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Tab.1 The basic characteristics of the sampling sections

B AR AR Hk/m K/ C FiE/m st B/ em pH
/NBJEHLR 112°24'216"E ;34°55'049"N 115 7.6 1.47 48 6.5
FR T 113°03"730"E ;34°50'299"N 84 13.7 1.48 14 6.5
e 113°37'038"E ;34°55'843"N 73 11.3 1.16 25 6.5
Mk & 114°22'043"E ;34°54'378"N 71 12.5 1.03 15 6.3
Rk 114°46'649"E ;34°55'289"N 69 14.0 1.12 17 6.5
Zpf 116°18'498"E ;36°21'292"N 35 17.0 0.97 15 6.5
Vraig H 1167 59'309"E ;36°43'496"N 30 20.0 1.15 13 6.5
F e 118°18'417"E;37°30'910"N 10 21.0 0.92 12 6.5
BA 118°31'744"E ;37°36'367"N 8 19.5 0.33 13 6.5
W 119°14'347"E;37°48"261"N 1 18.5 0.53 15 6.3
ot | " §m
k) ﬁ’:&% HE S )
RS T & 5 2.1 LE*‘!’.’EE%'J%IE
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Fig.1 Sampling stations in the downstream
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of Yellow River
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P E 7 AR AR € P Bt K e L B AR B8 R O A ik
FTRLIE ) F o [ RE 27 B K A A= M BIE 52 e ) 5 19 IR
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K ) (b 8RR 28 7)) A E S )

(&) s Ho BEEE TR 2, A 75 B, 549.02% ; 43
142 F(Jg), di27.45% ; W] 19 M (Jg), 5
12.42% ;55301 8 Fp (J& ), i5.23% ; BRIET] 8 Fib
(&), 15 5.23% ;&30 15 AL, 15 0.65%

X 4 SR U A ) S B o R B s T TR
ANRIEHUR 2 A DRI N 1,52 x10* ~
6.79 x10* A~/L, Y8R 3.49 x 10* ~/L; 4=
Y& R 0. 0266 ~ 0. 1202 mg/L, ¥ 4 ) & Ny
0.0234 mg/L, PELFE 2,
2.1.2 Fipsnd AREAEILK RT3 K
Koo Mg, AWk, 27T F (&), &
45.00% ;L 22 Fh (@) , 4 36.67% ; K52
K AL 1R (&) , 5 18.33% s HAth & T Ty A
IR WA,

PORER i) K7/ NUDTER =052 i dsls IR I BT WA NS Y59
WUT 2 A FIR I S ) % B R 159 ~ 1255 A~/L,F
Bk 526 A~/Ly Hov, B A S o 48 %0 P 3,
88.35% ., VE W s W A4 W & K 0.0124 ~
0.3128 mg /L, 74 0. 1245 mg/L, £33,
2.1.3 JRAEAA X 10 ARSI T
FEPEBER , LA A 7 K38 23 R (&) T
4.
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Tab.2 Density and biomass of different phytoplankton taxa
AL ANRIEIUR PHETH FekE HirE 11 RIk RBT R FHE BA B H
g/ A L7 17 000 36 300 18 000 62 500 34 000 26 000 67 950 31 850 40 250 15 200
W /mg - L™ 0.0266 0.0293 0.0163 0.1202 0.0690 0.0391 0.0672 0.0632 0.0646 0.0278
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Tab. 3 Density and biomass of different zooplankton taxa

Hog ANRJRIUR fHgiTn fER D Bk n Rk ARb vrEwa Al BH B
R/ - L7 210 235 159 460 560 595 982 255 550 1255
EE/mg - L7 0.0124 0.0132 0.1161 0.1031 0.0536 0.0719 0.3128 0.1240 0.2220 0.2161
x4 RENMEEDT
Tab.4 The qualitative analysis of benthic animals
oA oA

