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IR R BEIE SERIARAE . TR ARl 2R S X VR 45
K40 BT 7= A — 2 A, R G B SR G R 67 7 DY
WM EE e, SRJ5 4T Bray-Curtis A5

2 BERELH
21 SEMEKEARRESEA

TRA SRS 23 Fp, RIET 6 H 147} 20 )&,
Y b a2, HrpEEE H(Clupeiformes)2 £+ 5 J& 6
i, R 26.1%; $1JK 40 H (Osmeriformes)1 £} 1
J& 1 B, & EF2EE 4.3%; filJE H (Scorpaeniformes)1
BB 1R, 5 RREE 4.3%:; 6HE H (Mugiliformes)1
B g 1A, HEMZERY 4.3%; #F H (Perciformes)8
Bl 11 & 12 Fh, 5 EFRZER) 52.2%; 8IE H (Pleuronec-
tiformes)1 F 1 J& 2 Fh, i SFh2KEM 8.8% (K 1),

Tab.1 Fish species composition and ecological types
AR
H

ET ST
Bl Clupanodon punctatus CPN WT
FE/NP T M4 Sardinella zunasi CPN WT
. ti Engraulis japonicus CPN WT

i H Clupeiformes * - § J P o
I B ] Thrissa kammilensis CPN WW
R B Thrissa mystax OEP WW
il Setipinna taty CPN WwW
/N # H Osmeriformes H W41 Salanx ariakensis CD WT
i H Scorpaeniformes fifi Platycephalus indicus CD WwW
fiff)¥ H Mugiliformes & Liza haematocheila CPN WT
, . 1685 Lateolabrar japonicus CRA WT

52 H Perciformes " . Jap .
/N Larimichthys polyactis CBD WwW
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ik
o - AR

ET ST

WM 10 Collichthys lucidus CD WT

/N5 i Eupleurogrammus muticus CBD WT

88 Pampus argenteus CBD WT

7 BB Pholis fangi CD CT

W95 H Perciformes W5 5 582 Scomberomorus niphonius CPN WT
X RS Chaetueichthys stigmatias CD WT

N#LF AR 1 Chaetueichthys hexanema CD WT

X R M At Synechogobius hasta CD WT

FegmiR R Triaenopogon barbatus CD WW

LR R 8t Odontamblyopus rubicundus CBD WT

W% H Pleuroncetiformes ﬂf?‘% i85 Cynoglossus ser.nilaeu%'s CD WT
B85 Cynoglossus joyneri CD CT

e ET: AR, ST: i@ IRKAL CD: KA KIKIZE a2, CBD: KREAE/KHIKE ML, CPN: KK L2 I, CRA: KAli%e
AREPEfZE, OEP: REGZERAEmMUEME L2 M2 WT: BRIRYE, WW: BBk, CT: %Rtk

MR 0 A 228 R oy, KR AR IR = 12
10 i, KEGREOKH LJRMAZE 7 Fh, KEGZEEK T
JRIZEZEIE 4 B, KEER A ML 1R, REGAK
PR E T LIRS 1 b MR 2 i R
Wil P 15 Fh, MoK 6 Fh, WiliPE6aE 2
P& 1.

2.2 RHEFLAREEA

MK 2 PR LIE T 4 A I Fhi 2y 5 #, 11
HAESF A 2 Fhe 2 HOESF LY b A

Fz2 ATHELE AR

A SEY AT 88.8% . 80.2% . 92.4%. 94.9%.
77.6% . 82.1%AH1 90.5%, HEEIHE A A SR
1 76.5%. 60.8%. 94.1%. 95.7%. 81.4%. 90.9%7#0
92.9%. JHA LRI 10 Fl, Horhop B ilg 2
& HIA PR, HYOH W) L0585 4 K, {6
(Lateolabrar japonicus)H¥L 3 IR, B (Clupanodon
punctatus) . Bl (Setipinna taty) F1 7% B &2 5 &
(Synechogobius hasta)# P 2 Wk, HALM RN
M—Ro IR 2 HAl LI R i fa S L A b 2k
PI/NRUA Bt 26 00

