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Abstract

As an important part of aquatic ecosystem, zooplankton plays an important role in regulating the
structure and function of the ecosystem. The purpose of this study was to investigate the composi-
tion of zooplankton communities in key rivers and lakes in Tianjin, and analyze their biodiversity
and community structure to assess the water environment quality and the health of water ecosys-
tems. Located in the lower reaches of Haihe River Basin, Tianjin is an important transportation hub
and port city with abundant river and reservoir resources. From June to July and September to Oc-
tober 2021, a total of 62 sampling sites were set up in 24 rivers and 2 reservoirs in Tianjin to collect
and identify zooplankton samples. The species richness, average density and biomass of zooplank-
ton were different among different river systems, with Haihe River system having the most abun-
dant species and Nansihe River system having the least species. The species and biomass of zoo-
plankton were mainly rotifers, and the dominant species were Keratella valga. Brachionus calyci-
florus and Polyarthra trigla. Shannon-Wiener diversity index, Pielou evenness index and Margalef
richness index were used to evaluate the environment, and it was found that the diversity index
generally decreased, while the richness index generally increased. The evaluation results showed
that the water quality of each water system was between light and medium pollution.
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Figure 1. Survey point distribution diagram
E 1 BAERUSHREE

22 HRRESLEE

FIE S BRSE5 X e TAE G 4 [ P et K K A A SR B R A BT e vk . R A DLBEFS R
IKERTE 0.5 KIRAERAE . KoK 5 T, it 2540 AR YW 38, SRJ5 IREETE 100 Z T+ LU, A 5%
AR R B MRV 8, WA bR 28 0D 5% (6]

RAEEFNTHEE I AR V) RLGEAE SC/T 9012 (b A= S IR B S MFNTE D GRAOFRAE[7]o FFIFAEIFR RIS
58 WA AH DR SCHR[8] [9134T -

2.3. BRI S 54

TR Eh Y 2 FEVETE R BRI Y& FL(N) LB TR 4(Y)« Shannon-Weiner F54(( H').
B2 R E AR (@), WA (D)~(5)-

DOI: 10.12677/0jfr.2025.122010 85 KA T


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojfr.2025.122010

XE AF

TS B (N o5
vxn
N=yxc M
A FEFRH(Y) T 5
Y= (N /N)x ®
Kb NONE § RAMESEL, N OARES TR T AME RSB, £ | RE SRR S IR, ¥>0.02
b
Shannon-Wiener 2 M85 H' Y115 :
H'=-Y(N,/N)log,(N,/N) €)
Pielou ¥J 2] FE48 BN 1T H
J=H'[log, S “)
X H' —ZFEMER S S— Rl 2R3.
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Figure 2. Spatial characteristics of zooplankton species richness in each water system
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KR 43 U7 e sh b 2 & B 4 4 SR o IR 4, 55— W IR AR ShAAE TR K% 5 BB, A 31.48%;
B BRI RS K 5 Hei K, N 47.37%: B RAE THoKEE R AT G B 2 ek, T 20.37%, %2 K1E
TP BT 5 bR, N 14.81%. 28 AR ARSI ITE AL KM KPE o5 LL R, N 27.45%; fe TET
WK G LU B, A 43.33%: BMRAETHMoKIES T S B tbE R, A 15%;: B BAE T MoK PEF BT
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Flgure 3. Spatial characteristics of percentile composition of zooplankton species richness in each river system
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Figure 4. Spatial characteristics of percentile composition of zooplankton species richness in each reservoir
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Figure 5. Spatial characteristics of average density of zooplankton in each water system
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Figure 6. Spatial characteristics of mean biomass of each river system
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Figure 7. Spatial characteristics of zooplankton biomass percentage by river system
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Figure 8. Spatial characteristics of mean biomass in each water system of reservoir
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Figure 9. Spatial characteristics of zooplankton biomass percentage in reservoirs
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3.4. FiEhitiss

TR PR B ISR S R I 1o SRR, 55— TR 6 R e B K AR g B DL 35 A
MR K R L, 8 11 A, THOKEK RIS R, SO0y 4 Fie 573000, el R O
B2 B BORE AR S K S 2K R P L PL b . SHEFK RILHFIER L, v 12 THKZEK
A N6 Fho AREFEIDEF BB HA ARG RE IR, F— WA KSR 6 1, THK
PEARSAFIA 3 R 5 IR RL . [ A b SK A G IR 81K Fo A K S B . JEK
WIKPERISFIAT 3 Fh, THRRIER S AT 5 o