&%) B Chironomus larva

A KB PEEL Diamesa gr. prolongata Kieffer

TP JEBEEL Cricotopus fugax Johannsen

B R BEHEML Cryptochironomus digitatus

NI B RIEIL Chaetocladius sexpapilosus Yan et ye

M NREICS) L Endochironomus nigricans
K304 Mollusca

T EFRRIZ Bellamya quadrata (Benson)

IR % N2 Radix swinhoei( R. Adams)

HFEIIRIZ Bellamya aeruginosa

R Corbicula fluminea

i Whitmania pigra Whitma

MTERE Gyraulus convexiusculus

v [ 7] 2 Cipangopaludina chinensis Gray
~+ /& B Decapoda

HWEIBEF Macrobrachium superbum Heller
BETVBUF Macrobrachium maculatum Liang et Yan
F R Palaemon ( Exopalaemon ) modestus ( Heller)
Hi K IR Caridina denticulata sinensis
o5 [QJFER MR Procambarus clarkii
H ZRVBHEF Macrobrachium mipponen
ARG ES S Eriocheir sinensis
% /2 B Amphipoda
EHF Gammarus sp.
A & B Stomatopoda
HRiG Oratosquilla oratoria
B3| 7} Tubificidae
IK 2218 Limnodrilus hoffmeisteri
X/4&%l Corixidae
X% Micronecta scholizi

2.2 BERRAMSFRERR

2.2.1 MEUMK AW IR RN MGEIRA 47
Fi(25) ,SKEF 6 H .12 Bl Hr #1RH625 30 Fir,
i 63.83% ; HoAh 11 BRr i L EA 36. 17% , {UF5 il
JERF4 B, 8.51% 858 3 F, (5 6.38% , iR fifs
BI2 Bl & 4. 26% , SR 7R o) A5RL | IR i
B} SR SRR RARHS LR, & 2.13% , B
N £ S IR R i 20 [ R I o
2.2.2 EIRMA RN ARWIE A LA R 2R
2442 )8, I3t 57 256 o, Rl 2 5 s XL G
2 184)%, iy B R L 88. 9% , Horh iy B i
%, PR R, 21k 1 574 |2, 5 64.46% ; FL
YA 486 F&, 7 19.90% ; 7E 20 40 60 4-AX i 4
XA 46 J2, 5 AR V) AL B 1 1. 88 %
iy MEAG A R A R T, oAt 2
AR N RS &, AR I B R/ (3
6) , PRI 150.3 g, +3F MASFIIATEIL. 2 g,
SR F- IR TR 53.4 o RTEEAE 6.8 ~269.0 g, K R4E
FES KA, BET-F A 239. 0 g, ARETE[F129.9
~621.0 g, A REF] 2 kg LU EAYAE, B 6855
P f S AR A/, B 1) T2 1R R 146.0 g, {&
I 22.2 ~611.0 g, LEEFI(RTE 114.2, (K E
T 31.7 ~169.5 g, ARYCRFFEIA T2 2, Mo
b/ 7/ I TN 2 NI VRS B 12 1= 452l R e NI N £ 7l )
742.9 A1 1 210. 2 g, R RN 28 £ 2 S R B

24.27% /KA 75.75% , KA 28 5 a2 4K
AT

X RR RO BRI T B AR K,
FFREPLIFE AT AR I M5 5E | B A B 2SR fl v, 3 LA 1
Iyt AT IC S LBl 81.75% o 17 BRI fA Y
F] 95.24% , 1" A HH K F] 95. 0%, 17 % ) 5 5
74.00% ,1 " iyBE N 65.38% o K IMAFEA T, 2" Ik
A7 16.79% 3" WHEAY 1.46% o it LK 7.

