B RERZEZEIR

JOURNAL OF SHANGHAI OCEAN UNIVERSITY

ERXE 2 B
202441 A

Vol.33, No.1
Jan., 2024

XERS: 1674-5566(2024)01-0135-15

KILAERKISE MEEXBFELEHIILR

DOI:10. 12024/jsou. 20230404152

ZEFE, AR, RAET, REE
(1. FIEEEERE 85 DNA FEAR 5K S EEEPEAS TR PO, B3 2013065 2. iR 4E KRB ARARA A,
2001315 3. R EHERY Y RG0S5 i E e, R 201306)

Sy

W OE: IRV O s F K O SRS 4540, 20204 4 7 (F2) 5 9 (BZ) e KT b A6HS (B fE K
T 1200 a5, R FH 4 I (/N E 25 mm) 47 T 2 Aol SEUR I s . JHEE 08 IR B2 AR XS
RV - PR E, T 0EAT 2 N ZE 01 4387 L5 % 137 4387 ( Canonical correspondence analysis, CCA),
DL 28 H B B 7 I 2 8 A FL A 5 PR TR - X 8 A AT R B . AR R R AR B 40 95 49 R, SR E 16 H 25
BEaLJE 420 Wil B Wz K PR 2s  LUR] VRP R 22 b P S8 D3 B KA 1 . B R R RS R % 1 i TR
= OMKERBREHESTES. R (Coilia mystus) . J1 5 (Coilia nasus) . B % # % 14 ( Collichthys
lucidus ) S5 (Miichthys miiuy ) TEWASZE55 Th B R PE A . 2, SR RO IR B2 XoF S8 B2 DTk e ey, HLTE
25 YD R BRI v G S TR S i W 2 5 Bk 2R, Sk A (Harpadon nehereus ) ) R UG TR 4% 1 BTk
e di ey, fH D85 00 FRBCHEUR 8 B R e 2 . RO T SRR M AR A SR /R B R 1Y Shannon-Winner 24
PEFREC(H') \Pielou P21 EFEEL (') Margalef Fi2E & EFEE (D) & T H 2, i F 2= Simpson H.4[ J& 75 %L
(C") PR R . FFIEK IR N 7K T 3R 2 8018 32 Z2 s 28 TR B2, AAAE 7 A2 Ak, BER 8 B2 1 T 40 A 48 7R
VP2 R a4 15 ST M

KR KILH; MR SIS ; SR

FESES: Q178.1 MERFRERD: A

TR IROK VHBEIK RGR AR A B AR 2 R RAT A T, 5 = 2070 30 V9 10 A B9 3

G, 2 — PSR AR I 2 B A ) R 2 R
AR S5 DR, R e J2 0 2 2R A Y B
Y IR G NS S e T, CERER B A AR
PRIz EA . Wl BT IRIE AR Dy — R R s
U, AT LAAR B dhy i s 22 55 R 1 F AR AR 4 # 78
e, oAl A BRI 55 o PR — 28R
PN T 1T R A0 3T v 4l 1Y £ SIS W IR A AN Pk
Moz [ A A S B 0 Y 52 49, HOQUE
SRS T e PG S0 457 MY 559 1l P
FrWroe , R AL 2 32 8L 60 1, i by 1 52 2= HI T 2=
Z G RRAE v LA 14 22 S s ENGMAN 251 LU 8%
T BB A BAURE AR 0 e
FERFTIT A 5 [ (4 £ R v 2, iz
b DX P IR M T A PR BRI S A

s B HE: 2023-04-11 & E BHA: 2023-05-17

P H T Ak M R T AT ZE RS R K FE
i H 2T KRR E S, A K382 7 R A
KA 13 R K (R 5% 0 K [ B 15 VS W2 9
B K A G Z P PR KA IS T, R
FEFRY R Bz A h O R vk sh P iR 7
BB E RS . fE T EE R
PITHR KR, VT 2225 DN Rh 42500 FhiESS
FaU PR A T s R S PR R AR AR T A
FRE &, T R AT 1 A ) Z2 RE O 1 A AR 5T
ARAFGEHEET 2020 4F 4 H 59 A 7E KT F RE R
12 /3 s B AT (Rl e DR R A R G 0 2 TR
BEEERIHERE 38 IR A5 05 1 0 2 e 2 8 LIRS
PR, AR S 48 o- ZREPEFE B
Fl e R R SR IS AR

