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Abstract

The intertidal macrobenthos community structure and diversity in Naozhou Island were studied in
June 2011 to March 2012. The results showed that there were 406 large benthic organisms living in
NaoZhou Island, arthropoda, mollusks door, annelida and large seaweed accounted for 88.7% of the
total number of species, which constituted the benthic main groups. Abundance in summer was
higher than in other seasons, Biomass in spring was higher than in other seasons in every section. In
research to 11 kinds of dominant species, the logarithm of mollusks and arthropods, the grain of
nodules periwinkle were dominant species for every season. The benthic community richness index
was 18.04 and evenness index was 0.56. Shannon Wiener index was 3.05, which showed community
species composition was rich, uniformity of medium, less dominant species. The community boasts a
rich species composition with moderate evenness, few dominant species, and a stable species struc-
ture. Through clustering based on similarity coefficients and Multidimensional Scaling (MDS), and
by considering factors such as the number and occurrence frequency of dominant and major species,
the intertidal benthic macroalgae fauna of Naozhou Island can be categorized into two biotic com-
munities: the community of Jassa falcate-Hyale schmidti-Nodilittorina and the community of Zoan-
thus viet-namensis-Echinolittorina radiata-Hyale schmidti. Both communities exhibit a rich species
composition, moderate evenness, no pronounced dominant species, and a stable species structure.
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Figure 1. Intertidal macrobenthos sampling section in Naozhou Island
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Table 1. Geographic coordinates of intertidal macrobenthos sampling in Naozhou Island

= 1 AR 5 A BT S ISR A BT T (5 ) IR AR AR

Wi Hh 44 2353 i
s1 TS 110°36'28.92"E 20°52'10.56"N
S2 TR 110°36'37.66"E 20°53'18.84"N
S3 gk 110°38'08.87"E 20°55'04.67"N
S4 HEDU/N 110°38'22.15"E 20°55'51.36"N
S5 {22 110°37'08.71"E 20°50'10.51"N
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FEMMIREE . R, 8. B (EFEIHEMIE) (GB/T 12763-2007).
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ARG IR A RS T, FREEEA L mg (TR TARE BRI 587, o588 LI85efRE,
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Kot AL B2 73 B 5% ] PRIMER 5.0 it #4440,

AR 4 B SR R AE BT [ A ) B (gl m®) B R B (ind/m?) o B PR Z AR TR SR, 1950
o8 F & AR BN B A S I 2 RE MR AEREAT 20T, R AT

LREPERHH = -3 (14 /N)log (1, /N @) [8]
PHEY = (n;/N)x f, ) [9]
PofhEE e 4d = (S -1)/InN (3) [10]
BI5IE4EEI =H'/InS (4) [11]

A S NFORFEM IR EEG 1 NFORFEM T EOHS | AR R, N OSSR i S A )
B, n OAREETES | RO, fOZME S b AL BRI

RALJEH LR T K1) 53 R A Bray-Curtis A {BL R ECR K7 B (CLUSTER) 5 2 48 REHER? (MDS) 73 #AH
G55 [12]. BEE AT F AR (RD ABC il 2k3%) L eid:,  RIVRE AR s RS 205 B2 1 KO 35 P il 2k 22
NJA— B e, 3 I L B 2 8 B RN A ) X P R o 7 BT JE A 2R R v S2 B RPIR DL [13]
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Figure 2. Intertidal macrobenthos composition

B 2. RBURAEE MR TP AL R

HEREMERLZ IR R, G 47 50, FIXERAESINIT, A 39 Fln RERKE D K2Rz
(IR ZEsI1T, 20304 51 FRT 50 Ff, AR AR 2 K2 ARSIITT, 43 60 Fh, R 5e3h¥],

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2023.135147 1227 N RI R Y


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2023.135147

At &%

437, XFFMRRZ R EESINT, 57 f, HUOVH 5T, 47 48 Fi(K 3).

