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Fig. 1 Map of the sampling stations of macrobenthos in the
survey area
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(AR i B i 4RO 2, T 10% 48 /R Th MR T
5 . FEMABYALEE | (A7 . T4, PRE R IR (i
PEPR AL ) BRI,
1.2 FEEFHRNZE

BV 43 ) B — 5 BB DR R 2 R AL 2 A &
aeh 20°CIRAET, H T4 (Chl a) . A HLER ST
TR E (400 5 o

4 28 B E R D6 e . AL
IR QI PER AR ) o H B R B0 - R AR b Tk i
Frim s ol LR R BE ) ORI 3 A4Sk £
FE, RIS R SRS, @it Folk 4 Hr
DUR2ERIUOT ) KR | TR R R i CTD #RIMAY
P4

1.3 HBELEE N

1.3.1  RHEFETE
AXT B E TR I (Index of Relative Impor-
tance) A AU
Iri=(W+N) xF,

Hrbe w YR EY RS BAYENA ST, N
R EE S BFEENES, FOoZR
ORI
1.3.2 ZRHEEBENITE

Shannon-Wiener 40 (H") . Margalef F & E 55X
(D)UA K Pielow’s ¥fh34 5] 485 ()R AT

H'=-Y(n/N) xlog »(n;/N),
D=(S-1)/logN,

F1 REBEZMHLTERT

J'= H'/log,S,
b S BRIV N ENMARER, n RS | AR MAER

1.3.3  FIEST

TR FH 8 JECAT A= 4 = B 0 A ) i 5 24 )
A W) E R 2R (ABC il £R); X3 B B Ut AT
Cluster 78T (2153 7% ) LA & SIMPER 43 AT (1ff 5 )
R EEAE AR, UL ES I PRIMER
6.0 A,

2 %R
2.1 AARIRIE

1 AR A AR TR ISR .
BRI KRN 12.6 mo K IEEIEA A T 1
() J42 3, Ry 31.0 my FIRAML T ARILE R J02 3,
{UH 6.0 mo JRIRFHIME R 13.65 C, 434 EHMIL
ZE RIS IRETFAME 31.81, ofiEHs
IR AR, WAL E r i . JHA IR Chl a
YA AN AY, ALERIEE R J11, J12, J13, J14. J15,
J16 ¥ Chl a %, 76 0.68 pg/g UL by Kk 1A J01
i ZERPAT Y J02 3 DL RS AR Y J33 S RN J41
Chl a 8%, KT 0.30 pg/g. FHHUBRALAR FRM 1 K i
FAb S, Wy Lk 143 3i67(1.872 mg/g)fiiZs
FHATET 716 36(1.612 mg/g), HA b7 A PR & 83
TE 0.609 & 1.281 mg/g Z [] ., ALH i Sk TR 2 A0 L)
WO R D Ry ;A I S AT S T A YT AR s AR
HELER A .

Tab.1 Environmental factors of each sampling site in the survey area

DRSS K /m TR/ C JEEE Chl a/(pg/g) HHLBK /(mg/g) DU
Jo1 8.6 13.73 32.22 0.28 0.609 ik
J02 6.0 15.62 31.00 0.21 1.098 Wb
J11 7.0 13.81 31.78 0.68 0.702 Bk b
J12 10.1 13.63 31.94 0.70 0.865 s Bk b
J13 7.1 14.19 31.75 0.80 0.835 iRy
J14 6.8 14.60 31.88 0.91 1.124 b o kA
J15 6.5 15.33 31.59 0.75 0.953 ik
J16 8.0 15.13 30.95 1.23 1.612 b o kA
121 9.0 14.80 32.05 0.41 0.713 s Bk b
122 8.0 13.71 31.81 0.37 0.864 s Bk b
123 10.8 13.68 31.83 0.34 1.049 divyiRiy
124 6.5 13.64 31.74 0.32 0.735 TR
125 8.6 14.43 31.61 0.50 1.203 ik
131 10.8 13.99 32.19 0.44 0.690 Wb R
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i K /m R/ C J[icE 2 Chl a/(pg/g) LK /(mg/g) DU A
132 29.7 12.25 32.04 0.47 1.097 b B R A
133 21.6 11.90 31.99 0.21 0.949 TR o U6 BT b
134 15.0 12.76 32.09 0.71 1.281 b
J41 31.2 11.95 31.94 0.23 1.082 Tk ST
142 31.0 11.95 31.87 0.32 0.711 TR B Rb
143 10.0 11.98 31.96 0.59 1.872 TRy
-y 12.6 13.65 31.81 0.52 1.002

2.2 KRB RAB A MFr KR G5 M HFF

AP A R LB R ARG A=Y 208 Fh, )@
WEashy . wiEshy . diEsh . 2E3E. ®iksh
Y. B ks . kRS E RSP I
1125, HhZ R ARSI H 5225550 H 3 76
42 F 72, S ELEEHE, HWRECZ N SRR
92.23%.

