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Fig.1 Locations of the sampling sections in Yuanhe River
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Fig.2 Changes of water environmental factors of every sampling sections in Yuanhe River
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Tab.1 Species of phytoplankton in Yuanhe River

. I - i B

LB/ %
W] Cyanophyta 6 11 12.36
B&#E1] Cryptophyta 2 3 3.37
T8 ] Bacillariophyceae 14 27 30.34
##1] Euglenophyta 5 12 13.48
F138 7] Dinoflagellata 2 2 2.25
2335 1] Chllorophyta 16 34 38.20
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Fig.3 Changes of cell density and biomass of phytoplankton of every sampling seetions in Yuanhe River

2.2.3 RAHME FAKHBBAFELEMIAL  FZITHIK
WA YRR SR BT K. Al
YEA 617138 J& 67 F, o mEEE] 14 J&@ 27 Ff,
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TE=E/K I, o 1 U W I A K A T IR AT (SR
TWTTIAR ) R AR L R, S 4 XA
R 4,36 x 10° /L, ) 64.36% Ik 2 Rk
BT, M 1,44 x10* /L 5 B 21.21% 5 5 /01
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HAEH A 75,83 x 10° AN/L, (5 A3 47.75% 5 Ik
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29.45% ; Fe /DI H EE T 0.24 x 10* AN/L, i i
B 0.15%

TEAG K, X5 T R 4 1) SR A W 1v (B 231l 5
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DR BT, 20,0004 mg/L, bR A Y R
0.58% o Y1171 2 oy 1) 4 T 1D ( BRBR N T i o)
P AR o L 4 XL, R 0. 9468 mg/L, i B A=
YR 77.00% ;IR Z AEEREET T, 4 0. 1574 mg/L,
SRR 12. 80%; & /DN EE BT, N
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Tab.2 Pollution-indicating phytoplankton species in Yuanhe River

PIRLS N KA AT
bl P2 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
% AU Euglena viridis o v VvV v v v o vV A
15 Wi s Spirulina A A A A ANV V
Wy WGBS Cryptomonas erosa A AN O O O O O O O O O A A A
o Wil fREE Cryptomonas erosa A A O O O O O O O O O A A A
s M Scenedesmus obliquus A A A A A A A O A A O
15 BORREE Euglena viridis o Vv Vv Vv v Vv o Vv A
we PR A B Closterium acersum vV
%R Anabeana V4 vV Vi v A VvV O oV ~
s S H AR Melosira varians O O @) @) O e) ®) @) e) O O 0oV O 0 0O O
ST Fragilaria capucina O @) @) O o VvV 0 e) o O O 0O O O O O O
IREHHFBE Synedra acus O o o o Vv 0O O O O 0O 0O O 0 0 0 O
BFF#:JE Asterionella vV vV AVARRVARRVS o Vv Vv Vv
YN 3 JE Cocconets A @) e} e e) e) e} o o VAN O ANV A O
B Y3 FHE B Navicula cuspidate @] @] O O e) e) ®) @) A O O A O O O O O
i W8 Scenedesmus A O O O O O O O O O o0 o o o O O
. +EPEE Crucigenia v V. A O O A O A A
14 T3 )& Lagerheimiella chodat A A Vv A
s DU & Tetrastum VARV AV
i35 H % Closterium acersum vV
B )@ Cosmarium A 0O A A O O O O A A V
SeER#EE Pandorina A A
Fa¥ @ Cryptomonas O o O O O O O O O 0O 0O 0O 0 0 0 O
RSB Euglena oxyuris A O V OV OV A O O
KIS HPEE Ceratium hirundinella o
JNIR$E Cyclotella v v o o o o o o o VvV O 0 0 0O 0 O O
HEMEAT S Fragilaria capucina O o o o o VvV O O O O O 0O 0 O O 0 O
6P Pinnularia brorealis O vV© VoV V4 NARVARVi
7 S JE ¥ Ceratoneis arcus V4 Vi
v YW Ulothrix A A O O O O O O O
ij JEHEH H 3 Closterium kutzingii v oV VvV oV
” B JE Cosmarium A e} A A O 0 O O A A V
FENHE Mougeotia A NAEVARVARVARV
ZHI WA Peridinium A V. A AV OO0 0 0 0 O
KM HH e Ceratium hirundinella 0
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Tab.3 Water quality and biotic indices of phytoplankton in Yuanhe River

HORE T ik Fk
dfg IR D1H IR d {H IR DAl IR
JeEE 1.38 LR 1.77 TG g 1.51 SRR 1.57 SRR
PR 1.61 T Y 1.96 T Y 1.94 HRETS Y 1.80 T Y
= 1.68 ENEREE 1.91 TG 2.41 R Y 2.02 R Y
T 1.76 HhEE TS g 1.96 HhEE TS g 1.14 HhEE TS g 1.00 ENEREE S
LLETY 1.81 r e 2.10 BTG Y 1.75 r e e 2.03 BTG Y
EP /O 1.82 rfRE TG g 2.42 BREEE Y 1.40 rfRE TG g 1.99 rf e g
Tl 2.69 R Y 2.37 R 2.13 R Y 1.60 RS g
WL 2.41 RS g 1.90 LEREE 1.70 LEREE 2.25 BRREE g
KIEAH 1.96 rRE T 1.75 rRE T e 2.50 BRETG Y 2.26 BTG Y
RS 1.87 YT Y 1.69 R TG Y 2.57 R Ye 1.93 YT Y
7 2.26 BREETS Y 1.74 whRE TS Y 2.85 BRI 1.56 HhRE TS Y
(NS 1.87 LEREE S 1.87 RG] 2.59 BTG g 2.17 BTG
—fk 2.12 BTG Y 1.65 r R e 2.60 BTG Y 2.15 BTG Y
AR 2.20 R Y 1.53 rpRE TS Y 2.84 R Y 2.00 R Y
Y 2.07 BRI Y 1.69 ENEREE 2.88 BRI 2.08 BRI
7N 2.37 BTG g 2.27 BTG g 2.61 BTG g 1.87 RIS g
TR 2.55 RS Y 2.12 RS Y 2.86 RS Y 2.30 RS Y

