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Relationship between the Trophication Classification and the
Community Structure of Rotifers in Four Lakes
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Abstract: The community structure and biodiversity of rotifers were studied and compared over a
period of one year in four lakes with different trophic state ( mesotrophic and eutrophic). After
analyzed the species composition, dominant species, abundance, biomass and diversity index of
rotifers, it is found that the higher trophic status of lake, the smaller the number of species and
biodiversity (measured as Margalel index, Shannon-Wiener index, K-dominant curves ), and that
rotifer density increased with the improvement of lake eutrophication. There were significant
differences in number of oligosaprobity and rotifer species and their distribution between non-
pollutted and pollutted lakes. There was a negative correlation among trophic status index, Margalef
index and Shannon-Wiener index. The evaluation from comprehensive trophic level index is
consistent with the resulis from biodiversity index.
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SMERD, AR EFERTHEVE BV
faREFESRFEHALFANLE, BEFRL
WIS YRERFE M 4 -NMEAE PRS2, L
BT ERARERLBOMIA PR UFBEENE
HERKLSFHAR FEENEURRE DML
BUERKRBERRAMOASTENESR, BT
REBEAWERSMEKEN LR HTE
T, WP EFRREEEIMHIEN T EMN
WE L KENMNEEREBE . SERA K
5 VA 48 B RE BT R A AR W 2 KR

4 A (N30°23 ~ 30°28’ , E114°38’ ~ 114°
S3HUACH AL B M AT EN R KL B
B /NERABIIE. MR S
(A4 9 2R 200,666,733 hm' ) 5 K #H & 3
HEOXRSKIAE, TEEARHBER
PRA, PEHE M B EAI A Tolk F57K, R PUH
Y SEW R R R Tk B A 1 5 K 35 B B B B U 3
M. FERBEHER 167 m’) SRILEHERE,
M20 14 80 ERAR, HBMARB KA
AR KEHEA IET AKEEEFL, B
EEFERAWG,

1 BRI

1.1 REHMEE BEMNOEMHEES.
AR, PRI L R W WA R
ATFEW(E D), HP LIS IKERE
A, I- Ny iURE S

1.2 BHMRERITHAIZE RUNRET
2001 4F 7.10 A X 2002 4F 1.4 A W F 41,2001
F9.12 AR2002E 3.6 AR FHAERE—IK,
RAEEMHFEAF S SR BLEYMMAKERER
BRUERBR, FOLHEMEANE. €8
BREMH2SLRERKRE REZRE (KT 0.5
m) ERE(EEOSmBEKE, MS5%EBRY
AR S, Io] 50 B i o PO B, VR 48 AR 30 ml,
WE 1 oml BHEAES T 1 ml HHEHE N, 7E 10 10
BABERTR=ZA SR8, RSB RE
MEBHRAEBREN S, R AR Y F
Koste' " M43 K B4 .

1.3 KE2EHHAE RERBRFLET, R

LA,

A (N30"23'E114°53") B (N30"28E11438")

<3 18

C (N30°28/E114°42") D (N30°24}E114°38")

M1 &MRRE S
AL TRME B, PEE . C. RIUM:D. 2 H

KK AL A AT KRR, 25 T B AL 3R AR R I E
AR RE R R a RAWBER
AT B E
1.4 RHASHEEESNITE RAZHEEX
MK B BB E B Magalel M Shannon-
Wiener ZH RN ER ITHEARNMT

Margalef ZHAHEER 4= (S - 1)/InN;

Shannon- Wiener 2 #4535 5

H=- >[(NJN) - In(N/N)]

XH S = FEH N =i FAIHE (ind./
L); N = S%E (ind./L).

