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Fig. 1 Survey region and the stations
1
Tab.1 Characteristics of water environmental quality
(%) pH (mg/L) (mg/L)

19. 58~ 22.67 19.86 28.39~ 28.72 28.64 8.10~ 8.26 8.19 8.03~9.33 8.39 0.326~ 1.135 0.598
27.50~ 27.80 27.52 30. 18~ 31.24 30.98 8.00~ 8.25 .17 5.87~ 6.48  6.13 0.319~ 0.738 0.572
22.05~ 22.51 22.43 29.01~ 30.99 29.96 8.20~ 8.28 .23 6.91~ 7.27 7.08 0.323~ 1.017 0.617
14.17~ 14.85 14.52 28.91~ 29.89 29.41 8.21~ 8.32 8.26 8.54~9.51 9.06 0.341~ 1.132 0.703
21.25~ 22.55 22.10 26.19~ 28.71 26.68 8.13~ 8.25 .18 7.93~9.12  8.11 0.639~ 1.204 0.736
27.61~ 27.82 27.72 30. 16~ 30.96 30.23 8. 14~ 8.21 .16 5.81~ 6.14 5.96 0.478~ 0.874 0.613
22.01~ 22.19 21.98 29.87~ 30.30 30.07 8.19~ 8.23 8.20 6.85~ 7.12 7.01 0.415~ 1.114 0.639
14. 48~ 15.74 15.64 28.61~ 29.56 28.90 8.16~ 8.31 .24 8.44~9.17 8.35 0.421~ 1.148 0.673
20. 80~ 22.90 21.50 30.62~ 30.96 30.83 8.21~ 8.26 .19 8.36~ 8.66 8.51 0.425~ 1.084 0.627
27.25~ 27.81 27.10 31.07~ 32.41 32.12 8.23~ 8.28 8.26 6.23~ 6.32 6.28 0.437~ 0.996 0.643
21.90~ 22.20 22.10 30.96~ 31.13 31.02 8.20~ 8.28 .25 7.25~7.38 7.33 0.429~ 1.084 0.701
14.20~ 15.50 14.80 29.78~ 29.92 29.89 8.22~ 8.27 .24 8.70~ 8.89 8.80 0.441~ 1.022 0.682
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Fig.2 Distribution of sea bed sediment types in survey region
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Ecological environment in Xiamen amphioxus natural reserve

LUXiac-mei, ZHANG Yueping, ZHENG Chengzhong, CHEN Shui tu, FANG Shae hua

( Fujian Institute of Oceanology, Xiamen 361012, China)
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Abstract: According to the survey data in Xiamen am phioxus natural reserve from April 2001 to March

2002, the present environment situation in the reserve was evaluated and some suggestions w ere recommended.
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