Yy Fh U 2o 00 3l o B BRAE AL AR IR Y J14 3,
g 58 By HUAE VU R AR A PR LAY 021 3,
R 49 Tl PR ECR D 0 S BRAE TS TR I Y 033
2 23 F; T CIALE J41 F 343 s BB AR A,
SIS 24 0 IHAREIACHS (LR BC IR RS

T 2N I HEBTT 10 DAY . FEREIAT R
philippinarum A Y A (126 — PL b, 322 B
TEVR AR VTR o Ing HER T 10 2RI TR 2 E
Fedl 7 P PR R, LTl A A T A T
WoR T Z B RAE AT 0 L H AT

x2 FAEBEWMENEREELHR AR
Tab.2 Top 10 species ranked by /g, in the survey area

Pl In
ARG Ruditapes philippinarum 2 092
AL SR Corophium sinense 1376
FHRIGWYIEE Nephthys oligobranchia 569
ANEZTH Sternaspis scutata 350
sl . Mediomastus californiensis 314
AT IHERYS Moerella iridescens 301
ERHE R Sigambra bassi 200
£ v B Tharyx multifilis 196
B RYPER Lumbrinereis latreilli 187
24 350, Heteromastus filiforms 154

23 REBERWENFELEANE
3 R, VA A IEEROR B AR ) 8P 4

J¥ 2 654.38 ind./m*. 3 A e (8 H B AE ZE R
() J02 3, FEREEIL 9 670.00 ind./m?*, Zuh A7 H B
THEERE PR Corophium sinense (7 470.00
ind./m%); FEEWREE N BAEZERTT T/ J16 3, R
N5 933.33 ind./m’, 2 [RIRE BT R R AR R
# C. sinense (4 140.00 ind./m?). VEZEHEERTG LY
JO1. JI1, J12. J13 Al J14 ¥y 87 SEAE s s 11
R. philippinarum, H3FEAXTEGE, X AT 68 5%
ol 80 e Vg BRI R T R IR AR A G . T B A AR E
BTEVE ARG 743 3, FEACH 393.33 ind./m’;

#3 AESHXEEREEYNEE EVEMS MBS
Tab. 3 Abundance, biomass and diversity indices of
macrobenthos in the survey area

AL ERE/(ind./m?) AEYR/(g/m?) B J’ D
JO1  4340.00 8223340 2.147 0.429 3.701
J02  9670.00 2515.1730 1.841 0.344 4.359
11 4167.67 324.9393 2435 0.467 4.319
J12 409333 866.7827 3.139 0.565 5.533
J13 2820.00 111.0880 3.466 0.670 4.406
J14 405333 3862.7553 3.589 0.613 6.861
715 1 870.00 9231.552  4.784 0.866 5.973
J16 593333 31.5727 2.089 0.418 3.570
121 1 980.00 131.940 0  4.023 0.716 6.323
22 165333 193613 4521 0.844 5.398

123 956.67 9.5187 4.456 0.862 5.099
124 1013.33 142793  4.830 0.890 6.603
J25 853.33 41.1819 4.633 0.903 5.038

31 2060.00
132 1980.00
133 980.00
134 2360.00
141 1 280.00
142 630.00
143 393.33
V¥ 2654.38

22355720 3.315 0.623 5.111
58776 7 4.490 0.844 5.138
7.6240 4.260 0.938 3.194
142.5347 4.745 0.817 7.082
313720 4.194 0915 3.215
221850 4.137 0.866 4.034
9.698 7 4.280 0.934 3.850
10245121 3.769 0.726 4.940
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Fig. 2 Spatial distribution of the (a) abundance and (b) biomass of macrobenthos in the survey area
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Fig. 3 Cluster analysis of macrobenthos in the survey area
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the survey area

