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Tab.1 The F-IBI evaluation index system adapted

to reservoirs in Zhejiang province
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Tab.2 F-IBI scores for five reservoirs

in Zhejiang Province
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Assessment of Drinking Water Source with Fish Index of Biotic Integrity ( F-IBI)
ZHU Di', CHEN Feng', YANG Zhi', YU Jianjun®, CHEN Hui’

(1. Key Laboratory of Ecological Impacts of Hydraulic-Projects and Restoration of Aquatic Ecosystem
of Ministry of Water Resources, Institute of Hydroecology, Ministry of Water Resources
and Chinese Academy of Sciences. Wuhan 430079, P. R. China;
2. Water Resources Management Center of Zhejiang Province, Hangzhou 310009, P. R. China)

Abstract; Based on field investigation and historical data on fish assemblages of five reservoirs in Zhejiang Prov-
ince, Fish Index of Biotic Integrity ( F-IBI) was developed for drinking water resource. An evaluation of F-IBI
composed of 12 metrics was established according to fish fauna in Zhengjiang and characteristics of reservoir ecosys-
tem. Furthermore, ecological health statuses of five drinking water resources were also evaluated. Results showed
that F-IBI scores of B, C, and E reservoir were 42, 48 and 46 respectively, which could be ranked as good class;
While F-IBI scores of D reservoir was 32 ,ranked as fair class, F-IBI scores of A reservoir was 26, ranked as poor
class correspondingly. Three results indicated that high reliability was found for this F-IBI evaluation system by
compared analysis with water quality data in Zhejiang Province.

Key words: Fish-Index of Biotic Integrity ( F-IBI) ; Zhejiang Province ; drinking water source ; water quality assess-

ment