70
60
50
KA

40 +— | e ‘

. EZ LY/
30 41— E ARSI

1 . m S

10 +— I_ .
0 : . \ [

HE ®E K&

Figure 3. Intertidal macrobenthos species composition of 4 seasons
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Table 2. Intertidal macrobenthos species composition from 5 sections
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Figure 4. Intertidal macrobenthos composition from 5 sections
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S1 Wi (ARSI I T M R KR %, & 64 7, FLUONIATIEIWINT, 9 39 M. S2 Wi ik sh M1 i
FhREE %, 18 50 B, HLUCHEBINT, v 41 Flo S3 W VARSI TR S S £, v 57 A, H
US048 e S4 Wrifd AR ARSI TR S BiR 22, Dy 49 B, HLUCNTTREITT, b 40 Fi.
S5 Wi iR ARG e R SR Bl %2, O 32 B AETLANWTTT, B T S5 Wi, 55 AU I #S ABR AR S 1]
IEEES 8 &

3.2. WM BFEFARREREEYOHEBENEYE

3.2.1. ABRWMEYEEERMTEEN (R 3, FTI)

BRI GG RN, WS 2 B 2L T [ 0.69~1956.8 ind/m?, e K2 S5 151,
% 1956.80 ind/m?, FH:yky S5 HiAth, A 1907.52 ind/m?. &Mk Ak 4 &AL T ] y 0.60~1446.31 g/m?,
Horh R R S5 ARSI, ik 1446.31 g/m?, HUCk S1 OKALHEEE, A 785.68 g/m?.

HE AL R SR, Wi eS8 2 2L BN 16.00~11920 ind/m?, A A2 S5 HiAth2k, ik
11920 ind/m?, VA S2 BAKEYIT], J 661.71 ind/m?. & WriH A=W AR AL TE LA 0.26~610.27 g/m?,
FRORIE S4 KA HE, 35 610.27 g/m?, FLUCH S2 BAKEhIIT], A 394.13 gim?,

TR A 45 SRS, 4% T T A JE 25 FE AR AL S T Dl 4.00~2502.15 ind/m?, JLrh e K /& S3 5 sh i1,
% 2502.15 ind/m?, HVCH S4 BARSYIIT], N 274.70 ind/m?. & W T A2 & AR A Y L 0.18~1062.29 g/m?,
Hoh B R S3 KL, ik 1062.29 g/m?®, H:URN S5 HAREh1 T, A 594.83 g/m?.

KRB GE R IR, & WA S 25 AR 30.77~461.47 ind/m?, JLrh e K& S2 Y5 REh i1,
% 461.47 ind/m?, Ky S4 FWIEIT, N 392.73 ind/m?. & Wi AR E AL I F l 0.32~501.64 g/m?,
Ho BRI S2 KAE#E, ik 501.64 g/m?, KA S2 BAASIMITT, N 392.32 g/m?.

Table 3. Planar distribution and seasonal variation of the population density

%3 MEBENFESHMEFHEW (AR ind/m?)

&=t W T I BB T FoAbk it
1 32.00 408.78 64.00 0.69 505.47
2 28.80 536.00 152.00 224.00 940.80
HE 3 32.00 364.00 75.08 48.00 519.08
4 15.00 161.07 105.33 0 281.40
5 1956.80 208.00 221.71 1907.52 4294.03
1 40.00 98.29 206.12 64.00 408.40
2 16.00 661.71 136.00 72.00 885.71
E= 3 22.86 244,57 512.00 352.00 1131.43
4 24.89 127.55 216.73 48.00 417.16
5 67.37 101.39 212.36 11920 12301.12
1 23.47 86.64 73.85 264.00 447.95
2 4.00 31.27 27.02 44.00 106.29
®E 3 64.00 207.16 2502.15 0 277331
4 125.54 274.70 139.21 37.33 576.79
5 27.43 226.29 456.00 480.00 1189.71
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Continued
1 30.77 122.18 76.00 520.00 748.95
2 39.11 158.77 461.47 56.00 715.35
X7 3 20.00 139.14 50.91 124.00 334.05
4 43.43 88.73 392.73 0 524.88
5 34.67 120.00 86.40 176.00 417.07

