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Abstract

Phytoplankton diversity serves as an effective indicator of the health of aquatic ecosystems. This
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study aims to investigate the composition of phytoplankton communities in key rivers and lakes in
Tianjin, analyze their biodiversity and community structure, and assess the quality of the aquatic
environment and the health of aquatic ecosystems. This study was conducted in June-July and Sep-
tember-October 2021, with a total of 62 sampling sites established along 24 key rivers and at 2 res-
ervoirs in Tianjin to collect phytoplankton samples for identification and community analysis. Us-
ing biological indices such as the Shannon-Wiener diversity index (H'), Pielou evenness index (J),
and Margalefrichness index (D), and combining these with analyses of species composition, density,
and dominant species, this study reveals the spatiotemporal distribution characteristics of phyto-
plankton in key rivers and lakes in Tianjin. The ecological conditions of water systems such as the
Yongding New River and the Duliu Diversion River are relatively good, while the Jiyun River and the
South Fourth River require close monitoring for the risk of eutrophication. The study validated the
effectiveness of combining phytoplankton diversity indices with physicochemical indicators, provid-
ing a scientific basis for water ecosystem management in northern cities.
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Figure 1. Distribution diagram of phytoplankton survey stations
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Figure 2. Spatial characteristics of species richness in various river systems

B 2. JRE7K R E B EHE

DOI: 10.12677/0jfr.2026.132018 153 K= I


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojfr.2026.132018

TR A PEUAE M E B B HOK RS 2 BRAE N 2 B, S8R ER, WFEEERKNZ
TR GE FHR K RS IR 7K 2 5 0 LR A BV 52 Bl e HHAK R 58— 46 B, 28 3 48 Fh;
MR K R EE—HA 41 B, 55 A 48 B MR /MR ENSIIK R, WIS A BITEIEY) 46
B, RS0 41 b, 553 39 Fh.

TR E AR =5 B Al R L) 3 0 88— HAERBE T IAE BT TR 7K &R o BU R K, B RAE N 39%,
T IAE R VY K R (G R, SKAEN 26%, S5 TAE BRI 7K R 5 Lh i K, foREN 24%; 56—
WS IR EK R SRR, SORAEN 39%, FEME J7E R UMK R (5 LhiR R, KN 29%, TEHEET]
TER DU K R o LR, BKIE Y 26%. 3535 1T H IR /K R AR 7K 2

IKEER o IR I RE R & FE A IR WL 4. PR B RCOR R T K, Wi 3L 2 27D 8
11197 Fo Hrp 25 —3 162 B, PLGREET TN T, SRS E 39.51%; 5 31 105 Ff, BRLSREI TN,
AR EE 34.29% . PIFNEE ERVMNAR ALK PE, ISR A BRI 7 0 115 Bl g —
151 Rh, DIREBEI TN E, SRS 39.22%; 55 96 B, tHDAREREEI TN, SRR 43.75%.

100%

90%

0, -

ol =]
60% | =g
50% |

40% - g
30% " EE|T]
20% f

10% "R
0%

"RRI)
YN Y Y Y Y Y Y N

Atk (%)

% 4< 4 ’45 % 4 45 "R
A A %\@ & @/\@* @6\"* {f\& {*&* @5\\* @5\\*
PN AN A ) DA N

Figure 3. Percentage composition of phytoplankton species richness in rivers
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Figure 4. The richness of phytoplankton species in the reservoir
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Figure 5. The spatial characteristics of the percentage composition of species richness in reservoirs

El 5. KEEIMFE = E B S E R = EHHE

3.2. BHEYMEEE

TR I P ] 6 Fis. S—H, SHEW/K RIFHED T2 E R, N 1.60
x 108 cells/L, T VUK RIFIAAB D305 B B /)N, N 0.48 x 108 cells/L; 28 —HHH, BRI /K R 17
YIS B E R A, N 1.06 x 108 cells/L, #Hiail /K R IEFIFHEYI T E /N, N 0.58 x 108 cells/L.