EEWA : KILHHUETR IR NI L BH (1923-102)
PEERIA : ZERHE(1998—) , B HWF 58 A, WF5E 05 10 oK A AE 2% . E-mail: 757310346@qq.com
EIEEE: M R4, E-mail: jszhong@shou.edu.cn

WAUIT AT © IR R4 ) i i (CC BY-NC-ND 4. 0)

Copyright © Editorial Office of Journal of Shanghai Ocean University (CC BY-NC-ND 4. 0) http://www.shhydxxb.com



136 SR C S N S SO 33 %

W Z= A AR AR R AR X SR BOE AL AL
obh 5 EA R A RS R A BRI
TRERIAE AT AR, 5 A T il B IR
HUR PRSP SR AR A

1 MRS TE

1.1 AEFESHERETE

20204F4 H (#2) M9 H (FkZ) ZERKIT IR
KR (121°55712"E~122°17"13"E,30°59' 38" N~
31°21'54"N), AL R BIEALHE (A 1~A4) dUkY
(A5~A8) F (A9~A12) % BL 4P ufifis i, 124>
stz S (D), ARG ) (/NS H 25 mm) 217468
P I, A R 2.6~3.8 kn, BRSNS 2 3
RIEFTE] 30 min, SRAEJS AR N RIEOA MV 2
VKAIRAE . i FH HYDRO-BIOS A4 I 1 3 f
SEVURE . PFEHERAE el R A LR
AKAR(S L) ETIK T 0.5 mALRE 2003 1 LAKKE R H
DDBJ-350F #4r 534 SUR1 JPBJ-608 BV ik 534t
ASCEN 75 0 7 ¥ 3% T 5L (Sea surface temperature,
SST) VR ML (Sea surface salinity, SSS) \pH\Y’%?
fi#t4A.(Dissolved oxygen,DO) , 1L 58
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Fig.1 Sampling stations
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it NELSON 45207 ik i 47 8 R 73 R R G 4k
J¥ , 2784 2 IR DUR SR 2 40 5 B (R a2k
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W ind./km®) 5 C P-4 4 /)N IR 4 I 3 3¢ ()5
it kg/hs B AL ind./h) s BN AT AR,
km?/hs g S W B4 4R 5, g=1- 36 i 5 K 4 SC/
T9110—2007 A e H H X ¥ v A= 40 't 52 52 Wie) F
Pr B AR AR) |, 22 B Y] 5 I SR I 2L 5 2R 9
KA, kR AR H0.5,
K H Pinkas A X} & 2 PE §5 %L (Index of
relative importance , IRD) R AL L #F, A h
I,=(W+ N)x F x 10* (2)
T 1y A AHRT B EFR BCIRIE ; W S — 4y i
o BT A AT L N O A R A
T3 s F o B SRR B — W ) B ot
SHECE 43 Lo AR SR TRI>1 000 22 4 1 34 F
100<IRI<1 000 2y # % Ff , 10<IRI< 100 24 ¥ UL
i, I<IRI< 10— fBefh IRT< 1 WAy il
% F Shannon-Winner £ £ ¥ 38 %t (H') .
Margalef F1 28 & FEF8 80 (D’) | Pielou ¥ 2] FE 45
B (J') . Simpson L4 FE 48 E (C) 43 5115 B AL
Lot A, A
Shannon-Winner ZFEPEFEEC(H)

H =-3 P,InP, (3)
Margalef FIZEF & FEFEEL(D’)
D' =(S-1)/InN, (4)
Pielou 2] FEF8 % (')
A H’
J = S (5)