Table 4. The planar distribution and seasonal variation of the biomass

F 4 EVENTFAITMEDHTR(EL: gmd)

F Wi REGRBE  RTISIITT BRI RS HoAhk it
1 785.68 9.64 89.14 10.29 8.69 903.45
2 1646.00 2.27 373.95 17.20 146.88 2186.30
HZE 3 452.23 0.60 596.40 28.60 56.48 113431
4 344.9 2.01 19.96 1.97 87.76 456.61
5 617.93 378.03 1446.31 28.05 315.89 2786.21
1 218.17 1.78 236.05 8.38 0.32 464.69
2 25.12 0.16 394.13 30.40 17.44 467.25
EES 3 160.28 0.30 340.99 7.49 246.56 755.62
4 610.27 0.50 73.08 0.26 12.40 696.5
5 360.74 2.08 117.77 0.96 258.96 740.50
1 1.39 0.26 47.47 30.67 63.28 143.07
2 112.4 0.18 50.82 1.53 3.92 168.84
mZ 3 1062.29 0.40 191.13 37.40 0 1291.23
4 254.54 0.55 32.56 0.45 2.19 290.28
5 316.69 0.21 594.83 0.43 172.32 1084.47
1 198.88 0.57 177.08 20.48 154.08 551.08
2 501.64 0.50 392.32 0.96 11.15 906.56
K2 3 202.00 171 369.54 29.63 165.36 768.25
4 337.61 0.43 27.20 0.32 30.88 396.44
5 251.01 0.27 348.99 171 34.93 636.91

3.2.2. RERWHEDIEERNERESH

B RER(E 5), AR5 EEE FRKEEIL R KM, /54 1628.80 ind/m? Al
1665.60 ind/m?, #EAZEH/N, N 652.80 ind/m?. Ff I T KR S8 P AE A BIA B ORAE, N 915.20
ind/m?, JLUCNEZE, fEHEZFR/N. P NS S KA B K E, N 4749.70 indim®, 3t
WNEZE, EEFR/N. B IR EHEEL AR K, N 1241.60 ind/m®, HUCHEZ, &
FHRKEMZEA K, 4354 564.00 ind/m? F1 544.00 ind/m?. 1% b 175 (11 R S0 535 B 70 Rk 2598 3 fg K AH
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A 1585.20 ind/m?®, HUCNHFZE, (EAFER/N. KNS5 B B A Bl l, M 11129.60
ind/m?, EE T HAMEY, HRNES, EAFERD.

AL RN (K 6), &M 1P Y AR A B ORE . il R RT3 AR Y& 302.08
oim?, HRAKZ, AT/ B R EZER YA RN 2244.25 gim?, HRONAZE, HEKER/D.
P RN A RN 1000.00 g/m?, HKONAZE, EEERVN. NIRRT HEDEN
3157.88 g/m?, HUCNAZE, EHEFER/N. K LRI RSN R A YR N 3030.74 g/m®, HIRANEZE, 1T
KAFERAL AR T EIHEFN A RN 3090.08 g/m?, HIXNEZE, HEKERD.
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Figure 5. Vertical distribution and seasonal variation of the population density
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Figure 6. Vertical distribution and seasonal variation of the biomass
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3.3. MMBMHMFETHREE

AR ESCRE] 11 MLBR(E 5), HhHEF 2/, BFT7 M, KFEMEFL 6 f. MHMLKRZ
HOVPARB ARG . BT IREVEE), S XS ZEREOR, RS WA # A
FRANAL, AP AE— T B G P L3 B fo e (1 A A 2 (N B R AT, PR35 500 0.223. H UM
IR AR LS5 Dy 0.221. FRA IR LG, BESSHATEE .