2 -
= 6 14 1.5
<15 F 1.23
e 1.05 1.06
o 1 0.83
K3 0.58 0.48
0.5 II
0

BIEAIKR  KEFKER KR MIREGAIKRR EIAKR
"E—H] WEH

Figure 6. Spatial characteristics of average phytoplankton density in river basins

6. AR IK RIFFHEY T B = B FHE

DOI: 10.12677/0jfr.2026.132018 155 IKFEHEIT


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojfr.2026.132018

PRI T Yy FE AL S SR 7o BRI RS — IR E B A B R e, SRR
SR P R R, R TIRZ o AKGERTADK RS — WP R T P S T B s, SRR IR
S IR TP R B B, RN TR . MK AR W S T R e, TR
Sk, MR E R R, SREETIANREBE T 1R o BIATIRRIR K FR 5 — S S T TP R R R e
SRRITIRZ s B, SRR R, REEE I TIRZ o VIR K R S R ] T R
e SREEN] BEBEIIRZ s B TR R e, SRR

100. 00% e
O | I | L I || N | -r.s%fj
80. 00% SRR
70. 00% R

£ 60. 00% B

2 50.00% - ST

i o
20. 00% "
10. 00%

0. 00%
}%Cﬁ‘}%cﬁ*;ﬁ/ﬁ‘;Q‘Q%/ﬁ*;%

B W I S U A O e

F LS T FALEE
ol By

Figure 7. Spatial characteristics of the percentage composition of the average density of phytoplankton in major river systems
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Figure 8. Spatial characteristics of phytoplankton density in reservoirs
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Figure 9. Spatial characteristics of average phytoplankton biomass in river basins
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Figure 10. Spatial characteristics of average phytoplankton biomass by reservoir
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Table 1. Statistics of dominant phytoplankton species

F 1 FIFEMMB MR ER

KFR W Tl Ay ey
/N ERTE(Chroococcus minutus) J% 7% (Phormidium sp.)
/NI (Cyclotella) 35 (Cryptomonas sp.)
M35 (Scenedesmus sp.) ¥ T (Synedra ulna)
B FFi8(Synedra ulna) /NI (Cyclotella)
SRR (Euglena viridis) A< (Chlamydomonas sp.)
RUIRSF- 248 (Merismopedia punctata) % 1 #:(Peridinium)
HIZT K R #1-4Jk 75 (Ankistrodesmus) SRR (Euglena viridis)
F&i355 (Cryptomonas sp.) M (Scenedesmus sp.)
T3 &35 (Microcystis sp.) W INEBRBE(Chroococcus minutus)
J#% 3% (Phormidium sp.) I8 /NERFE(Chlorella vulgaris)
4435 1 # (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni)
FHIE B (Navicula)
-+ 57 (Crucigenia sp.)
/NI (Cyclotella) /NI (Cyclotella)
TN ERFE(Chroococcus minutus) TN ERFEE(Chroococcus minutus)
4< 7% (Chlamydomonas sp.) K575 (Cryptomonas sp.)
BT EE(Synedra ulna) [ % (Phormidium sp.)
FIHE#E(Navicula) SRR (Euglena viridis)
M (Scenedesmus sp.) WUk B % 5 (Melosira granulata (Ehr.) Ralfs.)
Wi5%35 W3 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni) i35 (Oscillatoria sp.)
TR E HT K [ (Phormidium sp.) % Hl % (Peridinium)
LRRRBE(Euglena viridis) FUIRSFE 24 (Merismopedia punctata)
SOk B 55 (Melosira granulata (Ehr.) Ralfs.) 4435 38 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni)
{517 (Cryptomonas sp.) M5 (Scenedesmus sp.)
B 7% (Oscillatoria sp.) ¥ (Crucigenia sp.)
% 3 (Peridinium) P (Navicula)
1< 7% (Chlamydomonas sp.)
2R i R (Phacus acuminatus)
/NI (Cyclotella) 5178 (Cryptomonas sp.)
%7 (Cryptomonas sp.) T/INBERE(Chroococcus minutus)
TN ERTE(Chroococcus minutus) J% 3% (Phormidium sp.)
— £1-2ff 5 (Ankistrodesmus) /NERE (Cyclotella)

A< #(Chlamydomonas sp.)
J# ¥ (Phormidium sp.)
FUIRT- 248 (Merismopedia punctata)
&l W £F 4 35 (Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides)

WUk B % 8 (Melosira granulata (Ehr.) Ralfs.)
% 5 (Peridinium)
ERMR P (Euglena viridis)