Tab.2 Composition of dominant species captured during the surveys

Ay Pl W(%) N(%) F(%) IRI
O R R0 Chaetueichthys stigmatias 38.1 36.1 100.0 7423.8
N2y ARt Chaetueichthys hexanema 14.4 13.0 100.0 2 740.9
4 A F R E Mg Synechogobius hasta 24.4 5.0 66.7 1 960.6
fifi Platycephalus indicus 3.8 13.5 100.0 1732.6
WML EH# Cynoglossus joyneri 8.1 8.9 100.0 1 694.9
Bt 88.8 76.5
W5 8% Cynoglossus joyneri 35.3 32.8 100.0 6812.3
6 A ¥Rt Chaetueichthys stigmatias 23.1 14.8 100.0 3797.1
1ty Lateolabrar japonicus 21.7 13.2 100.0 3490.4
Bt 80.2 60.8
L% Clupanodon punctatus 63.1 67.5 100.0 13 058.4
¥ R8s Chaetueichthys stigmatias 14.3 14.5 100.0 2878.0
7 H .
JEWILLE 8% Cynoglossus joyneri 15.0 12.2 100.0 2718.8
Bt 92.4 94.1
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S
A P AT W(%) N(%) F(%) IRI
BE#% Clupanodon punctatus 73.8 74.8 100.0 14 861.0
185 Lateolabrar japonicus 14.1 0.9 100.0 1503.7
8 H ¥ BBt Chaetueichthys stigmatias 4.9 9.1 100.0 1394.8
#HY Setipinna taty 2.1 10.8 77.8 1009.8
jc8an 94.9 95.7
F#/Nb T 1 Sardinella zunasi 44.7 423 100.0 8701.2
F B Chaetueichthys stigmatias 17.8 22.5 100.0 4030.8
9H BV 83 Cynoglossus joyneri 12.0 9.2 100.0 21273
Y Setipinna taty 3.1 73 100.0 1043.0
BT 77.6 81.4
fix Engraulis japonicus 52.3 78.2 88.9 11 602.4
10 A ¥ REM M Synechogobius hasta 22.0 43 66.7 1755.1
¥ R E i Chaetueichthys stigmatias 7.7 8.4 100.0 1613.0
BT 82.1 90.9
¥ Rt s Chaetueichthys stigmatias 28.5 89.7 100.0 118239
11 H 1ty Lateolabrar japonicus 62.0 3.2 100.0 6525.3
Rt 90.5 92.9

2.3 B A%

R4 A e F P T CLUSTER b,
TE 55%AR I AT L, f2RHEE T LA R 3 4 A
0. B4 C4(F 2). AdfudE 6—9 H 4 il
Ay, B#HALRE 10 AR 11 A 2 A AfGy, C4 Kl 4

H . SIMPER Zr#r B (% 3), HLAIRPX; A 20 Z2FUAH
UM TTRRR N 54.82%, WG BifE M . Mg
5 8 A s, Xt B 20 RBUHIME STHR A R 53.29%,
WiT R RS, TREMEAS 6 Mads cdl R
46 4 A, TAMAMLPETTERE . R A 41
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x3 BEMEARBUEREAEHEFEITHEEG1%)

Tab.3 Contribution rate of similarity and dissimilarity amonggroups of fish species (>1%)

(UES A4 B4l CH A4AMBA A4MCH BAHAMCH

F B g Chaetueichthysstigmatias 15.23 16.55 1.98 2.07 1.77
JELLE B3 Cynoglossusjoyneri 11.64 9.00 4.45 2.62 2.02
% Clupanodon punctatus 8.54 5.06 6.76 9.05 3.62
# ) Setipinnataty 8.41 4.17 6.63 3.76
Wk My 3 8 Collichthyslucidus 4.48 3.57 2.48
1ets Lateolabrarjaponicus 3.21 7.92 2.33 3.65 4.46
FeguR gt Triaenopogon barbatus 1.81 1.19 1.55
LIMR SF i iR 1. Odontamblyopusrubicundus 1.50 5.06 1.24 2.90 3.01
TR E MR Synechogobius hasta 9.70 4.14 3.27
N2 RAB Rt Chaetueichthyshexanema 6.62 8.92
fifi Platycephalusindicus 5.85 7.06
Hg/ NS T Sardinellazunasi 4.22 4.02
7 BB Pholisfangi 2.10 2.59
IR BN Thrissakammilensis 2.49 1.76 2.64
AW H 8 Cynoglossussemilaeuis 1.77 1.69
W% 5 5 Scomberomorusniphonius 1.69 1.63
fix Engraulisjaponicus 4.64 5.36
i8R Pampus argenteus 1.31