3 it PEAEFPIAECE AR A g . IR IR B0

3.1 FiKEREN

RHBERBERMIMTFER TR, BEF
A AR TP BB BE B3 I, A E 1 e i A B
— AR, YRR A A I 1 S W R 4K
LR 160 1 (Paul J T etal,2008) , FL il AH Y T
7.20 IWEREL, KK, RE SRR R o TN
©OTP=21: 1, F /KM, 2 W E AR i L oy TN:
TP =11: 1,H 1, IE SRR LB AT LLF 52 I AT G
SO TFBERR RS o I A4l b 3R K PR 855 o A 1)
(GB3838 -2002) , KR4 Ar WK gk 10 ~ IV
FokZ . MZACTFGR 7K B HA A, T R A] e
B T, A R BN A T S Al
HE B 15 K R BUK %A

Margalef Z2FF 8 45 S W11 J2: B S A 800 5 36
BEZ AIMOC AR, T Margalef ZFEMEFRECH T
FRISBORAMARE R 10 5 2, T 22008 T A B0 45 Fil
(i) 73 TE () AR5, BT 0k, AS BfF 5[] Bsf >R FH T Shannon-
Wiener Z2 #4445 B 32 VAT H 77 Ui 3 25 19 2 4k i
FFRIE . SR FIX 2 FRE B = T PR e 2R 1) 24
PRI T — B R, B K Ak st TS
e

— IRy, G e LN BB SR ALK AR AR
Fofr, RS BRI Ak 5 Oy v B SR KR B A A i
WEHE SR IR B KR B A SR () 2 R,
2000) o FEIAVEIEAEY) X TR A B R AE A i

RGN T 30 x 10°4~/L I, K iAo 778 5%
.30 x 10* ~ 100 x 10*A4>/L B}, KAy g g 80k
F 100 x 10" A4~/L B, 2K 4k B8 F5 1 (T W3R 4%
2002) o 3 A]A, K S R Ui e 21 S8 85 FE Ry 55. 35 %
10°4/L, =F 7K 309 77 Uife 8 2K - 35 % 8 Ol 87. 27 x
10°4/L, )8 Trh g gR i, A, FEARE fh h 5
TR B - TG e s B2, UK AL T B -
WG (il B,1980) o SAA b, 2 T 7 i e S A v
ZHRNARBE T B SRR A K TR A
3.2 RimFHERBEEMSEREE

TERG KIS, T RS RAL W I, Toie 28R iE
SRR RSB GO, O SR R B
PSRRI 5 T oy LA 7 oKk, T B 2 B
W AR . A b i (O R OB T & K A T
) , TR e Bt i A AR ), kB2 o 4 % 0 #
E T U CVL BT TR0 22 £ 90 0 B 1 ) , A 200 L, R
PRUIE SN £, Ay E i S s, &
JRGIK D I 1 e DR RT R 3 T, R T U B
B, KRB, RIS G RES 7843, R IR XS 7K i ' R
A B RGFIE N RE 7 Bk BE BE 8 AP0 F b o7 (X1
J,2000) ;6 H |, 25 I i 0 B, Bl 2 7K ) T
TR FIE HR 30 R e SR BT LB s T
H ISR 53 A1 25 R 3K, 45 SR AR T T AN [ R
Z[F) 2 2 3 2 S 3R o T JaxX o 2 S 1) S A ) g
S T A SRAE T T R AR BN A 5% I A — B, 38 A%
b7 RE A1 AN [) 48 T 52 W 3 R IS A 7 2
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XIEERE. 2000. m oK A EY [ M. B .

BN IR 2006. & A iR IET A [T ]. BB HE
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Structure of Phytoplankton Community and Evaluation of Water Quality in Yuanhe River

HU Fang-fan'*, WANG Mao-lan'*, ZHOU Wen-bin'"

(1. The Key Laboratory of Poyang Lake Ecology and Bio-resource Utilization

Ministry of Education, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330029, China;

2. Institute of Environment and Chemistry Engineering, Nanchang University,

Nanchang 330031, China)

Abstract; Sampling was carried out in March and June 2010 in order to study structure of phytoplankton community

and evaluation of water quality in Yuanhe River. Total 6 phylum,45 genera and 89 species of phytoplankton were i-

dentified. The phytoplankton abundance ranged from 1.79 x 10* cells/L to 401 x 10* cells/L, and biomass ranged

from 0. 0188 mg/L to 2.2816 mg/L. Biological assessment of water pollution and eutrophic condiction was conduc-

ted by using the method of indicator organism and biotic index. The results indicated that the water quality was mild

or moderate polluted.
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