AEM KRB METELE 4 M MTER
HERET,

5o R 2R AE U T B B Czekanowsiki 24U
Se HE AR FEIM NI SRS AL,
1.5 HAEFEIRESRZT FAMEXMM
SHBRFREBEGTHMEERERD,

2 % R

2.1 MHEFRELDERANER X1 W
2001 ~ 2002 FEFH4F 4 MHA L ERABRHE
B, 0K . ZHHEYRE. AR 8L 4
AMHNEEHEER., BRHSET  LHHH
AFRVGBIS, BN WM > =5 > R EH
SHEMERERBHEMNELES. HHE
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Fe KB BT AT MACE RSSO
HI 90 SRS AT R S Y R T 8 ol
BIAHSE a(Chla) A BE(TP) B A (TN) & &
BB (SD)4 MM (m = OFLNERR
BHEBTL, ,j= 1,2 m), f T IR -~ # I % L
PR SR AR RO — 25 51, TR R 0 35
FOPRMIR B AL, Hil, BENH S %
AENRESH, ERESRESHRE a1
HERE AN SFHSRCRESR W,
MG %4 B FRR BN TLe FTHF4
WHEKERLER (TEARXRN TIL
= DIWILL, W, = ry D7 Tl S¥IHH
FeA R Y T AL B B BRI AN 48 1 B R 4
L IF M R 2,
F1 SHBLAEIFEESK

b R34 EME OFFEE RoE O
H R alpg/L) 46.8 17.7 3.5 5.2
A (m) 0.41 0.59  0.92 1.16
BB (mg/L) 0.29 0.11 0.06 0.01
B (mg/L) 172 4,72 2.19 1.36
COD(mg/L) 11.78 8.29  9.09 7.14

WY (x 10%ind. /L) 32431 145,78 37.19 16.00

R ENEREBENER

TLI TLI TLS TLI - £
(Chla) (TP)  (SB)  (IN) T 1

HME 66.77 7414 6872 76,76 71.06 HEFR
EEH 5621 586.68 61.42 80.83 62.34 EEF
BmPO# 38.61  48.47 52.47 67.83 49.57 FEF
MPEM 42.90 2480 48.23  59.68 41,76 FEIF

TLI(Chla) . TLI(TP) . TLI (SD) . T (TN) A A A A R & ¥
Chla, TP.SD.TN 8B FRR B R AN TR B NEHE

22 HRAMERARBRLSFBHLE 4-7#H
HEWMERN R 48R, RET 16 .26 B (&
3)o VETRBA T L IE I L L0 WA B AR
AR N 18.21.35.36 fF . R ARFAE LS MIH
BHRATEEEWNHMHEXER(r=-0.968,P
<0.01), WRASHFEH T EIHREA, T
WHREMERFEEFER(P<0.01), A
0 5 R L T 5 AT M A 2 R R F
EPAFEREEZR(P>0.05), A—MAE
WEIFLEB LB EFEZR(P >0.05), FHiRHEE

TR 2 AT E R B ( Brachionus
capsuliflorus } , % R B B 3 W ( Asplanchnopus
multiceps) , T B MO ELIEMIF AR B A 7
o fb, FIEEIR RN 209% .25% . 4 BIE
HHBHME R 3, S EMZHR 18
. WHEETFHRE EFHAMER D,
HEHNMMERS FREMBKRZ ,ZE 4D
MiInEE -, BHEEMHEEREERENM
e bR BT R R R 4 Rl
P EERHEESE TR, EEEMNSERTE
WiEZEXFHERERHE, DERMETERE
BB, 5 g A LB U 4T 2 B SRS B R AR
HEIE %%, H Crzekanowsiki B8 8 H 76.92% |
56.60% .51.85% , B A — X 8 (K F ) i {H (5]
SRR, e R AR

2.3 BREBEREHEMALERE EREB. X
LR AT E AR R BRI Y 5250,
3628.1 538.1 811 ind./L, F ¥ &= B 4+ 54
0.419.0.306.0.640.0.232 mg/L. 4 T#IHE R
MEEFEREFER(P<0.01),BRAMS
AEWMPBANEEAEFEEEEFER(P >
0.05), ZEREXW LMK EHFESHEMNE
FAKEEREWEE(r=0.946, P <0.01), B}
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BHERST HEFVHNEHEITWHEEAHE
FL.EEFRAERN 2R BT

£3 N HRARBNMAXERRETRER

HRIFL T FHEFRBROEN RaiET
BHARN 22 ([ 2)