Table 1. System resulting data of standard experiment

= 1. R

R Fh
KR
H— R R
5K R 5 H(Brachionus angularis) IR 8 K 2 (Cyclops vicinus)
WEIE 1 B 58 HU(Keratella cochlearis) rR e K # (Calanus sinicus)
AR 56 HU(Brachionus calyciflorus) BRI R (Moina rectirostris)
R £ R 46 Hy(Keratella valga) BEYV R FR5S B (Brachionus calyciflorus)
o Ji LS H(Pompholyx complanata) b IR Sh 8 4E Hi(Asplanchna brightwelli)
HZ K R

1R 2 8% B(Polyarthra trigla)
N IK SHFE4C B (Asplanchna brightwelli)
Kl 57 R 58 (Trichocerca longiseta)
K =4 B (Filinia longisela)
IR R 5 U(Brachionus urceus)

BRI 46t (Keratella cochlearis)
KHNG B 2% (Bosmina longirostris)
iHh B €6 FH $¢ H(Keratella valga)
R Z ¥ ¢ H(Polyarthra trigla)
19388 56 . (Brachionus angularis)
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E iR Z Bk (Polyarthra trigla)

il i £ H %6t ((Keratella valga)

ith 1B £ F &Gt (Keratella valga)

K = j#t Hi(Filinia longisela)
A R 56 HU(Brachionus calyciflorus)
WRTE 0 H 6t (Keratella cochlearis)
14881 7K F&(Cyclops vicinus)
R EE 5 R (Brachionus urceus)
£ 2 K%t R(Polyarthra trigla)
N G A ZE 48 B (Asplanchna brightwelli)
BYIE I R %¢ HU(Brachionusforficula)

7K SE BT 7K Z

il i £ H %6 H(Keratella valga)

IR 8K 2 (Cyclops vicinus)

BRI 0 H 58 H (Keratella cochlearis)
rR £ K F (Calanus sinicus)
GG 5 B (Brachionus angularis)
188 B B (Brachionus calyciflorus)
JEHE RS B (Brachionus diversicornis)
N K S FE 4 B (Asplanchna brightwelli)
KA1 % B % (Bosmina longirostris)

E iR Z Bk H(Polyarthra trigla)

BEAV R R 5 B (Brachionus calyciflorus)

L}
=

Zﬁ‘%

AR 56 HU(Brachionus calyciflorus)
Wt F #¢ U (Keratella cochlearis)
N IK BR324 R (Asplanchna brightwelli)
k%2 Hi%e B (Polyarthra trigla)
IE2R 8 K 2 (Cyclops vicinus)

th iR 8 R %6t (Keratella valga)

1T ARSI 7K 2 (Cyclops vicinus)
HRIE 2 (Moina rectirostris)
FhAE¥T K 2% (Calanus sinicus)

9 5 B (Brachionus angularis)

HESEI
HA NG & (Moina rectirostris)
RIS R (Moina brachiata)
BI A B §¢ HU(Brachionusforficula)
BRI F 58 H (Keratella cochlearis)
{8 e, F 58 S (Keratella valga) AR 87K F (Cyclops vicinus)
AR 56 HU(Brachionus calyciflorus) BEAV R R 5 B (Brachionus calyciflorus)
R EE 5 . (Brachionus urceus) £ &2 B%E R (Polyarthra trigla)
IE2R 8 K 2 (Cyclops vicinus) it b £ F §¢ H(Keratella valga)
HAE IR 7K F KA1 G £ F (Bosmina longirostris) %R F5 R R (Diaphanosoma brachyurum)
K Z# i (Filinia longisela) Fh AT K 2 (Calanus sinicus)
BRI o F 58 L (Keratella cochlearis) R R 5 H(Brachionus angularis)
FR AT K F(Calanus sinicus)
E1 52 K56 H(Polyarthra trigla)
AP /K F(Calanus sinicus) %6 R 75k R (Diaphm2nosoma brachyurum)
KGR Fe H(Brachionus urceus) EH&EZ B R (Polvarthra trigla)
BV R 56 HU(Brachionus calyciflorus) BRIt H 58 s (Keratella cochlearis)
N K dL FE 4 B (Asplanchna brightwelli) N IK ER 224 R (Asplanchna brightwelli)
VUK R i £ 4G H(Keratella valga) BYIE R R %6 HU(Brachionusforficula)
it 2 B 58 B (Keratella valga)
BEAV R R ES B (Brachionus calyciflorus)