R TTHR R 5482 53.29 0 45.95 53.86 49.24

B ZH 4118 R SRAE TR 45.95%, ALAGBEEE |
% (Engraulis japonicus)%F 15 Fha2s; ZriFhxt A 41
1 C 2 4 1) R B S M TR A 53.86%, FLAG BEAS |
) (Setipinna taty)5 14 Fifa2s; /R X B 44H1 C
2 2H [A) R AR S DTN 49.24%, HLAENZ27 e
B E A . ffi(Platycephalus indicus)%F 13 Fpfaz,
ANOSIM 7 Hi R, A4IFM B4l A4lf C4l. B4l
I C Az 18] 22 5 ¥R B3 (P>0.05)
24 SRFEI ALK

LT 7 MR 3328 A B AR, (5 R
REEH 10%. BERETE I 6 DINRERFLLN, R45 3
TEsh e ohaert . | atohaest . 2+ rETineh
IR/ D BEHE . B PR DI RE R A 2 P T
REFE(E 3). 7 % 3 W £ 1 21 B8 B AH oL K 7
82.77%, 45 W ik g (Thrissa mystax) . 75 &k i
(Thrissa kammilensis)=5, THREAY) VIS L2 R £
57.5%(l 4). ] B D RE AR UPE KR 88.31%, 2
T H W /N T 10 (Sardinella zunasi) Ml B¢ (Engraulis
Jjaponicus), VRN LIBEEF2E 1 22 826 400
27.4%H01 15.3% 22 B PEDNREREA IRy 82.58%,
10,55 2 (Liza haematocheila) . & F1 58 #8 (Pampus

argenteus), TREHY) UL IR IEAL ) FIBE 2 250 £ 435
fi 68.5%H1 25.1%, R/ PRI REREARRIPE K
83.48%, GLIEN2F R M 7 BIR %, TR
AL A SRR 2 ER2E 0 5000 i 32.5%A1 25.1%.
PRI REREARRIE KTy 84.78%, A4 5 i Hhig
(Scomberomorus niphonius) . L85, HEAY DL
e T i 80.1%. JIEAN Sl W) B P D REREAR UL K
94.88%, {45 K0 W) 417 5 . 2 1 & 85 (Cynoglossus
semilaeuis) F 1 48 4 % 1§ fi1 (Odontamblyopus rubi-
cundus), B W) VLR JE BR8N 28 0 3 40 3] 5
41.4% . 34.8%.
3 it
3.1 &KX REARBAR YA 4G AL

T Sl o NS ST (a1 NN/ @ e i e S N 3D
B O AR PR TR R Ak, I T
I 5 A I ) | PR iR B | i SRR Y KR, A Y
WOl GEIR ™ R, SRS R R,
ST AR 2 1 e — S /N AR e 2 1 A R I 4 4K
1 23 e, ISR B AEHE oy &, Hrbor ke
fif 12 f0 R T W) 21 5k LR, L AR
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Fig. 3  Fish community functional group cluster analysis
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tional group composition in Tianjin coastal waters
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Abstract: Fish community structure and functional group composition are important parameters for understanding
the structure and function of water ecosystems.This study investigated the fish community structure and functional
group composition in Tianjin coastal waters using bottom trawl sampling data collected in April and June— No-
vember 2018.A total of 23 species of fish were captured in the survey that belonged to 6 orders, 14 families, and 20
genera, which were primarily classifiedaccording to warmtemperature bottom fish and pelagic fish. The dominant
species primarily included small fishes such as Chaetueichthysstigmatias, Chaetueichthyshexanema, and Cyno-
glossusjoyneri; Chaetueichthysstigmatiaswas dominant each month. Cluster analysis indicated that the fish com-
munity could begrouped into threetypes: April as a group, June to September as a group, and October to November
as a group. Cluster analysis based on the bait composition of each fish speciesrevealed thatfishes in Tianjin coastal
waterswere composed of zooplanktivores, generalist predators, omnivores, shrimp/fish predators, piscivores, and
benthivores, among which omnivores, shrimp/fish predators, and generalist predators comprised theprimary func-

tional group.
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