% R Eg 1 75 EH # Oy aEM
B EH®HF Brachionidae
AR R K Brachionus angularis B ++ 4+ +++ ++ 4+
BEBRERE N B. calyciflorus B-a 4+ ++ 4 +
AEFEERBH B, capsulifiorus +4+
EERERH B leydigi ] .
TRERE N B. urcens B-e +4+ ++ +
NRERER B foficula 8 N . N
WIRE B R B faleatus B .
HEWREE B. diversicornis 4 ++ ++
T H B Plasyias militaris
BRBARE Anuraenpsis fissa 0 ++ (12,96% )  +++ (11.42%) P ++
WIE R TR B Keratella cochlearis B-0 ++ 4+ 4 ++++ (16.57%)
HBR & I M K. nalge 0-p i o
BEAPEN K. quadrae O-B + b4+
HHEH Colurellidae
AP P H Colurella obtuse Q
RREFR Y Lepadella cuminata 3] +
HERF Mutilinidae
ZRBFRHY Mytiling trigona +
EE% Pl Lecanidae
TR A Lecane curvicornis +4+
e # Philodinidae
Ptk P RES B Monostgla renate + i+
SR A Asplanchnidae
BV AR IR L Asplanchna priodonta 0-8 4+ ++4 ++4+ (15.73%) +44+
EERER U Asplenchnopus multicep 0 +
ATEEH} Proalidae
& LHT R Proales daphnicola ] +++(21.65%) +
FHH# Lindiidae
H4 B3 W Monommaza ongiseta ¢ +
H32FE Notommatidae
Kt B Notommate sp. 0 ++ 4+ e+ +4++ 4+ (5,07%)
MAELBH Cephalodella exigna 0 +
mHEELER C. githe B i+
B4 m Cephalodella sp. t
BERH Gastropodidae
HEMRBR R Gastropus hyptopus 0
HEE LI B Ascomorpha saltans (8] +
R REREH Tochocercidae
FERRRBI AN Trichocerca rousseles 0 ++ ++ (7.86%) 4+ o+
MERBED T aylaa 0 +++4+(4.39%) +
BERBER S T. divonnusalli 0 +
FRRERE T, weberi +
WRBRBH T insiglis + 4
ERRREH T, orclindrica 0 +
WEREER 7. copucina 0
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PERREWKE T. dongata 0 +

MERRBER T, graclis ++ ++ + +4

BAREER T:.pu.xilla 0 +4+ (23.21%) ++ (18.81%) ++4+ 4
$EE %R E Synchaetidae

HBEMRE Polyarthra euryptera 0 + +++ +++{5.12%) +++

HEERE R P.wgla B-0 ++++(12.96%) ++++(29.41%) +++(34.94%) ++4(21.12%)

B YHER Y Plesoma truncatum ] + +

BiiRIE B E Synchasta pectinata 0 + + +
HIH Testudinellidae

WRBE R Pompholys sulcata B +
AHK B Hexarthridae

FRAMER Hexarthra mira + + +4+ (13.46%)
ZHE®H Filiniidae

B =R R Filinia maior i +++ (10,07%) ++(14.01%) ++(B.78%) FI
BILRH Conochilidae

MARLLR Collochilus unicornis 0 + 4+ +++{4.35%)

ARBEHEL R C. hippocrepis O + +

X ABIRIEI & Conochiloides ossuarius ) + + ++
RAESH 4 11 21 35 36

OREER 0-BHABERFBSHp-OARPEEEFH AR PHEHB-cHB-cPHE, + . ++.+++ . ++++ 7
BlETAHEHBNETERE(12~-1A3~4A6-7TH9- 10 ASHREL . F X EHB) . BSARFRES BN S KD

MO EEREHHA

2.4 RBFHE KRBHLEWHLEE R37%
THAEAG 0E] 5 A LA RS R B EUE
B H. W E LA E R B ( Proales
daphnicola ) EXBZ A BRE  FHHLES
BLSHK 78.10%, HRERBMHYLERKF
BB EWEMREMILF2ERKEL,
XHE MEE B # M ( Brachionus angularis) . H
LR A ( Polyarthra euryptera ) aAELX . FE
HHEE, 52X . FEFRL B 50.9%.
84.1% ; VUM iR BB R (P wrigle ) H F 4
TR ES G AN 34.94% , 77 7%
£ B ( Asplanchna priodonta ) TE B 7= !\ WL &) g, [8]
FWW. X R = R R ( Filine
malor ) ER K EHE AP M LEMITES
J5cHe B VA RS BFE B ( Hexarthra mira ) TE R 5
RE B, KEFWRIE AW R M ( Keratella
cochlearis ) — HAL FREB AL, HEE SR L
BE30%AA. HETRL EHAEMHABR
EZVHEREAAER LB APRARHEM