1B R 56 HU(Brachionus capsuliflorus)
AR 87K # (Cyclops vicinus)

IKFEHFFT
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Bk
R W £ 15 H (Strobil diumvelox) B2 2414 (Copepods)
GG 56 B (Brachionus angularis) I A H 817K & (Mesocylops leuckarti)
#R 5% B (Coleps) B RS /K R (Thermocyclops taihokuensis)
b RHEK
4R O B (Holophrya simples)
R AEALL B4 7 HU(Tintinnopsis sinensis )
R LU R (Anuraeopsisfissa)
EH&RZ K5 R (Polyarthra trigla) B2 2414 (Copepods)
IR LK(Copepods) KA G & % (Bosmina longirostris)
THrKEE K = B (Filinia longisela) B RS /K R (Thermocyclops taihokuensis)

A TR 81 K & (Mesocylops leuckarti)
FERRAR &5 H1(Strobil diumvelox)

3.5. Rt ias

ARIKE FEM Shannon-Wiener ZFEVEFEEL. Pielou ¥ EIEHE%. Margalef F & 85 =/ J5 1%}
G PP, AR 20 TRy, PIEE XS EE Shannon-Wiener ZFEIEFESL. Pielou H5) FEHREL
A1 Margalef F=& BE 4850 — A LL— 5 3 PR AIC . 7K 23573 % Shannon-Wiener Z £ V5% Pielou ¥ &) FETR
HA Margalef 5 BEFREH AR X LLAL RHOK FESE — I Z REPMEIR T35 =0, THOKEESE — 2 Fetk s

T

Table 2. Zooplankton diversity Index
= 2. R SR e

e o Shannon-Wiener ZH£PEIEE(H')  Pielou ¥WEIE L) Margalef & & F 5 5U(D)
F—M E g M o F—M o553

JYO01 1.96 1.87 0.7 0.59 0.99 1.45

JY02 2.17 1.63 0.72 0.7 0.95 0.98

JY03 2.58 1.88 0.92 0.57 1.2 1.59

SRR JY04 3.07 2.38 0.79 0.6 1.49 2.82
JY05 3.55 1.48 0.8 0.43 2.56 1.4

JY06 3.01 1.59 0.87 0.4 1.87 1.78

JY07 2.25 2.07 0.71 0.58 1.05 1.55

¥l 2.66 1.84 0.79 0.55 1.44 1.65

YDOI 3.38 231 0.89 0.59 131 2.12

YDO02 237 2.01 0.92 0.51 0.82 2.02

YDO03 2.71 1.91 0.96 0.48 1.21 1.83

KEHIKER  YDO4 3.51 2.19 0.92 0.55 1.74 2.35
YDO5 3.13 1.6 0.87 0.4 1.35 1.85

YDO06 1.98 1.85 0.62 0.53 0.95 1.63

YDO7 2.58 2.07 0.81 0.58 1 1.36
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YDO08 0.72 2.03 0.2 0.55 1.01 2

YDO09 3.05 1.87 0.88 0.46 1.69 221
YD10 2.54 221 0.85 0.54 1.44 2.35
YDI11 2.46 1.32 0.78 0.44 1.27 1.29
YDI2 2.56 2.09 0.69 0.51 1.56 1.91
YDI13 3.56 2.09 0.89 0.61 2.17 1.63
YD14 3.07 2.10 0.77 0.52 1.45 1.88
BIfE 2.69 1.98 0.79 0.52 1.36 1.89
HHO1 3.34 2.13 0.88 0.53 1.38 1.62
HH02 3.28 222 0.89 0.67 1.59 1.54
HHO3 2.9 1.85 0.86 0.58 121 1.44
HHO04 2.92 2.04 0.84 0.59 1.14 2.13
HHO5 3.66 2.27 0.9 0.6 2.06 2.10
HH06 2.92 2.53 0.77 0.61 1.63 225

