA 4347,
SERERERABERE N L, N3, R R 5 SR T HdE 1 RDA 704, Wi e
SRR TR SR ER: IR AN ERAEE 73024 0. 485 F110.266, JLAFRE T BHE L 7
FEEE [ 75.09%, PFRIERES R FAHoC KA R 15 S sh a4 EE 43 )~ 0.628 F1 0.231,
LR T HEVE AL AR LY 85.86%, WFHAIFAEER T A OC RECYIAF] 1. RN R AT e AR I Hb e
W AR SR T A B R R e 7 (FE) TN, B3 AR 2 TR I I R B R R o A
S HEFHA /M, 5 TN. TP. NH3-N. PH. COD. M4;% Chl-a 21EHIK, SiEMAL IR, &
FeEEIEE . B . BFOSATEE. /NEREE TNL TP. NHa-N. PH. M4 Chl-a 7%, SEME 2 IEH
Ky Tl S PH. TD RIEMSC. s ARt, Bebd, Pmimsem, MIRPEFR RS TN,
TP. NHs-N. PH. M-%% Chl-a £1E4H5%, 5 COD. DO HA fikit:; A F 4 dis5 cCOD. DO A
HIEAEME, 5 TN TPy NHa-N. PH. M43 Chl-a fidHo%; REEE RS DO 2IEMAHKEM.

4, e
4.1, 56 EAWTFEKZIFE UEE D HFHE

PR A K IR RIFAIE A 2 171 16 b, Hrpagdl 1R G 2, JLUOEERT]; RERFzh
Y3 R 1L A, HApRhdEde st > JFESNY) > Beds. FRIMICRERIFFHrEY) 5 7] 61 A, Hrpfp
RECEFENT > SRPEr] > W] > BRI > HET] HORERFIFENY 2 K3 39 Fh, Horfe duphse
G2, HUONRAES . #K O S IR AR R ZENBL, A By C. D PUAMAIR AT A
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S S
= = o
spj
sp9 COD
45p8 ‘5p3
PH Do spio ————
TD —
Chl-a, po spll ,
SPIp H‘T /Vicop sp5
spa SP3 b ‘
»
‘ sp2 / TP
! 1
= spl = P H -NChl-a
= = PHV YNH,
~1.0 1.0 -1.0 1.0

(72 spl TR ¥ Fragilaria intermedia, sp2 122725 Cymbella affinis, sp3 %2/NfJE# Navicula exigua, sp4
ERE AR FE 3% Trachelomonas volvocina, sp5 %8 il £03% Pinnularia brevicostata, sp6 ii-k/N¥53% Cyclotella hubeiana,
sp7 LiE %5 i Diatoma vulgare, sp8 23 7 25K Nitzschia palea, sp9 %%k Cosmarium abbreviatum, sp10 £F4R4T
¥ Synedra acus, spll /IER#: Chlorella vulgaris. #i[&: spl [H%hH Vorticella alba, sp2 3k#575 % i Habrotrocha
angusticollis, sp3 12 J% fa H 4 Bt Keratella cochlearis, sp4 &% /& B Paramecium caudatum, sp5 7 (G5 F4¢ Ht Ploesoma
hudsoni)

Figure 7. RDA sequence of phytoplankton (left), zooplankton (right) and environmental factor
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