Simpson HLALEFFH(C')
C' = zNz (6)
s PO SR i Rk S i o R A L5 S
NS RIEL N AMARE
fli F CANOCO 5.0 %t R Wy 5 3 85 A
PEAT AT LIRS SC M . 1 e AT 4 ik
Mook £ AT X OB 2 M1 (Detrended
correspondence analysis, DCA ) , 25 53¢ B HE 7 il i
KB R B8 3.2 3.5 ¥ KT 3.0, Rl b 24 £
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HLE XTIV 43 H7 (Canonical correspondence analysis,
CCA)HEAT, At I HT 5] A2 (Forward selection) i
B LA M A8 54 SSS . pH . SST DO, fifi 52
iR B K 5 (Monte Carlo method ) %t HEF 3l 2E 47 i
FANERER R R P2 SR —HE Al (Axis-
)R A e 4 477 35 2% 5 (P<<0.05) , TUEW]
CCAMTEERA —E W78 3

iz H Excel \IBM SPSS Statistics 21.0, Arcgis .
Graphpad prism 9.0, CANOCO 5.0 #F 47 4= ¥ 45 it
YEISE

P

2.1 FhEAER
F Rk 2 ) e A R AR B A 2 49 B SR JE T

1HH24F 418 (R D, i BR R EZ N
245 SRIE T 108 2208, Al REEMA2 175 2,
ST 48 59891 kg, HERERNMIL35F,F
BT 8 H17FF 29 )& , Rk TR A B 327, S @
TOH 17288 . MRy ayteAF R 18 %, A
R L £, 15 15.4% , HoUR ki Sk A 2 £
(12.51%) . J1155(10.34%) .

MGE TR SR B T S b 1 R S5 UF
RARHRZ 45 780, HOR O SRR 2 KM
o2 Rl Ry 3 F, H O R R AL 45 2 Bl
MNA ZSSERRFR Ja) 1T T £ S iR pE ff R |
Rl T ERHR 2, 430 8 Bl S Fh 4 B MRV PE
20 A E R T R HUCh B RS R, 40k
2,

F1 KIOMAMKGEEEZR
Tab.1 The list of fish in the southern water of the Yangtze River Estuary

Z=77 Season

FASTES ST 9H
il £ Species Eﬁﬁ e Bﬁii\lggﬁth K% FkZ= AR ijﬁu{zllfn
Proportion/% rar.lge/cm Spring  Autumn Ecotype temperature
#B47 H Anguilliformes
IFE8F} Muraenesocidae
B8 Muraenesox cinereus 0.14 6.8~20.8 + Ma WW
7 H Clupeiformes
#ER} Clupeidae
B Konosirus punctatus 0.14 11.8~13.3 + Es wT
2l Engraulidae WT
U5 Coilia mystus 15.40 4.5~243 + + Es WT
JI1% Coilia nasus 10.34 3.5~28.5 + + Es WT
Tl Setipinna tenuifilis 2.07 1.8~26.0 + + Es WW
FRAEE /INA i1 Stolephorus chinensis 1.47 2.3~6.6 + Es WwW
TR EAWE IR Thryssa kammalensis 0.40 8.5~9.9 + + Es wWW
RN Bl Pristigasteridae
f# Ilisha elongata 2.39 3.7~10.0 + Es WW
#JE H Cypriniformes
#ER} Cyprinidae
FEEEEN A Pseudolaubuca engraulis 0.14 5.1~13.3 + Es WW
i1 H Siluriformes
R} Bagridae
K Wfs Tachysurus dumerili 1.52 7.0~19.8 + Es wWwW
FeEF N Tachysurus nitidus 0.51 43~14.0 + + Es WW
TSR} Ariidae
LLBEMGHY Arius arius 1.29 1.5~12.0 + Es WW
A H Osmeriformes
iR F} Salangidae
H AR A Salanx ariakensis 0.05 13.9 + Es WT