K R
HH07 3.34 2.04 0.8 0.54 1.71 1.6
HHO8 1.93 1.81 0.47 0.46 1.22 2.03
HH09 3.28 1.93 0.82 0.54 1.73 1.95
HH10 1.82 1.13 0.7 0.38 0.79 1.15
HH11 2.07 1.94 0.89 0.47 0.85 2.09
AL 2.87 1.99 0.8 0.54 1.39 1.81
DLO1 2.63 1.72 0.67 0.57 1.56 1.25
DL02 3.19 1.91 0.82 0.55 1.53 1.81
DL03 3 2.08 0.87 0.56 1.27 2.04
DL04 2.19 1.89 0.69 0.51 1.14 1.81
MRIKFIKFZ DLOS 3.11 0.56 0.87 0 1.61 0
DL06 2.31 1.97 0.64 0.53 1.15 1.72
DLO07 2.34 2 0.74 0.49 0.91 2.06
DLO08 2.84 1.16 0.86 0.39 1.05 0.72
¥l 2.7 1.66 0.77 0.45 1.28 1.43
NS01 1.13 1.56 0.49 0.6 0.52 1.35
NS02 1.52 1.12 0.96 0.71 0.86 0.86
NS03 1.29 1.58 0.65 0.53 0.79 1.53
F UK &
NS04 0 2.15 0 0.58 0 1.2
NS05 1.34 1.56 0.84 0.55 0.36 1.02
¥ 1.06 1.59 0.59 0.59 0.51 1.19
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DL09 2.43 1.18 0.6 0.59 2.4 0.44
DL10 1.93 1.85 0.52 0.8 1.68 0.8
ek DL11 2.29 2.68 0.72 0.77 1.02 1.28
DL12 2.66 2.05 0.74 0.68 1.69 1.07
DL13 2.84 0.9 0.79 0.39 1.44 0.67
¥ 2.43 1.73 0.67 0.65 1.65 0.85

YQO1 2.94 2.61 0.79 0.93 2.69 2
YQO02 1.10 1.75 0.43 0.49 0.81 1.16
YQO03 1.21 2.46 0.47 0.55 0.72 2.32
YQO04 1.87 1.8 0.72 0.6 0.67 0.95
YQO5 3.22 1.86 0.77 0.47 2.03 1.67
YQO6 2.74 1.44 0.77 0.43 1.67 121
FHrKE YQO7 2.37 1.41 0.71 0.47 1.14 1.04
YQ08 2.63 2.56 0.83 0.67 1.62 1.64
YQ09 0.17 1.23 0.06 0.41 0.8 1.04
YQI0 2.33 2.41 0.74 0.62 1.05 1.51
YQIl 0.97 1.38 0.37 0.4 0.68 1.35
YQI2 0.66 1.74 0.22 0.46 1.08 1.55
¥IME 1.85 1.89 0.57 0.54 1.25 1.45

4. i1ig

KT KEFIE IR A 45 R o ERm XSRS — A, IdsiEshy 37 M, 1
TR 26 M. BOASE T MR R 4 Bl S IR A b AT S B R A 31 B, Horh AR Ut 24 B, B R
55 0 kb 22 5 FioR 2 B AT E . 7K XIS I A RO R IR 115 B, AR R
44 Py JEAEZNY) 32 Bl RS 20 B AR 19 B, DRFAF O bR A . SIS AN AN A PR )
DU A E, IX 5 OB BE & B AR G [10] . BB R U KIS FR K mr, AT LLIE &/
TIPSR R PR A K B0, 40 b (8 B FR M AN R R E N[ 1] B8 B — ke 2 2K P
W ECERIIN, RS SRR 12], BT AR IR A SRR ) R B I TR i B R AR OR[13]. AR
FZ M Shannon-Wiener % FEPE$E 2. Pielou 34157 £ 1540 Margalef =& 5 5 50 =/ J7 T SRS YPAR
T Z A TR B W TV U AR W U8 25 MR AE AN B S R L i b, 7E— @ B B BRI LK
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