TG £ 0 Tt JERAVY A DRV (RO M R AR, DI 5l ph 2 2 (R 0 Y R R g A A T 2 s
FE R A IR R L 555 R . AT AR . PRIV . BESE RIS REE TRIR . M RS
WRRIBR g AR 2%, PR K ZR RO BRI . BRAT IS . IR AE TR RIS TR it R P NI R
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Table 5. Advantages in each season

=5 BEDLREBM

=Ty i PR
=z R FF AL BRI ZE Zoanthus vietnanmensis Pax& Miiller 0.025
. o 255752 Nodilittorina (N.) radiata (Eydoux et Souleyet) 0.090
i 2% i v Tetraclita squamosa (Bruguiere) 0.020
Fi I Fr #98F Elasmopus pecteniclus (Bate) 0.023
IRHR AV UF Gammaropsis sp. 0.027
B LV Nodilittorina (N.) trochoides (Gray) 0.035
L1972 Nodilittorina (N.) radiata (Eydoux et Souleyet) 0.036
it B3 T4 MR Hyale schmidti (Heller) 0.038
R TE B 2% Zoanthus vietnamensis Pax & Miiller 0.112
Hi#IF Podocerus sp. 0.022
% %5 9 3. Tetraclita squamosa (Bruguiere) 0.027
AL VE R Nodilittorina (N.) trochoides (Gray) 0.035
k=
L1578 Nodilittorina (N.) radiata (Eydoux et Souleyet) 0.054
it QB B4 U Hyale schmidti (Heller) 0.134
BRI IH-#HF Jassafalacata (Montagu) 0.221
BRTE I 494F Jassafalacata (Montagu) 0.023
R IR FFHUF Photis hawaiensis Barnard 0.025
&% %55 e 30 Tetradita squamosa squamosa (Bruguiere) 0.060
Ll 1578 Nodilittorina (N.) radiata (Eydoux et Souleyet) 0.100
KA PI[EUF Hyale grandicornis (Kroyer) 0.101
it EC 38444 Hyale schmidti (Heller) 0.223

34. RERMEEYIOS

AR A oK, RN R R AR B 0 R E FREC 18.04, ¥ EAR AN 0.56,
Shannon-Wiener 84y 3.05. ZHVEFRMEMF S, HEERE, RAMELD, VFSHREE. 25
PEFE O [ A A0 3l B FH SRR A2 RIS (R AR A F R, BN R BRI IS A I T R . 2 FEESR
g PPN TE o8 5 Ko VAR HE/NT 1, EEE Y, HYETE 1~2 200, Y, H7E 2~3
Z 0], B, HYERT 3, 17k WHFFLEE FnT LU H, AR & 3 18] 7 1) Shannon-Wiener 5454 3.05,
AETIERRAS o X VUM B K75 e A5 . Horh #2251 Shannon-Wiener f8 %804 1.72, J& T H Ei5 4
HARF G RABILEN

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2023.135147 1232 N RI R Y


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2023.135147

At &%

3.5. RERERIBRFERI 5

FRAE ARACM I RBOR AN 2 4 R EEHE T (MDS) &5 (K1 7), FFLREH IBIH P 3 TR 5 = A L B
RERER, ARSI 2 NI

FEIE |2 FRTEHEUE - it IR IR AT - BEEE TVRIR IS, iR BN B R AL, adE 2,
Sl 3 MG 4. TRy BRI H#HT Jassafalacata (Montagu). it FG 3 55 £ Hyaleschmidti (Heller). 5454
742 Nodilittorina (N.) trochoides (Gray). 451572 Nodilittorina (N.) radiata (Eydoux et Souleyet). 45
Ji A Tetraditasquamosasquamosa (Bruguiere) - K ff 3¢ 35 #9 #F  Hyalegrandicornis (Kroyer) . h %4 iF
Podocerussp. V% | =F & B a0 7.589, S HR%0CH 0.59, Shannon-Wiener $8%0H 2.58, ZHHI4 11
FIR RS L s, MRARFEE, WBMAE, VSRR E .

