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Tab.1 Dominant species of zooplankton in two cruises
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Tab.2 Nutrient distribution in reefs area

(mg/L)
0.04~0.07 0.02~0.05 0.01~0.03 0.01~0.03
0.05 0.04 0.02 0.02
0.68~0.89 0.70~1.18 0.67~1.01 0.86~0.96
0.81 0.96 0.83 0.9
0.01~0.04 0.01~0.14 0.04~0.07 0.04~0.15
0.02 0.05 0.05 0.07
0.08~0.09 0.06~0.09 0.06~0.07 0.05~0.07
0.08 0.08 0.07 0.06
1.22~1.51 1.18~1.49 1.17~1.42 1.06~1.21
1.34 1.32 1.27 1.14
20745~55556 66333~722500
( /m)
40563 293563
(N/P): N/P 8608-8611.
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The species composition and community structure of zoopla-
nkton in Xiangshan Bay

CHEN Tao" ?, WANG Yun-long', LIAO Yong" 2

(1. East China Sea Fisheries Research Institute Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Key & Open
Laboratory of Marine and Estuary, Ministry of Agriculture of China, Shanghai 200090, China; 2. College of
Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China)

Received: Dec., 3, 2013
Key words: zooplankton; artificial; species composition; community structure; Xiangshan Bay

Abstract: To investigate zooplankton community, zooplankton and the main environmental factors obtained from
two cruises on artificial reef waters in Xiangshan Bay were studied in July of 2011 and 2012. Totally 6 categories
and 36 species were identified and the main species included Brachyura larvae, Calanopia thompsoni, Labidocera
euchaetaand Acartia pacifica. There was no significant difference in zooplankton biomass between two cruises on
reef, but there was more scale on reef by comparing artificial reef waters in the control areain 2012.The zooplankton
abundance in 2011 was greater on reef than that in 2012, while there was no significant difference between two
years by comparing artificial reef waters withthe control areas. The diversity and evenness were all raised after
building artificial reef. The cluster analyses showed that the community structure during the artificial reef waters

was significantly different compared to the control area.
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