Bl 74 (Oscillatoria sp.)
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ak
% (Crucigenia sp.) i /NER T (Chlorella vulgaris)
SRR (Euglena viridis) £ ¥ (Synedra ulna)
M (Scenedesmus sp.) A< (Chlamydomonas sp.)
T3 %% 5% (Microcystis sp.) RJE Jm R 3 (Phacus acuminatus)
4435 138 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni) M (Scenedesmus sp.)
4% 35 38 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni)
[ 4%55 T 38 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni) [ #(Phormidium sp.)
% (Scenedesmus sp.) /NI (Cyclotella)
B 7% (Oscillatoria sp.) Jh4%3E 38 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni)
FUI VY ff1 385 ( Tetraedron regulare) F& 7 (Cryptomonas sp.)
i 35 £ 2 5 (Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides) % Hl {5 (Peridinium)
/NI (Cyclotella) SRR (Euglena viridis)
FURF-ZEBE (Merismopedia punctata) 4<% (Chlamydomonas sp.)
SRURBE(Euglena viridis) i 7% (Oscillatoria sp.)
PRI K 2R T/ INMEERFEE(Chroococcus minutus) HURL B 55 8 (Melosira granulata (Ehr.) Ralfs.)

i U8 £F 4R35 (Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides)

[ 3% (Phormidium sp.)
£ 4 3% (Ankistrodesmus)

£ AP (Synedra ulna)
~+7(Crucigenia sp.)
4<% (Chlamydomonas sp.)

M (Scenedesmus sp.)
T/ INMEEREE(Chroococcus minutus)
FUIRF 243 (Merismopedia punctata)
~+ 7 (Crucigenia sp.)

2R i MR (Phacus acuminatus)

A IH/NEREE(Chlorella vulgaris)

F& 7 (Cryptomonas sp.)

FTE#(Navicula)
KUZTEE (Spirulina major)
% H1j# (Peridinium) /NI (Cyclotella)

/NI (Cyclotella) J% 3% (Phormidium sp.)

WU NEBBREE (Chroococcus minutus)
£1-4fk 75 (Ankistrodesmus)
L} (Euglena viridis)
EFFF i (Synedra ulna)
Bl 8 I £F 4R (Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides)

Bl7(Oscillatoria sp.)
£ 5 15 £F 4k 8 (Dactylococcopsis rhaphidioides)
573 (Crucigenia sp.)
SRR (Euglena viridis)
WU NEBBREE (Chroococcus minutus)
A< (Chlamydomonas sp.)

B PIAT 7K % FHE#E(Navicula)
F& 75 (Cryptomonas sp.) I8 /NER 8 (Chlorella vulgaris)
4435 38 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni) FUIRF- 24 (Merismopedia punctata)

A 7% (Chlamydomonas sp.) F& 7% (Cryptomonas sp.)

38 /NBR L (Chlorella vulgaris) FH7E # (Navicula)
M (Scenedesmus sp.)
EF ¥ (Synedra ulna)

Jh4&5 T 38 (Frustulia rhomboides (Ehr.) De Toni)
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ak
{i 1 JJi % (Pseudanabaena) {B£a )2 78 (Pseudanabaena)
P4 (Pinnularia) /N1 2438 (Merismopedia tenuissima)
R 0 R 5 (Anabaena oscillarioide) KUK 248 (Merismopedia punctata)
R HEIK YeVT B (Oscillatoria limosa) R 0 2 5 (Anabaena oscillarioide)
Hil SR BE T8 (Microcystis aeruginosa)
R FT 75 (Synedra ulna)
B T ¥ (Kirchneriella lunaris)
{5 £ 7% (Pseudanabaena) iR 1 2 3 (Pseudanabaena)
Hi SR BE B (Microcystis aeruginosa) Fr [P B #(Cylindrospermopsis raciborskii)
T SR F 2 (Synedra acus) £ JJ2 35 (Anabaena)
FUIRF 2L (Merismopedia punctata) TR #2 8 ( Aphanizomenon)

IKEER IR B g R BoR, 55— MRt e . B SR B e A K RS I A 5 . b
KBKERAFAE 7 F0, W FHKERAFE 4 Fho 5 WIREAEE LA KES BB AF. JbK
WKERAMA 4 T, THKERZMA 4 Fr.