FEVE . ERRIACTEG 28 - LGS TR - e (R B R B TE , IR A7 50V S S A7 eV BRI A B 1
TR 22, Sk 1 RN 5.4 38R s 1€ 1 %% Zoanthusviet-nanmensisPax& Miiller 745 1575 42 Nodilittorina
(N.) radiata (Eydoux et Souleyet). #i /5 F &4 (Elasmopuspecteniclus(Bate)). jiti [ 3% 35449 (Hyaleschmidti
(Heller)). #E7 11 A93=5 FZ4R 40N 9.51, ¥I5JE4R%N 0.52, Shannon-Wiener 15300y 2.44. iZHEE A4
FRFE, ISR, RAFECD, MM E

3 Stress: .01

5
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Figure 7. The clustering tree analysis diagram and MDS analysis diagram of macrobenthos from each section in Naozhou Island

B 7. RSN 538 0 5 B R AR 434 L MDS 5347
4. g
4.1. WM SR AR RME DB EISERERSR

SO A5 R, BT AR S R KRR A BEE R R, MR, AT 406 Fh. 7R
A5 AN L R SSEUR 2 0 S1 W, 35 181 Fb, X WAES S W (A 1) H AR AT . HAIY
ANWTH AR, WHEMNEXEIRENMEE . BRI RKEE, EFEMERE
R BARSI Y TR 23], ERZ RS, &FFRE NIRRT, X0 GERI &Rl
JEABE AR ARG A 00, KEHCRANHES] T H IR L, AFFmidtk, #FFHA R
HEL, TR T2 R BB TR, EEKHEAEKR, BREEMEY, LW
FEKEE.

25 S5 W T (V7 A7 S8, %5 T2 2 1308.16 ind/m?, & 2% 3028.76 ind/m?, FkZEy 1018.81 ind/m?, X7
Ny 548.06 ind/m?, FZ= K WIS /R 1493.38 gim?, B %y 624.91 g/m?, K Z=y 595.58 g/m?,
A7 N 651.85 g/m?. WS FE I H B Z K T HANZ T (i sh, Horb S5 Wik 7535 5 2= A 2 B i
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At &%

TH W, XEERRY S5 Wi KB S s, LV NS W £ EF KT
frkash, HFEMFELRT RN, MEAKR, FREREE. ZXRUYIZEIRARMN 5 8 R4
VB RRR, FESRBEN YR S AR R TR K. FBEN
T, MABUNMOEYZ, ERWEER, N EEFRREENEK, BEEEEREYEME
FEm T HARTT, HFRET S ARAN TR, B REREEIT RSN, SREME . MXT
DA o JHL e ) 7 (RO 7E 7 T DRI, R f ] 1) o R T B OB R 5, IR R D s Al A T
Hobgal s, B, BV WU SR R R T 0 AT o R A 3 X TR A A S5
K, RECENYE R, TERCE TR R A A, FEAR /N 2 1R] B IR AR KB A A
FEARINAT A7 KR R SRR I, I L AR A A5 R 25 W A3 T AR A I IR 24 e ) A 0 BRI 5
SR, S AR BRI 5 1] A A SR DU B, X R E RN Z .

FE R — Wb, T 0 5 AN ) DX SR 52 g KU VN TR AN R, AR IR A B o s i LA
TGOS, R DAL - 08 - B0, (R DABRSE 0. v S A 52 5 6 HEUR Kk
IR TR AR R, A DRSS RRLAS TIIEIR . i DT SO AR B AT R, i ] X B AT
AT ALWRAERAAZI Y, IR R R O A6 IR SR A DB A o SRS HLR BRE T 18] KT S A )
()73 ATHFAE o

VB S R E R, AR By ] R R YRR R AR O 18.04, B E MUY 056,
Shannon-Wiener 5%y 3.05, #EAHFALLE S, WSS, UHMELD, WHIZREM RS B
SE o MBEDR T AL R (R ) 2 FEVE AR AR, AL R RR . KR BRRE. OB BUREE
BT R AEARA, SR B R AR, B R E AR U A BGE A A7 B
T2, DGRBS AR MBI R — ok, BFERUAMGEERLTY, BEHEwE: L,
B EAREIR, AR, AFRASI AR LILGING K, B2 B, SRR E0Em.