http://www.shhydxxb.com
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AL
, T ik S S
il £ Species EH 'J? e Body length Kz FkZ= HEARA Optimum
Proportion/% rangefem Spring  Autumn Ecotype temperature
iz 1 H Aulopiformes
T REta R A P R Synodontidae
Jo3k fi Harpadon nehereus 9.01 2.7~24.0 + + Ma WW
figz fiffe H Lophiiformes
i 4Rt Lophiidae
Wl B Lophius litulon 0.46 3.5~5.5 + Ma wT
filiJZ H Scorpaeniformes
fili B} Scorpaenidae
6y 5 fifh Sebastiscus marmoratus 0.18 2.3~2.4 + Es WT
KUt Hexagrammos otakii 0.09 5.6~5.7 + Ma WT
iRl Triglidae
WL BE 10 Chelidonichthys spinosus 0.60 1.8~2.6 + Ma WW
HALLIR 4 Lepidotrigla japonica 0.09 2.5 + Ma WwW
fifify H Perciformes
858} Lateolabracidae
ETERS Lateolabrax maculatus 0.83 1.6~16.0 + + Es wWwW
KA Apogonidae
4 55 KA1 Apogon lineata 0.60 1.8~3.6 + Ma wT
57} Carangidae
H A5t Trachurus japonicus 0.05 5.0 + Ma WT
Ll Polynemidae
VU8 1 Eleutheronema tetradactylum 0.92 4.5~14.0 + Ma WW
A1 iRk Sciaenidae
WSk A A Collichthys lucidus 12.51 1.5~18.5 + + Ma WT
Bz G k401 Johnius belangerii 0.87 2.6~12.0 + + Ma wT
KA Larimichthys crocea 0.14 6.6~9.0 + Ma WT
/Y& €A Larimichthys polyactis 0.60 2.0~3.5 + Ma WT
it Miichthys miiuy 8.55 1.8~37.0 + + Ma wT
it Nibea albiflora 0.05 6.5 + Ma WT
Bt Pennahia argentata 0.28 5.0~7.5 + Ma wT
iR} Callionymidae
T BHERT Callionymus olidus 0.09 5.0 + Es wT
IFEE AR} Gobiidae
BEFEJHF B2 1 Acanthogobius ommaturus 0.05 19.5 + Es WT
IS5 R AR FE 4 Amblychaeturichthys hexanema 0.41 2.3~2.5 + Es WT
X RBUFIE A Chaeturichthys stigmatias 0.05 8.5 + Es WT
T HR £ Glossogobius giuris 0.05 8.0 + Es WwW
% FE MFHISLIR P& 121 Lophiogobius ocellicauda 3.26 8.0~10.0 + + Es WT
Fi AR IR IR A1 Odontamblyopus lacepedii 3.31 4.0~20.5 + + Es wT
Fe4uUR R AA Tridentiger barbatus 2.44 3.0~10.2 + + Es WT
FLUF 411 Trypauchen vagina 1.61 2.5~13.0 + Es wT
Wtk Trichiuridae
H AR 111 Trichiurus japonicus 0.46 12.5~32.4 + Ma WT
#EA} Stromateidae
BB Pampus argenteus 1.70 2.5~20.0 + + Ma wWW

http://www.shhydxxb.com
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P 7577 Season -
il £ Species EH 'J? e Bﬁii;ﬁt]}l Kz FkZ= HEARA ijﬁu{xllfn
Proportion/% rangefem Spring  Autumn Ecotype temperature
JRHE Pampus cinereus 0.23 1.5~2.2 + Ma WT
fi#7%} Channidae
H 18 Channa asiatica 0.05 2.8 + Es wWW
3 H Pleuronectiformes
Tl Cynoglossidae
AR ) Cynoglossus gracilis 1.75 2.8~25.1 + + Es WT
E[ 5 5 Cynoglossus arel 0.05 26.5 + Es WW
W5 8 Cynoglossus semilaevis 0.05 25.0 + Es wT
£ IR 85 Cynoglossus joyneri 6.57 5.5~32.0 + + Es WT
i} H Tetraodontiformes
fili &} Tetraodontidae
W58 Z 48 8l Takifugu fasciatus 0.09 11.5~13.5 + + Es wT
U8 22 0l Takifugu xanthopterus 6.11 2.7~22.5 + + Es WT

TE : Es. 40 1B RPE £ 5 Ma. /K VR 28 s WW L IR K PR f 26 s W I fr 2

+ AN B

Notes: Es.Estuarine and offshore species; Ma. Marine species; WW. Warm water species; WT. Warm temperature species; "+" represents the

corresponding season.