PRAFIFP LR 2 H AR BN, BETE LR A Fg[15]. AR AL RS K 2 i e A 5
FRBEA S XOCH R, /N AR A P 5 R S B0 v £ R R I Kb T 2 AR AR AT, AL RS K 2 — I
PFp BRI T SR VRIREIE TR, B TR ARR 3 BRI TR LR — I
PEEVEHAE 0.02~0.13 2 10], 25 HIRASZIEHITE 0.06~0.25 Z 0], BHIRGERELE, JbRMKE S — itk
AT R AR A EA o R A T WK BEP N I 3 AL T E BN AR A, Tk RS — AR
B 32 B W I VRORESE T OOAN S, BE HIR AR R R W R IRP S TR K SR — R L A B I
0.03~0.12 2], 28 —JAOLH FEVEHIZE 0.10~0.29 Z [H].

3.5. FirtEYESEER

AV E F- %M Shannon-Wiener £ FEMEFRE(H) Pielou Y21 ZH51(J). Margalef F & [E(D)fa %=
ANJT TN FRIEAE A, S5 R o WAk 2.

PRI R Z FEE R B, VR MBS e, RoE VbR, KL, Rz, IREGEAL, B
sERRRERT R, RAE VRS, VLA KAERTS YU ™ F[16]. #7 Shannon-Wiener E¥)Z REVEFRELAE 0~1 2 1],
WINEG YR AE 1~3 Z 08, Woydisg: RT3, WOV 305 %4, X1 Shannon-Wiener £ %45
B, whEsFKRT, B WA IY03 mfr 2R, N 3.90, JYO1 ffisdk, M 2.54, KHRIVIE
N 3.26; B WIIY07 AR S, N 2.62, TYOL SRR, N 1.82, KETFIME A 2.38. KEH
FKRF, F—HHE YDO1 sl 2R R, N 430, YDO4 Ak, M 2.68, KETHMEN 3.50;
M YDO9 mif ZREE R, 9 2.95, YDOS sifiEd%, 2.4, IKRTFHMER 2.67. WK ZH, 2
— A HHO2 i Z et =, 9 4.34, HHO8 rifiimil, 4 2.60, /KARFIMEN 3.31: 5= HHO3
B Z R, N 3.06, HHO8 ALK, A 1.67, KEFME N 2.52. MREFAIAK R, 5 —WiHeE
DL06 mALZFEtEdR i, N 3.92, DLOS mifiifil, 4272, /KEFIMEN 3.50; 25 1 DLO1 mifi 24t
PEf R, N 3.14, DLOS fAiiAK, N 2.10, KEFIMEN 2.77. MUK RF, H—HIHE NSOL £if7
ZAEMERR, N 3.46, NSO3 mififfl, 24 2.00, /KRFHMER 2.70; 2 HINSO1 sl ZFEtEmm, A
2.74, NSO3 Sfifef%, N 232, KEFHMEN2.56. 6 KkE, PiIlIEHES L, Shannon-Wiener £ #14:
FER It — I i R

DOI: 10.12677/0jfr.2026.132018 160 K=


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojfr.2026.132018

LR 4%

Table 2. Phytoplankton diversity index
2. FirEME R

Shannon-Wiener ZFEMEFE4((H')  Pielou 51 5 51()) Margalef 3 & fE 5 5((D)