3 g

3.1 EHRRERRETZK

AP WA ) PP AR R b DA EE T o 32,
SRHET TR AT BKARE i 2 AR I 1) 3 10 Ui
T, X 5 20 g 80 4RI A 45 R A KL H
(BIK ZR AL GE IR R A U E4L, 1986) , H 54 F
MAFNASCHS (2010) [ AR 45 R — 2, R WRIEE T
A A7 i (0. 0234 mg/L) B BAK T 20 42 80
AR B 0T K R it 9 R R A D 4R A 0 R A
(0.41 ~17.6 mg/L) , B (3.49 x 10* 4~/L) 548 F
e 2 1) G e I T AL A R A 5 SR (3. 32 < 10* /L) %
(BRI 2% 71,2009 ) o BV 2000 B IR Ui
T I A BT B, A RN s SE AR, T 1Y
VDR RREAR T KRS B, R T TR ROk
BAYER, BRI T IR A /MRS Tt 7K B
PR A BRI TR A W A R N . A B g R
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Tab.5 Fish species composition in the downstream of Yellow River trunk stream
82 B Cypriniformes %[ § Parabembridae
#F} Cyprinidae fifi A} Platycephalidae
il Carassins auratus auratus ( Linnaeus ) fiff Platycephalus indicus ( Linnaeus)
fifl Cyprinus carpio( Linnaeus ) &£ 72 B Salomoniformes
A Hfh Pseudorasbora parua L4l Salangidae
TR Squaliobarbus curriculus AR Protosalanx chinensis
T AL Huigobio chinssuensis ( Nichols) #3728 Siluriformes
W] Saurogobio dabryi Bleeker fifi B} Bagridae
K F i Parabramis pekinensis ( Basilewsky) Wit Pseudobagrus fulvidrac ( Richardson)
A3k & Megalobrama amblycephala FEPETE Ut Pseudobagrus nitidus Sauvage et Dabry
2T4E46A Culter erythropterus Basilewsl %R} Siluridae
VLM Rhodeus sericeus (Pallas) = MW % Silurus lanzhouensis Chen
MY BEY Acanthorhodeus chankaensis ( Dybowsky) B T% Clarias leather
B AR B, Rhodeus ocellatus ( Kner) % Parasilurus atotus( Linnaeus )
P Acheilognathus chankaens( Dybowsky) 572 B Perciformes
te A Hemibarbus maculates ( Bleeker) fil B} Gobiidae
g 2 Fiff Pseudorasbora fowleri PELE i FE A0 Glossogobius olivaceus
My 1. 10, Opsariichthys uncirostris T LGSR £ Crenogobius cliffordpopei
Wi i Acanthobrama simony ( Bleeker) HA AR JE AL Ctenogobius shennongensis
T [C % Hemiulter bleekeri Warpachowski FUR A Periophthalmus cantonensis ( Osbeck)
2241 1 [C % Hemiceulter bleekeri Warpachowski ( Nikolsky) Hl ARl Mastacembelidae
RGN Gnathopogon argentatus ( Sauvage et Dabry) HlFk Mastacembelus aculeatus
WAL A Abbottina rivularis YEGUE] Eleotridae
B Hemiculter leucisculus ( Basilewsky) WM 0 Hypseleotris swinhonis( Gunther)
e % Rhodeus sinensis Gunther i8R} Ophiocephalidae
B i) Gobio huanghensis 5 6# Ophipcephalus argus ( Cantor)
Wi ff Ctenopharyngodon idellus 3} 8} Belontiidae
T J7 5 [ 41 Opsriichthys bidens Gunther & J& 3} fi. Macropodus ocellatus
1 Aristichthys nobilis 47 B Mugiliformes
% Hypophthalmichthys molitrix i Bl Mugilidae
W AEM0 Gobio rivuloides Nichols fiff§ Mugil cephalus Linnaeus
A} Cobitidae Rt Esox lucius
Yotk Misgurnus anguillicaudatus ( Cantor)
T T AR
Note: Charias leather is an invasive species.
£6 ETNRRENGONBED A
Tab.6 Composition of fish catches in the downstream of Yellow River trunk stream
Y BoRE | REGEe  PRREE | BEe | BRI%  BEIL%  SEL%
) 486 6.8 ~269.0 53.4 25 952 45.33 19.90
fiffl 46 29.9 ~621.0 239.0 10 994 19.20 1.88
i 26 22.2~611.0 146.0 3796 6.63 1.06
i]f U 21 22.4~55.8 31.3 655 1.14 0.86
‘@ L il 6 31.7 ~169.5 114.2 685 1.20 0.25 24.27
;K—: I HR fiE§ 3 33.5 ~600.0 229.3 688 1.20 0.12
1 2 217.0 ~245.6 231.3 463 0.81 0.08
WY 2 742.9 ~1210.2 976.6 1953 3.41 0.08
Vin:ig 1 181.1 181.1 181 0.32 0.04
%% 1574 - 6.9 10 939 19.11 64.46
/N Eqil 58 - 1.2 69 0.12 2.38
# PRiEf 18 - 3.3 59 0.10 0.74
il s i 9 - 24.2 218 0.38 0.37 P73
% et 5 - 13.3 66 0.12 0.20
Fops 185 - 2.9 536 0.94 7.58
+ &AL 2 440 - 91.2 55 303 96.59 99.92
bk a2k 2 - 976.6 1953 3.41 0.08
&3k 2 442 - 150.3 57 256 100. 00 100. 00
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Tab.7 Age composition of the main fish species in the

