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Abgract : The community gructure of rotifer and ecological assessment of water quality ,including E/O ,Qg/r index and
the biodiversty index were sudied in Lake Gehu Jiangsu Province. After two-year nonitoring in dtu,69 ecies of
rotifer were idertified ,39 gecies were pollution indicator Pecies. The dominant gpecies were Brachionus calyciflorus ,
Asplanchna priodonta , Polyarthra trigla, Filinia longissta and B. diversicornis. The average annua dendty was 1 584
ind. L and the average annua biomass was 5.982 1 mg/L. The totd densty reached the maximum in autumn and
biomasswas highes in summer. The Pecies biodiverdty was postively reaed to the densty and biomass. Rotifer
gecies were dmilar in three 2ones of Lake Gehu. There were no sgnificant differences between the rorth area and the
midde area ,but there were sgnificant dfferences between the north and the suth area. Biologca assesament of water
pollution and trophic condition were eva uated by ecies indicators ,biotic index of E/O ,Qsr and ecies hiodiverdty
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index. The trophic type of Lake Gehu could be regarded as eutrophic.
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Fig. 1 Map o Lake Gehu and sampling dations
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Tablel Mean and range o physical-chemical parametersin Lake Gehu during Apr.2004 - Jan. 2006

Parameters The rorth area of Lake Gehu The midde area of Lake Gehu The oouth area of Lake Gehu
Totd nitrogen (mg/L) 1.505 (0.310 3.992) 1.023 (0.161 3.384) 1.081 (0.139 2.639)
Tota phogphorus (mg/L) 0.273 (0.083 0.698) 0.257 (0.093 0.627) 0.140 (0.010 0.278)
a Chi-a concentration @ gi) 40.62 (5.80 79.68) 37.69 (2.85 71.28) 30.37 (1.31 62.58)
, ( D 5 (Brachionus
2.2 8 calyciflorus) ( Asplanchna
# 13 69 priodonta) ( Polyarthra trigla)
16 28 39 ( Alinia longiseta)
10 , 25.6%:0B8 10 (B. diversicornis) , 0. 305
., 25.6%pa 6 , 15.4%p- 0.103 0.037 0.032 0.029
11 , 28.2%¢0- 2 4
5' l % ) )
v
2 @&
Table 2 Species of rotifer occurring in different sampling gations of Lake Gehu
Secies Sanpling dations Seaon Sprobic degree
Philodinidee
Philodina erythrophthalma 1,9
Dissotrocha aculeata 4
Brachionidae
Brachionus calydflorus 1 13 Ba
B. leydigi 135 6,9 B
B. budapestiensis 1 35 9,11 13
B. falcatus 1 24,7 8,10 11 B
B. angularis 1 13 Ba
B. quadridentatus 1 Ba
B. foficua 14911 B
B. urced aris 1 129 13 Ba
B. caudatus 2 46 79 11
B. variabilis 2 469 11
B. bennini 10 11
B. plicatilis 2,6,.8,12
B. diversicornis 1 13 of
Nothdca labis 2 B
N. squamula 3,10
N. acuminata 6,11
Argonathdca fdiacea 5,9
Keratdla cochlearis 1 29 13 of
K. quadrata 2 36,10,12 13 of3
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Joecies Sanpling dations Sgprobic degree
K. testudo 10,13
K. valga 1 39 12 o
K. tidnensis 9 10,13
Patyias quadricornis 12 a
Epiphani dae
Epiphanes senta 13
E. brachionus 3 5
Qolurdlidae
Colurdla obtusa 35 6 0o
C. undnata 16,11 12
Lepaddla ovalis 12
L. acuminata 1 2,12 o}
L. patdla 246 of
L. imbricata 7
Euchlanidae
Euchlanis parva 3,10
E. dilatata 2,12 of
Aglanchnidae
Asplanchna priodonta 1 13 B
A. girodi 1 6,8,10 of
Asplanchnopus multiceps 3,11 o]
Lecanidee
Lecane ungulata 1,10,12 of
Monastyla lunaris 5
M. dosterocerca 24 6,10,13 B
M. dachis 5,710 11,13
M. bulla 4 of
Notoneti dee
Notemmata curita 10
N. cyrtopus 9
Monommata longiseta 1 9,11 o}
Cephaloddla gibba 2 B
Syncheeti dee
Pdyarthra vul garis 6
P. ddichoptera 13 79,12 13
P. trigla 1 13 Bea
P. remata 1,11
P. minor 1 13
Synchagta pectinata 5 o]
S. gtylata 4,6,8,12
Ploesoma hudsoni 6 7 of
Tedudindlidee
Testudindla mucronata 8
Filiniidee
Filinia major 134 11 B
F. passa 14 79,12 Bea
F. longissta 1 13 a