KFR ML

E o i oy W bt H—H s i

JYO01 2.54 1.82 0.65 0.41 1.62 2.02

JY02 3.48 2.37 0.72 0.50 2.54 2.69

JY03 3.90 2.50 0.79 0.60 3.06 2.06

BE IY04 2.97 2.32 0.66 0.59 2.04 1.75

KA JY05 3.55 2.49 0.81 0.55 1.94 2.50

IY06 2.74 2.53 0.59 0.51 2.20 3.22

Y07 3.65 2.62 0.77 0.56 2.20 2.72

B8 3.26 2.38 0.71 0.53 2.23 2.42

YDO1 4.30 2.35 0.89 0.49 3.02 2.51

YDO02 3.51 2.81 0.75 0.57 2.37 2.98

YDO03 3.46 2.61 0.75 0.55 2.20 2.56

YDO04 2.68 2.62 0.55 0.52 2.69 3.26

YDO05 4.15 2.14 0.85 0.46 2.91 2.30

YD06 3.84 2.86 0.78 0.57 2.91 3.23

‘ YDO07 313 2.93 0.70 0.60 1.93 2.65

7j<§(§7ﬁ] YDOS 3.82 2.82 0.77 0.59 3.07 2.93

YD09 2.82 2.95 0.65 0.61 1.88 2.90

YDI0 3.62 2.63 0.82 0.57 2.05 2.53

YDI1 3.05 2.63 0.66 0.56 2.20 2.63

YDI2 2.75 2.59 0.62 0.50 2.02 3.13

YD13 4.14 2.54 0.85 0.52 2.73 2.99

YD14 3.72 2.86 0.80 0.58 2.57 2.94

BB 3.50 2.67 0.75 0.55 2.47 2.82

HHO1 3.64 2.60 0.77 0.54 2.76 2.47

HHO02 434 2.84 0.88 0.59 3.18 2.78

HHO3 3.54 3.06 0.83 0.62 2.03 291

HHO04 3.93 2.63 0.83 0.54 2.96 2.90

HHO5 2.74 2.68 0.66 0.56 1.88 2.93

—— HHO06 3.55 2.56 0.75 0.54 2.30 2.77

HHO07 311 2.42 0.67 0.51 2.60 2.70

HHO08 2.60 1.67 0.61 0.35 1.86 2.58

HHO09 2.68 2.31 0.57 0.53 2.14 2.34

HH10 3.03 2.47 0.71 0.51 1.58 3.04

HH11 3.30 2.47 0.78 0.53 1.57 2.67

¥l 3.31 2.52 0.73 0.53 2.26 2.73
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DLO1 3.46 3.14 0.85 0.61 1.48 3.35

DL02 3.29 3.02 0.76 0.62 1.85 2.90

DL03 3.48 2.95 0.78 0.57 2.16 3.34

DL04 3.64 2.33 0.76 0.53 2.26 2.14

ﬁ;"jgﬁ DLO5 2.72 2.10 0.74 0.59 1.96 1.47
DL06 3.92 2.75 0.79 0.56 2.88 2.88

DLO07 3.84 3.02 0.82 0.58 2.35 3.40

DL08 3.68 2.83 0.87 0.58 1.77 2.77

BIME 3.50 2.77 0.79 0.58 2.09 2.78

NSO1 3.46 2.74 0.80 0.58 2.06 2.68

NS02 3.15 2.48 0.81 0.54 1.82 2.29

e U3 NS03 2.00 2.32 0.60 0.51 1.31 2.38
IKF NS04 2.63 2.60 0.64 0.58 1.73 2.35
NSO05 2.26 2.66 0.59 0.55 1.33 2.82

BIME 2.70 2.56 0.69 0.55 1.65 2.50

FEIFE PR A BT, Pielou FREUER, KITELF: [z, $REGEAL, KIEZ%. 4 Pielou
FEETE 0~0.3 Z07], WPAEEYY: 7E 0.3~0.5 [0, Wydhigge; 7E 0.5~0.8 ZIl, M5 gl ois gL
[17]o X T Pielou 335 BEFREL, BHEWI/K RS, FH—HRE IY0S mif 5 E i E, N 0.81, JY06 mififk
fi%, N 0.59, KRFHERN0.71; HE M IY03 Ml s E s, N 0.60, JYOl fhififk, 041, K
APMEN 0.53. A)HT IR, AEFK RS, £—IHHE YD1 ff5 e, 5 0.89, YD04 £
PB4 0.55, KR TFHIMEN 0.75; 55 1 YDO9 sifi¥ 21 B fe i, N 0.61, YDOS sifiid, N 0.46,
IKERFBIMEHR 0.55. MAJTos . WK &Y, £—IHRE HHO2 M6 5] B, N 0.88, HHO9 rifi
B®i&, 7 0.57, KERFHMER 0.73; 28] HHO3 SALH5I E iR, N 0.62, HHO8 fMfimik, v 0.35,
IKZFHIME N 0.53. MR K R, —WiHA DLOS s 551 i, v 0.87, DLOS sMAiffk, A
0.74, KZF¥MEH 0.79; 5= DLO2 mifr¥y 5k, 4 0.62, DLO4 fAifiK, 79 0.53, K&
54 0.58, FEVU/K AP, FH—HREAE S NS02 s8I E i E, 7N 0.81, NSO5 sk, A 0.59, /K
ZPIME N 0.69; 55 HANSO1. 04 fUAI35) EEfmr, 4 0.58, NSO03 mififmik, 7 0.51, KRTFHMEN
0.55. WARKE, WIEIEXTEL, Pielou $5) B HE50 I L — I3 PR .