downstream of Yellow River trunk stream

2k BB/ ARG i/ e LBl %
1t 37 74.00

) 50 2+ 12 24.00

3+ 1 2.00

1+ 38 95.00

gl 40 2+ 5.00

3+ 0.00

1+ 17 65.38

i 26 2+ 30.77

3+ 1 3.85

1+ 20 95.24

B 21 2+ 4.76

3+ 0 0.00

Gt 137 100. 00

B, 7R AL 00 285 R A ) A — 2 S BT A O B
TR o (45 2K 45 ,2008) .

TR S LRI L S5 A Bl g SRR Rk
3R, DS 2o 5 81.67% . iX
TR ZR 0l U R A PIME AL (1986) [ 25 R —
o H T BRI i B2 T b s (5K e A
2009 ) 5 £4F 45 Hf ELTT I3 0 20 P R VR 2 A8 LA R
A sh RS 2SS /INRL VR U S O B R SRR
JEEE R U S P 1 AR D0 (224 k4,
2006) . %I B PR S P B i A ) o (526 /L
0. 1245 mg/L) 55 HI0] 7K R il 9 5 08 A PR PE 4
(1986) B4 AT, % e v T 83T b e e = ok %2 X))
R B (11 2K, 2009 ) 53X 55 AT T I U i 3 )
JEFIAEY & [ 2T 2 A E A 2510 MR (BRK
U FEIR A, 1986) o ASWFIE R B, % B R
S BLAF L E A A 2 (RS, 20025 IR
2004) . B IR & B T IR R K
B BERAMR I PR B ) — Bk AJefi Y b K
KR FET, P HE I 43R 2% (Sandlund , 1982 ; Bk
32 5, 1990) 5 YR T i B R AT AN A KR I U
S AR (R B B I 2 T, 1959 5 90 ik )
2 2000) ,

20 {22 80 AR AR /R, B A VR A
Yy 92 B (J& ) , FRESh Y 49 Bl (J&) IR 24 70 i
(&) AEPTA 19 AW R R IR TR A=A (8
7K ZR Ol GE IR DM TR A 4, 1986) o AR IR 25 45
FIPRWEAE Y 153 Fh (@) iR Esh 60 F (J& ) , ISAT
B4 23 Fl(J&) 3 32 BT K SR B85 A A A R R A
ARWFFEART AT 1 4 01 K T 7K A A A e M a3
KRIATE T 5 07 i X b, V7 AR 4 o 2

SN, AR AR AN s R S W R 2 R I, o A i
ALY BN K AR A R B T R R
BENIEBE RSN BEIL 6 Fh A EL 20 fiE42
80 AF AR I AL 45 2R, AN U £ & B A AT o 3
AR R 5/ 5 [ ads e BB i o A ) o
A 20 it 2 80 AFAUAT I I, AH A= W B 3
PR A Yy R B LART A B R R i Bnl o, B
TR /MBE AR 28 55 7o) AR 111 B i 2 PR T A
NBRZ 2 ol SR N AR