Qorochilidee
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Secies Sanpling dations Seaon Sprohic degree
Conochilus hippocrepis 4 o]
Trichocercidae
Trichocerca capud na 1 12
T. dongata 35 79,11 0
T. pusilla 46 911 12 B
T. weberi 4
T. rousHei 8 0
Diurdla porcdlus 7
Prodidae
Proales falladosa 5.8 B
Gagtropod dae
Ascomorpha saltans 1 8,10 o]
Hexarthri dae
Hexarthra mira 2,7
o: ;0B B ;B B- Ba Ba ;o -
0 :oligoszprobity ; of3 :oligof3-mesosgprobity ; B B-mesosgprobity ; B B-a-messgprobity ;0 O-mesosgprobity.
3 2004 2006 D (ind. L) B (mg/L)
Table 3 Density and biomass o rotifer of different gations in each ssason ,2004 - 2006
Time (- Yea-Morth) +
Sanpling
dation 2004-04 2004-07 2004-10 200501 200504 200507 2005-10 2006-01 Mean £ D
1 D 1375 3400 4 475 925 1425 3725 625 125 2009+1619
B 3.1600 12.2831 15.2242 8.3660 6.1644 31.2345 1.2724 0.0960 9.7251+10.1505
P D 400 1425 1 600 1025 525 750 1675 1125 1 066 + 482
B 1.000 O 8.4745 6.378 0 10.548 5 0.8343 1.8758 8.2375 6.966 0 5.5393+3.7776
3 D 1350 6 350 - 575 775 3300 1975 650 2139+2 092
B 2.9613 27.9005 - 4.964 5 2.9039 10.5647 7.6930 2.5360 8.5034+9.0495
4 D 1250 2 650 3275 2 000 1250 1800 1 500 1975 1963+ 702
B 2.607 5 10.392 5 8.496 8 6.954 0 3.108 3 10.091 5 9.401 9 9.9634 7.6270%+3.1431
5 D 300 2250 1875 500 1200 2825 1500 425 1359 +925
B 0.6925 9.9235  4.7808 1.5395 2.6843 13.5130 7.1108 0.2923 5.0671+4.7695
6 D 1150 1250 4 200 1550 2 100 2725 2375 1675 2 128 +998
B 2.483 2 3.420 12,1148 13.8610 54265 12,2881 10.2442 54638 8.1630+4.4552
7 D 1350 75 4 850 1050 1825 4 425 200 525 1788 +1 856
B 2.5523 0.017 5 9.4789 17.1570 7.3608 26.8708 0.4760 0.8343 8.0935+9.5905
8 D 950 2275 4 825 1650 - 200 3100 1425 2061+1529
B 2.0310 6.3595 8.9923 31.2610 - 0.9832 11.447 8 7.4838 9.7941+10.159 0
9 D 275 2100 6 400 200 1 600 300 6 275 450 2200+ 2 646
B 0.6310 6.367 5 11.500 8 1.518 0 4.526 4 0.240 8 12.800 9 0.6858 4.7839+5.0329
10 D 400 1725 1300 250 1425 50 2 500 625 1034 +845
B 0.7340 56285 2.6527 0.8270 4.5%69 0.068 5 5.149 7 1.8018 2.6824+2.1804
1 D 1200 2 850 1375 1325 1350 1350 525 1350 1281+768
B 2.4595 6.7152 3.478 5 9.3325 1.3317 6.336 3 1.636 0 1.3313 4.0776+3.016 5
12 D 100 2 650 1025 1 000 1225 150 1 500 575 1028 +822
B 0.1950 6.2562 1.406 8 6.4650 3.2577 0.055 8 3.764 9 2.6280 3.0037+2.4633
13 D 0 350 600 200 575 50 725 650 394 +284
B 0 1.424 0 1.128 0 1.380 5 1.200 9 0.027 5 5.991 8 2.0532 1.6507+1.888 6

- Sow the sanple have been log.
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Fig. 2 Seasonal change  density and biomass
o rotifer in Lake Gehu (2004 - 2006)
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Table 4 The digribution o Shannon- Wiener , species richness and evenness indices of
rotifer in Lake Gehu from 2004 ,4 to 2006,1