YIRS, MR DAY 5], Margalef FeU K, R BB E; k2, 155
BN, RN ZE . 45 Margalef 185U T 3, WKBTEIGYY: 1E 3~4 (8], WAHIGEY: £ 4~5 2
B, WIAEEYS; KT S, MEATEI5E418]. Xt T Margalef & EFa %, #ligim /K A&, FH—WIHE IY03
AL R, N 3.06, TYOL S Ed%, N 1.62, KR TIIMEN 2.23; 55 1 IY06 w3 & & i,
N 3.22, TYO04 SALIRAK, N 175, KEVIME N 2.42. ACEFRKZS, %—WiHE YD sl -F &/
WiF, N 3.07, YD09 rififik, K 1.88, KHRNVIHMEN 2.47; H I YDO4 rmifi & EHm, N 3.26,
YDO5 mALifi%, M 2.30, KERVIHEN 2.82. K FES, H—HAAED HHO2 ffi+8EEm, N
3.18, HHI11 Sk, ~ 1.57, KERFHMER 2.26; FH B HHI10 mfiFE&EEHm, 7 3.04, HHO9 £
Fridl, 7234, KETVHMER 2.73. MmBEIAKZES, H—HEE DLO6 fmfi+E Eikm, N 2.88,
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DLO1 S5k, 9 1.48, /KRFIME NN 2.09; 55 1] DLO7 Sifid 5 B i, N 3.40, DLOS SAiHAL,
N 1.47, KETVHMEN2.78. FEIURKZRT, FH—MAHE NSOl ffrd & B, N 2.06, NS03 sifrf
i, 131, KERFHEN 1.65; 5 I NS0S A F & E R, 7 2.82, NS02 mifiiffk, 229, K
RGN 2,500 BAAKRE, PIEHERTEL, Margalef =& FEHE % — I EL — W6 T .

KEE# Sy, S5 R ER W 3. XFTF Shannon-Wiener ZFEVETE S, I AHE/KEES —W] DL13 fifi 24
Mg m, N 3.24; DLI2 S 2%, N 2.47; KEPIMEN 2.99. % 1 DL09 mifr 2 FEE i,
4 2.26; DLI1 sifii ZHREVERAK, 5 1.09; KEEFIRMEN 1.93. THKESE —H1 YQO5 mifi 2 P& i,
N 3.62, YQI2 ffrZHEERAK, 4 0.14, KEFEMEN 2.14; 1 YQO1 Sl ZittEmm, M 3.15,
YQO6 Sifr ZREMERAR, N 2.05, KEFEMEN 2.65. MAkKE, JbRHKES 2 EvES T8 W,
THKPESE A Z Rt T3 — .

Table 3. Phytoplankton diversity index for reservoirs

5 3. IKEERFHEM SR
Shannon- Wiener £ FEPEFRE(H) Pielou ¥ 21 FE48 5 () Margalef £ & 5 5U(D)

