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Tab. 1 The seasonal dominant species and their Y-values of macrobenthos from Shidao area

(Paralacydonia paradoxa) 0.045 0.153 0.025 0.062
(Cirrophorus furcatus) 0.031 0.135 0.044 0.084
(Lumbrineris sp.) 0.165
(Amphioplus japonicus) 0.051 0.040
(Jassa falcata ) 0.063
(Glycera chirori) 0.034 0.070
(Ampelisca miharaensis ) 0.027
(Caprella sp.) 0.021
(Ehersileanira incisa hwanghaiensis) 0.025
(Notomastus latericeus ) 0.021
(Sternaspis scutata ) 0.020
*2 ALBEXERKEEYEE
Tab. 2 The density of macrobenthos in Shidao area /m*
SM1 SM2 SM3 SM4 SN1 SN2
10 430 105 270 1605 330 458
- 420 95 110 315 365 261
- 170 200 170 180 245 193
15 340 165 150 370 625 278
13 340 141 175 618 391 280
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Tab. 3 The biomass of macrobenthos in Shidao area g/m?
SM1 SM2 SM3 SM4 SN1 SN2
0.13 13.66 24.21 34.08 5.92 11.68 14.94
- 81.12 0.35 0.53 4.61 3.62 18.04
- 21.01 17.07 1.90 2.81 2.61 9.08
0.07 13.76 3.57 13.57 6.13 1.44 6.42
0.10 32.39 11.30 12.52 4.87 4.84 11.00
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Fig. 2 Hierarchical cluster of the macrobenthos in Shidao area
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Tab. 4 The comparison of biomass of macrobenthos in different waters

(mm) (g/m?)
2008~2009 0.1m? 0.5 11.44
2006~2007 0.05m? 0.5 20.75 [8]
2000~2001 0.1m? 0.5 30.35 [17]
2007 0.1m’ 0.5 58.47 [18]
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Characters of marine macrobenthic community in Shidao
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Abstract: Based on the material collected during August 2008 to May 2009 in the Shidao area, eastern end of the
Shandong Peninsula, the species compostion, distribution and community structure of marine macrobenthos were
studied and reported in the present paper. In total, 164 macrobenthic species were found from the research area, and
the dominant species were obvious. The mean density and biomass were 279 ind./m*and 11.00 g/m” respectively.
The macrobenthic community of the research area can be classified as two kinds of type: the seashore rough sandy
community and the offshore mud sandy community. These results from the research area were compared with those

from the adjacent areas, and the differences among them were discussed.
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