Time Sanpling dation
(- YearMorth) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
2004-04 H o031 - 0.77 047 029 066 106 076 031 125 071 056 -
J 04 - 0.37 068 0.41 037 05 04 04 070 051 081 -
D 014 - 097 014 018 071 069 073 018 08 042 022 -
2004-07 H 149 104 135 138 157 069 064 122 149 125 15 1.8 113
J 060 065 05 067 08 05 09 07 068 078 058 079 070
D 13 05 114 08 078 042 023 05 105 05 163 127 0.68
2004-10 H 13 163 - 209 191 18 18 172 193 136 163 161 189
J 05 084 - 0.84 08 079 08 075 078 070 091 078 0091
D 1.07 o0.81 - 1.3 119 120 1.06 106 126 0.8 069 101 1.09
2005-01 H 133 102 13 175 133 128 13 109 05 123 124 105 0.67
J 074 05/ 08 08 08 072 068 068 07 076 077 09 097
D 073 072 063 09 064 068 08 05 03 072 05 029 021
2005-04 H 169 130 148 1.8 162 177 171 - 216 220 193 222 2.08
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4
Time Sanpling gation
( - YeaMorth) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
J 0.74 0.81 0.71 0.87 0.74 0.77 0.88 - 0.90 0.84 0.84 0.86 0.9
D 124 0.64 1.05 0.98 1.13 1.18 0.68 - 1.36 1.79 1.25 1.69 1.42
2005-07 H 19% 213 223 202 20 197 23 1.5 179 069 198 1.5 0.69
J 0.76 0.89 0.86 0.82 0.84 0.77 0.81 0.97 1.00 1.00 0.86 0.97 1.00
D 146 1. 66 1.60 1.47 1.38 1.52 1.91 0.75 0.88 0.26 1.25 0.80 0.26
2005-10 H 1.88 1.87 2.01 1.86 1.8 2.04 0.97 1.48 1% 1.91 1.78 1.73 117
J 09 08 08 08 08 08 08 064 08 075 092 08 08
D 109 1.21 1.19 1.09 1.09 1.29 0.38 1.12 1.14 1.53 0.9 0.96 0.46
2006-01 H 133 1.76 1.19 1.74 1.01 1.59 1.19 1.68 1.04 0.84 1.36 1.97 0.9
J 09% 08 08 09 073 08 08 094 058 07 062 095 062
D 0.62 1.14 046 079 050 067 048 069 08 031 111 110 0.62
Q1 2.0 9.0, 4.6 E/O
, Qerr
( 5 Y, =- 0.148 + 0.495X + 0.000 1X° - 0.008X
5 (R =0.376, F = 3.028, P = 0.094)
Table5 Regresson analysis of density, biomass with Y, =- 2.163 + 2.065X - 0.414X° + 0.026X°
Shannon- Wiener , species richness and evenness (R2 = 0.676, F = 6.256, P = 0.014)
. . ) Yl E/O ) Y2 (33/'[' f X
Perermeter Shanron Soecies richness  BEvenness
index index index
Density 0.435" 0.512" - 0.145 6 Rt E/O
Biomass 0.318 0.370 - 0.119 1.5, }l% QB/T 2
** p<0.01 The figures in the 1
table :correlation coefficient. ’
. 2 Qer 9,
“B
2.5 E/O Qa7 ]
E/O 2.0 4.0, 2.8 e
6 13 E/O Qur
Table6 E/O value and Qg value at 13 sampling dations in Lake Gehu
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Sanpling gation
E/O 3.7 4.0 2.8 2.0 3.0 2.2 2.0 2.0 2.5 2.0 2.8 4.0 3.0
Q7 9.0 9.0 4.0 2.7 6.0 3.0 2.3 2.0 3.0 8.0 3.3 3.0 5.0
2- 6 pH

Shanmon-Wiener
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Table 7 Regresson analysis o physicochemical parameters with density , biomass
and Shannon- Wiener , species richness and evenness

Parameter Dendty Biomass Shanron index  Soecies richness index Bvenness index
Water temperature () 0.295" 0.137 0.279"" 0.374" 0. 064
pH Potentia of hydrogen 0.046 0.151 -0.267° -0.3127 - 0.199
Permanganate index (mg/L) - 0.086 0.018 0.360"" 0.343" 0.324™
Total phogphorus (mg/L) - 0.010 0.231° 0.042 - 0.093 0.118
(10%nd. L) " .
Dendgty of phytoplankion 0.518 0.230
(mglL) .
Biomass o phytoplankton 0.241 0.035
*P<0.01, * P<0.05 The figures in the table :corrdaion coefficient.
] ( Drot) pH
[23] - [2]
(Bu) Herzig :
D =- 11021.000 + 1 470.581 pH T
+ 56. 452 i '
H
(R =0.233, F = 9.128,P = 0.000) L P ’
L)
Ba =- 32.034 + 0. 243 + 4.195 pH
(R =0.162, F = 5.795, P = 0.005) ’
3 , Gal kovskgjal™”
[4]
31 P :
[4.19,20] Herzi g[2]
=
[21] '
[22]
3 L
: 20 (201
A 69 [27]

-\.’ r
i)
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