4.2. WM S EHE AR R E MRE SRR R E R

B S AR AN, AL BIE B AN W T B KGR R FE SR R AR, SRR S AR —E =
St o A I 0t KPR RS AR WA Vi S ) T 2 B SR AR AT N N Pl A A R B AR . VR 2 B TR W
JEA WU 2 B A M B IA BT D - A RE M, BB IR . BRI AIOKTE NS, I LB K HAE R 5 iR
WA DRSS RHE . R AE IR SIS RGBT EEIN T —, BT L ERNE
Volel A AR, R AR VE 2 R SRR S A ) R E R YRR, R KA ey, X
WX A E VIR IE K — e I [14] . BEAh, B IR I R R AR VR R R 2 — . &
BRI R AR R TN R H K E R SR, R AEMERF OS>, HAhFE
MIRR A e TS, REHRBIEEMT G0 . RINAEMZS R ZN, &R T & DA = 1
TERE, AR A A B AR ST AR IR . TIAEA S, VF 2 R A4 el AN/ i R BE e A T
e R OB BAR I R ST, HARENIFAR, BHZANKIENNRW, 1 BRSO
()t K2R AV A ) B VA RS A AR A ) o B IR RO B — Mg, YrE MR N A, X
PRI TER i SR 0 PR A HT R (R 2 B A5 75 Xt 8] I K TR T A A0 FD SR Al o B S B i i, X
HA AT ERI RGBT O IBOR, S vr 2 A MR SRR 2 k. 0 TARRAA, H Ao
BTt KRR TORLEIERS e ok BERPEIE LR AR IR AR, AR A AT RE AR A AR A AL
B AP, SRR AR A R R . ARSI 5y HESE A R, DR, BRI S
DRI e, FROVEIE S T, KEREIV, WM RGN, A6 b0 i b e mE R KRR B
AT R A ST, B A AR, AR A R, BEE R E AR . I X
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At &%

15 ) ) KA A% A A B PR 3R B 0 M R B, TRV ZE AV AR A 52 BRI ) 18] 7 XIS B R 3L Ao A
RAMAEDR R QILR W, RUHIE SRR A & .

5. &
ARCiEIE 2011 4F 6 H % 2012 4F 3 H GV AR I S 18] iy 2 AR AE P (P 2 A, RIS I R 4518
(1) AR S0 E) 5 R AL AT AE LA 406 B, AR SIY] ARSIYI] L SRS s TR O T i
IL 5 ST 88.7%,  FL A1 i T il [y KB JEC A A ) 32 ST
(2) 5 AW MG S % RO B R T HADE T s, AV EMHES KT HMSTESE, &=

WEARE.
(3) AHEIL ML 11 FOL A, AR HOVBAARSH YA BB, e roRe 4h 1R AR DU 15 41
NARHF

(5) R Sy 1) iy R 2R JE AV AR B 0 1 FE AR AN 18.04, ¥ FR % 0.56, Shannon-Wiener fi&
$h 3.05. BEVEMBAHRFE, HHETE, RBMED, VFSEHBRE .

(6) AR & [0 DA TR i JE A A6 0 P 1) 43 S R TR I B R — it B B BT — 5 485 1 VR MR Ve AN e
TEREMGSE - R TTIR - it IR B BN VR 1 S EDBETE o P /NEVR R R R IR 8, YIS iE
ARG, YR asERaE .

E&WE

B AT A i MR 10 H 5 B 01 H (201105008-E, 201505027); | AR R S AH i TRERHIFm H
(GDOU2016050212).
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