2.2 BRETF

BERIZKIRBIEFRN 15.1~21.7 °C, 1
(A 17.1 °C, Foere (B H BUAE A6 0, B AR (B H B A
A10 3l , JUAE SR (18.9 °C)>Jb#k (16.5 °C)>
R (15.9 °C) , 3T 3 W 336 )2 VL B s i T AN
)7 ER B PR P Y B A 1) 2R AN i 5 3% B K OF- T
KA AT RN 0.1~26.4, S 23R BE Ny 14.7,
o e (B IRAE A 123, B (IR BUAE AL 3y, JE A

SRR (17.6)>F1E (13.9)>d0#5(12.5) .

k22 222 KR A AR B 1) b T 1Y
B AR R 17.7~25.0 °C, FHRE N 21.1 °C,
Jb 7 F ¥4 3 B (24.6 °C) > L (19.9 °C) > P Al
(18.8 °C)o KJZFRFE VL I AR B i I 1= , A8
TG L 0.1~16.5, -3 R 6.9, e R 5 5
AR RV R HH PRAE A12 AL, JUAS S £8 % (10.6) >
R (9.9)>]b#k (0.2), WK 2 FiIlA 3.

N
31°30'
5 40 6.75
6.75
.Al A2 A3 Ad Al A2 A3 A
N W, v
A5
8 . A6 o A6
S ° 1.0 @
B e ns A7 A7
g 31°10' 0.15 o | N °
. #FZ Spring @ & A /A8 #ZE Autumn ‘Ag) All 38
® BEEE 10. 80 A12 BHFEE 5. 40 o A12
31° 00’ t Individual density/ 12. 15 /1 FIndividual density/ 6. 75 12.15@
(X 10* ind./km?) {3 [ 21.60 (X10® ind./km?) : )
e (0,71 9 g5 ‘ ‘ e (0,7] 10. 80
@ (7.14] %55 2025 | ® (7,14 6. 45
30°50' | 18, 90" 1 8.10
® - " ® -

£ % Longitude

121°40" 121°50" 122°00' 122°10" 122°20'E

121°40" 121°50" 122°00' 122°10" 122°20'E
2 & Longitude

B2 HEUEREHESEHNTENTE

Fig. 2 Surface salinity and individual density distribution in spring and autumn
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31°30' r

31°20" |

31°10' ¢

Mass density/

S Latitude

(kg/km?) A9 . .
31°00' | (0-40] A0 A1l
® (40-80]
AL2
@ (30-120]

30° 50’ '_. >120

REFEE

Mass density/ AlO e
(/) st @ .
(0-40] 19.9 A12
@ (40-80]
20095 o
@ (0120

'—. >120

2 Longitude

121°40’ 121°50" 122°00’ 122°10" 122°20'E 121°40’ 121°50" 122°00’ 122°10" 122°20'E

2/ Longitude

B3 HEUERERESRETENTE

Fig.3 Surface temperature and mass density distribution in spring and autumn

2.3 BESH

H AR E K 153.03%10° ind./km?, Hirh
Al e, J18.62x10° ind./km?, %3 5 W FhHy
U 1% A8 i eIk (6.07x10° ind./km?) ; i 1 B
WK 1 136.47 kg/km?, A7 3 5% & , M 160.03 ke/
km?®, 123l 32 W R Ry fife | XU R Sk A ZE £, A4
vl fie % (22.54 kg/km®) o BRI G H E N
96.89x10° ind./km*, A9 ¥ fi% /= , A 14.25%10° ind./
km?, 1%k YRR R kA 0 RUBY R8T, AL
vl i % (1.30x10° ind./km?) ; i & B % & N
3 242.07 kg/km?, A8 i Fic i , 4 893.19 kg/km?, 37t 15
FHRERKE, Hpskfa b i 2 UE RS
PUAE A L3, S Bk 2.54 ke/km*(E 2 FIE 3) .