3.2 BXRFFETURFREFERSH

3.2.1 #EFIERAM 20 22 50 ~60 44, wiH
T I G IRFB i 70 ARfUEURI R R, 21 80
EAREAR, 55 50 AFAUAH L, ol ™ & R B 80% ~
85% o AR, A 7K WL LT (19 AN T3 22 A i 7K
J3AE 9 A W AR A P PR S, £ S e R
SR B o FR T BT R B R A B, R
BB AT BTG L A £ A A7 12725 #R 2 24
RISHUK EEYOLE, OE G ARl P . i
RPILLN L, 20 40 50 ~ 60 AEAX, iR 37 ™
REACAAT 1.5 x 10° kg, BITHEIE N 58, R
g, M H AR, — B 7E 1000 ¢ L 1,10 ~
15 kgl AR TR AR Y B 80 ARAX, M AR
BT LA 700 g 2o A7 1Y 2B X3, SR 51 44. 7%
(T REHE 1987 ) o ARUCTA AL, e o] L) - 249 (A A
239.0 g, e KARALH 621.0 g, fydgn] i, i 30
AR B AR SRS AL , BT B IR IR
TR, A 1B H i 6 i, 2 £8 SRR R 5 D
A TN, 25 2RI N £
FHCR DI 2, FIREAE A AR BOR . 2R R
BN AREAL IR L EARZ K, R R R
A RURR A e 2% 4 /N LR S BB, DG T e R AR o
AR 5F PRSI, J /0 2R B 2 WE (R SR,
2006) o AU A £ R F W], FE B TR /MK =
UNGIRN TSR AN NN N R
R SIRTEDEV=RE 3L LB IR CE/R /NI MOS8 N
AR fn MRAE SR BB R 2 /N 2 T MR R
AP0 o WA A DL, T R TR 8y 22 5 £ 06 Fr of
B> 3 B R o A A AR I o W A
BARTE T B RERAE 2, (HHA PR B 2 BB /)
Tl AREAL I Rr 5, 1T R 65.38% -2 R
I 146.0 g5 I s EALJy i fh1 J) 858 2848 X — Tl B
J Rz oA AEAR YR A ARCSR R 2], BOJCIA W E H 4
W, T A E R 2T b, SRS R
ARHER 20 120 80 AFAR, ey rp i L f o o Y T
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HEHEAH 29.3% ~35.6% 23.4% ~34.4% (%
7K 2 ol G IR R A P E AL, 1986) o AR IR K
B, #ET AR AR AN (5 19.20% F1 6. 63% SN P
o7 LU B R, 43 il o45.33% F 19. 1% , 3 H
FEFPREE S b o7 4 X0 DL 55, 3 43 501l o5 19. 90% Fil
64.46% ,511i5384.36% MM AT L, KA L5k 0
F o L E A R R, Rl A B — 5 DL A, R
TESSFISRIFN A —E RS fEEEAE YA
(E3ib)A

3.2.2 FBREE  H/MRIEKZERBLR, KL
AT B RIS BT I 52, 20T KA S AR
BT ROE (AR A — BRI, A R A
AR LA I

(1)K SFEC ", A LB, K
WIE , gl 9T s B, (L IR K D 5 B F
BT ARt e e Ve At sl i TR IR B AR = S
FOT- o WKV T e a2 R Ry — %
JEA

(2) 28" =4 AU/ Aoy RERfb. A VKA
BRI R B A28 =17 BUR KA S
WED KA KRG BoK KB =, iE
M (A Fa e T 8 e =377 haetE k.

(3) AKIRAWAG o B FEIT B AE F 2R EHH I (5 - 6
H) KR 8.0 ~18.5°C, ANfgih & Z K5 0N kK &
SRR T ZROE B B, KRB A
M AN ERER .