BEVE T, sl s M. californiensis . FEERUGWIVD 4
N. oligobranchia FNXKIH, Ampharete acutifrons FE .
TR T IR M R TS 1 BREUE, A4 733 1 J41 3,
BRI 26.4 m, BURRPIZERL ST A R BT LA K
BRI vk 1A NFEAMRIED 53.27%, =45k
i ARLPE Y ST DTHR R 5 K 28.20%

BEVE 1L, XM B Ampharete acutifrons . 7 )7 2
W& Hiatella orientalia MEILFGHREE Xenophthalmus

pinnotheroides FET5 o ZRETE /KR 31.0 m, P2
KRR SRS TR . LR AR ST DALY J42 3,
5 HABREE A SR R, FE 70.40%~77.25% 2 [A]

PEVEILL, ZERIGWIVL A N. oligobranchia ANE|5
WS scutata M| L M. californiensis #E9% . 1% RET%
AL VG H B UL S b iR B 6, P 347K IR 13.8 m,
DURRY R AR LIRS B b o o AL -F XA AL
46.57%, = FEAERb O 2 Y AR AP BT RR R Rk
21.22%,

BEVEIV, Wisl s M. californiensis, #2550 H.
filiforms FtE B8 . Hermadionella truncata ¥
T o ZRETE LSRR AL EEE Y J02 A IS 3, SFEUK
& 6.3 m, TURWSEBL 5 by b FIAD Bk b o HE TS
IVZH NI ARIPE R 42.88%, = ANFRAEFRXT2H 9 AH
APE ST BT 18.46%

3 w#
3 AEBBRRARBESFESLSTREA
FTx%

2T WP KA R AR A S
WL FAEAEAH G, AW AT 1T R B A=
Y JE S5 EEH T 55 1) Pearson BT, MBS

iK%, Rl . IREE . Chl o AHLEKR . F1
KLAE AP EDRLAE, Pearson AHOCHE A4 R ILEE 4.

Fz4 BEBHXERMENEE SIFERE FHI Pearson 8K 1%

Tab. 4 Analysis of Pearson correlation between abundance of macrobenthos and environment factors in the survey

area
K /m IR/ C JRER Chl a/(ng/g) H MUK/ (mg/g) Sk 42 /mm FPER AR /mm
+E -0.387 0.604** —0.605** 0.236 0.038 -0.324 —0.342

T **7E 0.01 7K B WA, #1E 0.05 K b i AR

25 R R W A AN A= ) - B 5 R A R
G, HIRER A W AAHOC, 5 HAB R T
BEMRKFR . BRI PR Se A P i MV K
AU s ) W5 AR 2] T ARLSS e, RIS IR 5K
R 5 M g PN S AR P A A A 1 = AT
32 RAEBBRERBESHEREHH

H ATAH R BLRAA= Y AN AR S A B8 T & 1
HEA14Z2, U0 Shannon-Wiener $5%8%° . ABC fifj £ 1%,
AMBIP4E - Horr Shannon-Wiener $§ 30 H A4 #58 AY
sl il HIPERS . 2 AR Y, 123 DU ORI 3R
Be R ER O : HE KT 3 WiE T, H'EAE 2-3 Z A 4%

BEVS Y, H TR 1~2 Z R S s, H (H/hT 1o
TGS, R 2 ATLIE L, BRALERIEET Jo1, J02
634N, HAuhtr B ¥KTF 3; 101 355 J16 3 H'
TE 2~3 ZJa); J02 3% H' f/h, AN 1.841, WG A 4
B FE R, AT LA R R 2 i el AR A B i O, AR
IR J01, J02 1 J16 sz BN P sh, Hodr K iy
FIRRFT Y JO1 3 52 342 BE R 3l, 2R 1 B A J02
FI16 whoy 5z B b B B SR R Sh .