IKEE AL

o E 2t ] 1 E 2t ] 1 %M

DL09 3.21 2.26 0.78 0.59 2.22 2.16

DL10 3.01 2.20 0.87 0.53 118 2.24

Jbcis DL11 3.00 1.09 0.72 0.30 1.90 1.56

IKPE DLI12 2.47 2.11 0.78 0.47 1.04 2.43

DLI13 3.24 2.01 0.79 0.45 2.07 2.68

B1E 2.99 1.93 0.79 0.47 1.68 2.21

YQO1 2.41 3.15 0.62 0.77 2.68 2.90

YQ02 1.81 2.26 0.57 0.59 131 1.70

YQ03 2.72 2.78 0.66 0.67 3.04 2.25

YQO4 1.03 3.04 0.65 0.73 0.39 2.20

YQO05 3.62 2.82 0.80 0.70 3.24 1.89

YQ06 3.59 2.05 0.88 0.51 2.26 1.85

FHKE  YQO7 2.33 2.47 0.70 0.65 1.52 1.60

YQO8 1.35 3.06 0.85 0.71 0.42 2.35

YQ09 3.09 2.79 0.69 0.67 3.23 2.17

YQ10 2.33 2.12 0.70 0.57 1.75 1.69

YQI1 123 2.60 0.48 0.63 0.89 2.25

YQI2 0.14 2.67 0.14 0.62 0.17 2.42

¥IE 2.14 2.65 0.65 0.65 1.74 2.11

X T Pielou ¥J5IBEFEEL, Jb KK ESE —#) DL10 S5 i, N 0.87; DLI1 Sl 5] fE
i, N 0.72; KIFEFEMER 0.79. A6 KK ZESE 1 DLO9 S5 e, 7 0.59; DL11 sS85 &
WA, 80305 KEEPEMER 0.47. FHOKES—I YQO6 mifr¥ s i, v 0.88; YQI2 mifi¥ s &
A%, 4 0.14; KEEPIMES 0.65. THKES 1 YQO1 sifi3y S i sr, 4 0.77: YQO6 mihitb) 5 fE
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A, 80515 KEEFIIMEN 0.65. SAKRE, JLRBKES B ES THE N, TH/KES
58 SRS

Xt F Margalef £ 8 FEHEH, Jb MK ES — DLO9 Al F & e, N 2.22; DLI12 ffiEE K
XA 1.04, KETFHMEAN 1.68, JLKIEB/KIESE W DLI3 sl F & FEfmE, N2.68; DL s+ & Fix
%, N 1.56; KEFHMEA 221, FH/KEFE I YQOS M5 EiHm, N 3.24; YQI2 SfF &k
%, N 0.17; KETFHMEAN 1.74. TH/KES B YQO! SAidEmEEHm, N 2.90; YQO7 fifr=F &k
fi%, A 1.60; KPEFIMEN 211, BAARKE, JERBKES —MFEEEIETHE L, THKESR 1
FEERTE M.

4. TR S54L

AHIEFUS AT B IR P P I AR B VR G5 M AT R R E 5500, il SR a IR A M AH N2
HeREtabn, IR A, FFOPh XK A SRR O, FF USSR, R E SO K 2T
WM ADEVE F B AR ] e RS e T2, PR S AP EEAN [F K RN B W22 o 3]
WA 7 1] 54 FHFIEEY, KIESEH 8 1] 240 Fh, XRAKFEVFEEE, BRSHWHEEE SR
[19] ZREETIEZBUKFR TG S, WS T TSI . rE DUTRIK 2 5 Lb A B BT, AR EE
OB ER[20]0 ISR HAMEIRN T, RPN TS REIBENE E TS S HE AT 2
IHEZHOK R G 6 AL, AR 7 HAE MRS TR A% R R s B I AE MR T o 7 DY) 7K
AL BT, R EE TR BB E R, TR & TR B KR AR [21]. B 4510 L35
a2 NIRRT, RN 5 2 PR EAR N 5200 o % LE 3% , Shannon-Wiener 54011 Pielou
ISR R TS, Margalef F & EARE T, X MR W FhECESG IIqH 40 A AN, i 3 ] AT
IK R IIRRE A P AR [22], R ERA IR N S B . M0 A kG, 7K 8 Hi 5 MR K & 14
AR LT s ST 57 VU K R & TR RSB . AT TR AERE 04T, 38 40 /K R R e 1 1%
BT, XATRe S EREEA K, AL 7 SRS NGNS [23]. TH/KEDFNE & H 5510
AN ACRMEKES I FEEIRECN B IR TS, AR RRMIGRWE ), 2T 2R E .
AHFFEUESE T IR 2 PR RR B K AR S RVl A R, K ARSI IR L TR AR, il
Stof e ARG X 3 i 5 428 o (HAHIE FAFAE — 72 SR PR, T2 R IR, RN 45 & K IR I 5 2 K7 #T s
FEEVAR R, KIS B RS SR, HEBKAE S BRS HEOR T 5 T RE L B

SE K
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