BRI R BT 3% B 3 1) R 12.75%
10° F11 8.07x10° ind./km?, FHZ=Ws 2 TR E . HZ
520 b HE (15.16%10° ind./km?) > 7 #lf (12.54x
10° ind./km?) > b (10.56x10° ind./km?®) ; Bk 2= A
W T2 B (11.99x10° ind./km®) >t (8.77x
10° ind./km?) >Jb ¥ (3.46X10° ind./km?) 5 M\ Jii 1 °F
B B AR i i - 34 % 2 (270.17 kg/km?) I
T HZ(94.71 kg/km?) , Bk Z= LR | Fg 1 e 23
JEY W E R SR 2 H WA ZE R
SO > A > HE AR
2.4 MBMYBEFRESFTTER

HFRE5MELA L HEF (IRI>1 000)5 F, &
SR (100<IRI<1 000) %A 4 F1 6 Fp (£ 2) , Hrp
RUE | D% RSk A B e AN 2R s o
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PP, FERCRE o H b, B BT (32.06% ) B
B, AT BB R 13, B Z T RE R B
(15.41%) , FoUR by ol Sk A 25 £ (12.87% ) 5 #E ot i
Aot b, HE05(23.84%) e i, Bk sk fa
(24.61%) fie e 5 TE AL IR | B 2Rk g 3 3R
100% , Fk Z= J165% (91.67% ) fi e 5 RUBF 76 A~ 2245
HIRT R 5, 20 9 R 4 755.66 F12 82277, 44y
K, BB SAFNEG 4 Fh IRT (22 15 50/ (B AE
FBA R 5 HFHL
2.5 MBMZENZFENTE

B R RADTIR A (B=0.58) = T L3 B
o — I R (8=0.49) , i E, H W EMER K,
Hox 2 PR S AU B0 B R BUR A B
5 (P<0.05) 5 T 7 T it 5T ik % L, RUBT (B=
0.81)Femn , Bk M E A1 (B=0.70) I 2., 3% 2 Fp 4 xf
KT A B R (P<0.05) i 5T kR R I
W H R 3 (P>0.05) . k2, Ji sk i R AL
DTk R i = (B=0.41) (B 7E B 2 MK BART L
il 2 Fr LTI B =5 (P=0.001 2) , 5% 0 S 44 5T ik 3
e K, [ B 70 6855 1) JB A T AR % A e HL RS ) Bk
(8=0.52,P<0.05), L% 3,
2.6 oIS HEMELRE

P R BRI R A FE M FR 5L
H'.J D FYHEXWI & T2 3 C R e
WML AR B F AR P A 2215 () AR
ZEAK ., NWRECR T 2 IR 8O - /2,
J i Z REVERR B0 A R A K T R R
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FREC DA CWIAR B BT, BRI RETE SR B H
J DT EEYIR T R 2 R R AT RUE