(4) B il /D K5 Gl TR R HOK 5 3
IR KRR E D) TR R TS YN . KT
GO SR T A BRI R A S RS ), L R 2y
MR S AT, I KRR (2R 1
FK L) AL, S B O IG & B &AL AT A A
FEIINAR, MR EECR AR AN 2 BB Rb 7

(5) 08 TE BEL R o /MR IR R 3L 8 ] o e
BB, 1 2J P i TR BELRRS , s T o f 2
R R E SR

(6) a4 o I AF R v A L 24 B SRR LA
)5 X AIs AT S A 2R BRI A
3.2.3 s HIRA R EWRE B TR /MR
JIG 2 A A A2 B R, 2 sk il B8 IR AR 4 I
S it AT A B FH B 255 4 it

(1) JFJRJEBE . BIF 55 0 K 98 70 I R i et ], -
ST S BRI, QN ek T 2 A Y
Wl iz BL i 4 fa

(2) i JREXE T o 7E TR IR Vb Ik 3] £ 28 T
WEXES T , LA A2 e B 2 8, 25 R Jon MLk 2

&b

HBo
(3) HERf SR 2R B . DR A T i e A
ARFNEETTIRA o0 AT FPHESS 1 7 50 37 55 BUAR, 1)
TEDIE AT B S PRI R Il o ) 5 7 s 1) 25 v A
JE, s ki g B

(4) IR IGFATRO » AT IEFF 5 77 B0 25 P
Dy NN NN WL E 77 TR S NS
s FEBE TR G RIPORIN RN N I | v A
PRI Tt TN DRI A #61 2J ) 185 B8 )

(S)FEhTG 9 o IT IR IR 15 YRS 7K A A= Py i
e FRIT 5, 4 T BT T R AN A S 5 K AR, i
A% 15 Y 7 SR W s g

&t

%3k
R 8. 1990, PUJITEIL I e shpriciR [ ]. e wlia
R, (3) .86 -91.

TR TR A% . 2008, BT Sl — X SRk T B Ui
T & BOK B AR =2 WA L) ] Bl B2, 33
14716 —14717.

8. 2009. Bi] b i e A 0k — X S BOK A A ) 2 AR 1
WA S RGO [ D] P22 PYdb Ry,

iGN, 1987, BEIK R Ul BEIRIR A [ T ], KGR 2 Be
Hz, (1):63 -66.

HERA , DR 2002w [T K A= AR R 7 45 A0 RS AR SR
(I IKAA 24,26 (3) 2295 - 305.

B AR A BT R A P A 2. 1986. BT K AR b BE IR
(M. R : IL TR EAR
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The Current Fishery Resources Status of Xiaolangdi to Estuary Reach in
Mainstream of Yellow River and Its Protection Measures

LV Bin-bin', YANG Xing-zhong' , WANG Xiao-chen' , XING Juan-juan' , ZHANG Jian-jun’

( 1. The College of Life Sciences, Northwest University, Xi'an 710069, P. R. China;
2. Yellow River Fishery Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Xi’an 710086, P. R. China)

Abstract; In order to understand the current status of fishery resources in the downstream sections of Xiaolangdi
Reservoir along the mainstream of Yellow River, the fish and their feed resources were surveyed from May to Sep-
tember in 2010. The results indicated that the stock-biomass of plankton was 3.49 x 10* cells/L and
0.0234 mg/L; and the stock-biomass of zooplankton was 526 cells/L and 0. 1245 mg/L. The stock-biomass of phy-
toplankto was low. There were 23 species of benthic animals and 6 species of aquatic plants in the river. The stock-
biomass was extremely rare, with the diversity of species being very poor, and the number of populations was de-
creased in the river. The fish stocks were very low and the composition catches tended to be smaller and younger,
with 81.76% of the fish being 1 * year old and the average weight being 150.3 g. The composition of fish fauna
was simple, mainly composited of cyprinids. Compared with the study in 30 years ago, the population structure
composition has been changed significantly. The water conservancy engineering construction and artificial interfer-
ence would be the main factors leading to the decline of fishery resources. The protection countermeasures are pro-
posed to protect the fish resources and sustainable usage of fishery resources.

Key words: fishery resources; protection measures; Xiaolangdi; estuary