A, A SRR AR L TE S WA T B D AR
METE.FRMATEZHEEKAERSE A
R WA RS B ™R
EMHAMN SRR HBRSBEZL
S50 % 80.99% .81.5% .68.9% .60.6% , KHE
BERUMPREEARERER THEREMW
H. KRB HEMERL A BEANERA
ERUES I E: 05 B St 2 s S I
HT 4 Emehe KRB LR, T W%
WM Hp KB HMEHEMTHLENE, K
hm R RS FRESN.

2.5 RESHEERENEE X47IHT 4
AW IR 7 A Wl 2= 8 8 Shannon-Wiener Fll
Margalef 1530, 4 THIHR R B REEIYEL
FERARE , FVRIEREAER, SR FA
BA-sr ML, RS R R AN > K a#
>TEZH > MM, LEMHEE S TR
PFEM, ERERARAZSHEBREEHEE
EfRBEEZRGFEDEWRAMEE.
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REEFE (%)

SI 1;9 I.S 2;] 25 3‘0 3.5
BaEN
B3 &MARRY K RBHS

R4 TRAPRBADSHEREN

A EZE BZE £3F %F £4H
HWE B 1.7214 1.9442 0.89%61 0.9145 1.3601
d 1.1984 1.2501 0.7893 1.2670 1.1262
FEH B 1.8181 1.7432 1.2734 0.6030 1.3594
d 1.6530 1.2808 0.8766 1,1553 1.2437
AIG¥ A 2.0304 1.7375 1.8088 2.0310 1.901%
d 2.6533 1.9245 1.4932 2.6550 2.1815
O¥W B 2.0144 2.2584 1.5203 1.8696 1.9157
d 2.7948 2.4768 1.3998 2.3622 2.2584

Shannon-Wiener £ IEH SE & B HR
B TL MR RARMXX RN

H =2.8950-0.0224 TLIc (r = - 0.931 3,
P <0.01);

Margalef 3§ $0{E 5 TLle 22 8] B9 18] B4 % %
RN

d=4.1859-0.0442 TLic (r= -0.9609,
P <0.01),

3 i #

A MT B T REE R LRI R
BEMMYBHEENE., MAEREN, 4%H
MR R LR FIEHME SEEER
BRTHMMAMREY . W AR
SEERALLFEBEERX" 0K
AEPHEL BEBNARATERY . EEE
Fr 2 i VE R L P IS AR R TR A
PRBME ESEFFILKKI 81.17%.
65.47% , W B 5N 79.56% .62.17% , 5k
MERMFXFERFEIRYT S HR BN H

B RAR NN EAFRENHREER
B AR AR LI .
FeR R BT A E I K Tk Bk T i
WIH, EISERENSAE 6 F.s Mok,
R OEMFSAE 1708 F, H, pEF
MHEEBERLALEEER RaMELEHB TR
ik EEERRT R,

EEMER T JEEFEBRMNR AHESE
AR FREH BRI E R Bk R
BE.ZRAXEMRKFHERRE"", % Shannon-
Wiener 2 FEVE 46 BUAE 500, PR I8, 7= ¥R 15 2
RELTHEHE ABRBUBREERY, 48
MRS ERARRER, YR FERRY
H,XG5RAERRERER TN ER B

—EHRRAARBRS TG DBEELS
MEREEMW, SRR EEX SHAaRRE
EY RAHTAEN ZAXEERERA
K, AAGREERLAEALNBEERE
MR TN EEESH TS MKk EEE
FALBRE D BARNESEE R RMIELK.
TR HERASEMEALBERBE L (216
ind./L}, B 4 90 00 B A A 2 0 40 B VR 45
HWLHAEMAR, KEFEFANEE RS
HBELEHRERENFTERTF.
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