P21 1 R A PR 4R M0 Tl AR 4R KL
WA e 22 52

R2 BERABMEEEMNERILER

Tab. 2 Difference comparison between dominant and important fish species

Aot BT

Z=77 Season 144 Dominant species N/% W/% H IR F/% IRI

s Coilia mystus 32.06 19.82 91.67 4 755.66

Bk AL A7 Collichthys Tucidus 12.87 15.44 100.00 2 830.64

g Miichthys miiuy 12.39 23.84 75.00 2717.21

$E [ 5 Cynoglossus joyneri 13.76 13.50 75.00 2044.84

# 2% Spring JI% Coilia nasus 9.60 9.53 83.33 1593.87
P AR A AR FE 8 Odontamblyopus lacepedii 1.24 2.52 91.67 509.88

FLER FE £ Trypauchen vagina 5.72 438 41.67 420.66

BeLH AR FE . Tridentiger barbatus 3.52 3.69 58.33 420.64

Je3k 4 Harpadon nehereus 1.24 2.18 41.67 142.54

KU Coilia mystus 15.41 18.46 83.33 2822.77

J185% Coilia nasus 11.51 14.87 91.67 2417.84

I3k 84 Harpadon nehereus 11.41 24.61 66.67 2401.11

WS AHFFE A Collichthys lucidus 12.19 18.04 75.00 2267.48

i Miichthys miiuy 6.71 9.49 75.00 1214.65

2 Autumn B8 22 408 Takifugu xanthopterus 9.17 3.80 50.00 648.43
$: [ 85 Cynoglossus joyneri 4.09 1.20 50.00 264.38

i FEIRLBHIR FE 411 Lophiogobius ocellicauda 3.75 0.24 50.00 199.69

BB Pampus argenteus 2.39 3.48 33.33 195.70

i Ilisha elongata 3.47 0.37 41.67 160.16

T Setipinna tenuifilis 3.08 0.94 33.33 134.09

®3 BAFEMABHEEN ST ERTTH(P<0.05)

Tab.3 Contribution of main dominant species to total mass and individual of fishes

4 Season K% Species FEH Individual Ji it Mass
B t P B t P
KT Coilia mystus 0.49 4.36 0.004 8 0.81 7.05 0.000 4
# 2% Spring S B AT Collichthys lucidus 0.39 4.20 0.005 7 0.70 6.57 0.000 6
i Miichthys miiuy 0.58 7.62 0.000 3
T1E% Coilia nasus 0.22 5.75 0.001 2 0.52 432 0.005 0
B2 Autumn Sk Harpadon nehereus 0.41 2.58 0.042 0 0.36 2.82 0.030 2
S A FE AT Collichthys lucidus 0.37 3.29 0.016 5 0.31 2.84 0.029 5

< B R UHETRNA ZR B 0 THREIRAR 5 P. 0 2 /K- (0.05) 6

Notes: B. Standard regression coefficient;t.T test value; P.Significance level (0.05).

FERFIEE L B HEERR B 0 D .C'1Y
I RAE S 3 BRAE AR ZE (1) A12 (A5 A1 5 FFEM
A4l 5 T 2R H ) D TR R
53 9 IR AE R ZE A A6 AT A1 S5 A3 b
R A N5 OF B (E AR T, d B R O 4R
o G R R
AL RS R S 2 R B L R B
JBETE R, DR C B REAR I A T R

PEF B AL WA [R], B2 R AURS e e
D' C' A de i Bk ZE H R D o b i s
C'MAb M e (K 4) . BRI S A sE T B A
Y o ZHEPEFREURIAFAE T T M 5 XAk
2.7 CCAHH

ST R R B —HE T R IR
0.375 2, 605 W Fh 5 RS AH ¢ R ECH 0.927, i
BT 21.22% WA A BUAE S5 , ZE D) R IR B AE Sk
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Tab.4 CCA analysis results
e B YR E i Bt PIRh-IRIEAOCHE WA -RIG A B R
HEFF il Axis i Explained variation Pseudo—canonical ~ Explained fitted variation
Season Eigenvalues . . .
(cumulative)/% correlation (cumulative)/%
1 03752 21.22 0.927 48.62
2 0.2515 35.44 0.763 81.21
HZE Spring
3 0.1155 41.98 0.644 96.18
4 0.029 5 43.64 0.574 100.00
1 0.3349 15.57 0.968 40.75
2 0.264 3 27.86 0.919 72.91
2 Autumn
3 0.116 3 33.27 0.875 87.05
4 0.106 4 38.22 0.797 100.00
XA ZE 1) CCA HEJF v] A1, SSS (P=0.008) 5 .
3 e

pH(P=0.012) ]y I & i B i, e 45 0 A 5 4%
RBE DR - 22 100 A B 8 mT R0 9 3 I A R O . —
S i A T I £ IS G B il L A 2T AR £ R A
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WEIHF DO 5 pH BEA y—H 440, Ui I IEAH
KR . B2 CCA HETF 4 B vl A1, SSS (P=
0.003) 5 SST (P=0.008) Ky {3 fift B A% &, B
SST i Sk B 355 Ji BBl A7 AE K A, A 35 A7 0 % A0
H 87 B 5585 Lz > i S8 5 %505
RO E K H AR BT K i R (L 5) .
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Tab. 5 Investigation and comparison of fishery resources at the Yangtze