AR SCAAYL T 45 3l 457 B RGP A 1 = A
P gk, R AT 1 BT B T 16 3 1 il 4 % 2R
ZXERE, f8m J16 w28 EW(E 5), Havuk
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AR — B2 N NS B B IR T —
RHNHEFE P, i 57 45 R R 5 4 A X A
FARERZE AT 1 R PG R AT T BRI . 2017 4R H %
B NS Oy I gT 4 R R ZERNR 0 R
W2k Cr. Ni fl Cu BN EEX, Hrf Cr. Ni
1 Cu FI{E 5> 91355 62.73 mg/kg . 24.62 mg/kg Fl
23.44 mg/kg, GABIGE R B /3 A I LR EARR]

H ST AMEN, 2017 FRMERFS
B — . I AKOK TR AE A ST L 2012 4
2016 FHFHETHE T 14.3%54, 2018 45—,

x5 KAREHEHRERRIXT L

TR K KR o v ) 9 kT AR S N R T AR Y
73.7%, [FHE 2017 4E42 %5 1 1.9%, L 2014 4R T
10.3%, X 53 5 H' 2 BB AT i 1 34 AR 45
B, ATULE AR M S 7K A P ks .

ZE B TIR, AW IA R I A v RS A A AR ER
BEA ARG, RW TRl F1 2R AT B 3 v SR A A —
FEFRERYTG YL
3.3 ARARERE ;AT FA T

L5 RHASHESE 5 3 A RN T v S Ty S A 5 R
R 10T, 30T 5ot b AR5 R F0 JRE G A 4 114 F- 2
FE L YR HFER— L3R 5 Dy s s 22 A8 K
2007 4F B i AR i R BB A= 47 2 o B
%, X4 W ek A X AR, 56— DI 3 Ay )
% Protankyra bidentata, ‘5 RWF5E L K HoAth s
G O S — PR AR R R, X AT RE S B R A 2
{14 3t 57 15 T JE P VS v e 5 S 5 B A T Sl ) DL 26
FEBEIXCT AR 5E 5 I AR B I 5T v TR S 43 1
GRS, F LR R N bR B v S T
i N TS 4y e S T R VS I R ST R e, {H BV AR AR
PR 58 2 AH TR, WA IR 5T rb 5P T A 0 B 7 3 1 4
YR T RRIE AP R ZEER G VI VD% N. oligobranchia. AN
BIZF R S, scutata FIP | B M. californiensis, TitJE
AR USTBF 9 45 SR P i B VR 10 R TE ol Ay SR LG W) V)
N. oligobranchia . —ViR%i W% Hemileucon bi-
dentatus FIE T Sigambra bassi, X 7] B85 vl
Pri e . AR SR DT i AN [l L S N 2T B R A< fe
75 Ak AT BB XS XI5 PN R A A A R A G

Tab.5 Comparison between the data of this study and those of the historical studies

REEMI A KRB A

ﬁﬁ MR RIRRA ;g WITRE  BTEE ] i;
B/ (ind./m%) Y&/ (g/m?)
20185 20 0.05m’#H=URIEEE 3 2654 1025 3.77 FEHRTMGT Ruditapes philippinarum 78 3C
20145 13 0.05m* A= RILEE 4 2483 176 3.96 AEEHEIAT Ruditapes philippinarum  [15]
20113 8  0.05m’ AR RIELE 3 5223 259 4.01 HEHEIAT Ruditapes philippinarum  [36]
20074 5 0.05m?AHFRIELE 3 876 36 2.59 BRI 2: Protankyra bidentata (1]
20045 5 0.05m> UK 3 3617 1 094 2.50 — [10]
2002.6 4 0.05m’FHECREH 5 1371 11 1.75 — [11]
W —— R RS
4 %%\ Ko ZE T 11 9 8 B S0 0 5 AR A — SRR TS

1) I £ T R A AR PR B LA B, Kbl 1

2) R it R 5 2 R W ] A T R TR SR A )
JE B E IR N T
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Diversity and community structure of the macrobenthos in
Jiaozhou Bay in spring
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Abstract: Biological and environmental data were obtained from 20 stations in Jiaozhou Bay in May 2018 to investigate
the diversity and community structure of the macrobenthos. A total of 208 macrobenthic species were found in the survey
area, with an average abundance of 2 654.38 individuals/m® and an average biomass of 1 024.5122 g/m’. The species
richness, abundance, and biomass were higher in the northern area than in the southern area. Most of the dominant
species were polychaetes, with Ruditapes philippinarum being the most dominant. Both the Shannon—Wiener index
and the ABC curve showed that the benthic ecological environment in the survey area was undistured. At 40%
similarity level, 4 commumities could be clustered. The abundance of the macrobenthos was influenced by tem-

perature and salt content of the bottom water.
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