River Estuary and in adjacent waters at different times

fisf ] €2 R R ER
Time a2 p A ph Diversity index %Rk
1A AN Dominant species Reference

2011 5 U /N 1.16~3.06(2.31)  1.08~2.13(1.65)  0.31~0.91(0.65) [33]
2013 5 NgLghRAREM Jp 0.49~2.39(1.52)  0.38~2.11(1.63)  0.27~0.85(0.62) [34]
2019 4 kMR I R BRI IREM M 0.89~1.53(1.22) 0.48~1.36(1.00)  0.55~0.85(0.70) [23]
2020 4 JRUT OBSIAREE fn fg AR TGS i | ) 5% 1.38~2.46(2.02) 1.66~3.86(2.56)  0.37~0.74(0.62)  AHF5%
2006 10/ 0.79~2.92 1.68~4.26 0.26~0.77 [35]
2011 11 affl Jesefa et FREE B 0.87~2.47(1.76)  1.19~2.56(1.70)  0.21~0.65(0.45) [34]
2012 8 LI TR P 0.15~2.34(1.70)  0.46~2.60(1.51)  0.11~1.00(0.71) [33]
2019 9 ekt RUST kAt )Y 6% 1.23~2.08(1.62) 0.96~1.77(1.40)  0.58~0.81(0.68) [23]
2020 9 RUsT I ek kAR AG fif 1.55~3.25(2.64) 2.38~13.37(5.00) 0.67~0.90(0.81) A%
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Comparative study on fish community structure in spring and autumn in
the southern waters of the Yangtze River Estuary

LI Shijia', SHI Liyan®, ZHONG Junsheng'?®, ZHAO Lulu®

(1. Engineering Research Center of Environmental DNA and Ecological Water Health Assessment, Shanghai Ocean University,
Shanghai 201306, China; 2. Shanghai ALW Water Environment Tech. CO. , Lid. , Shanghai 200131, China; 3. Shanghai
Universities Key Laboratory of Marine Animal Taxonomy and Evolution , Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract: In order to ascertain the fish community structure in the southern waters of the Yangtze River
Estuary, 12 stations were set up in the North Port, the North Channel and the South Channel of the Yangtze
River Estuary in April (spring) and September (autumn) of 2020, and two voyages of fishery resource
surveys were conducted using single bag trawls (minimum mesh size 25 mm). By calculating individual,
weight resource density, relative importance index, o -diversity index, combined with multiple factor
regression analysis and canonical correspondence analysis (CCA) , we could determine the spatio-temporal
change rule of the community and the impact of environmental factors on the distribution. In this study, 49
species of fish were collected, belonging to 16 orders, 25 families and 41 genera. All of them are warm
temperature and warm water fish. The majority of them are estuarine fish, while the narrow salt fish are less
and distributed regionally. The resource density in spring is higher than that in autumn, while the weight
resource density in autumn is higher than that in spring. Coilia mystus, Coilia nasus, Collichthys lucidus and
Miichthys miiuy were dominant species in both seasons. In spring, Miichthys miiuy's individual resource
density has the highest contribution rate to the total density and the most significant impact. In autumn, the
contribution rate of the individual resource density of Harpadon nehereus is the highest, but the influence of
the individual resource density of Coilia nasus is the most significant. The results of individual and weight
diversity index showed that H', J' and D' in autumn were higher than those in spring, while the average value
of C' in spring was higher. The surface salt temperature of the water surface in the study area is affected by
many dynamic factors and there is a large seasonal change. The resource density plane distribution map and
the ranking map reveal that certain groups have a life habit of tending to temperature and salt.

Key words: Yangize River Estuary; fish communities; resource density; diversity analysis
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