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Tab.1 The Abundance of meiobenthos
(m) (ind/10 cm?) () (%)
QD35 10 946.81+418.01 81.64 11.66
JC-HH097 12 760.05+257.24 89.32 4.38
JC-HHO098 14 396.26+144.69 86.68 7.99
JC-HH099 14 760.87+35.60 92.31 2.99
ZD-QD213 30 630.93+152.74 84.43 3.99
ZD-QD218 17 701.58+186.04 82.29 10.88
ZD-QD219 31 535.12+357.14 79.51 5.77
ZD-QD226 20 527.81+165.36 90.77 6.61




684

40

900
800
7004
6004
5004
400+
3004
2004

FEFE/(ind- 10em™2)

IGU‘I
04 o | | 1

mb mc md me =uf

mg

mh

mi

mj wmk ml =m n o wmp

I.I-. L

a. Nematoda b.

Oligochaeta; g.

Bivalvia; 1.

JC-HH098

ind/10cm?

>

JC-HHO099

ind/10cm?

>

(17.86+2.30)

QD35 JC-HH097 JC-HH098

2

JC-HH099

¥ i

ZD-QD213

ZD-QD218  ZD-QD219  ZD-QD226
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Tab.3 The Biomass of meiobenthos
m % % %
(m) (ngdwt/10cm?) ) ) ©8)
QD35 10 1126.15+787.94 27 18 33
JC-HH097 12 989.98+828.16 27 6 36
JC-HHO098 14 459.8+329.90 30 13 2
JC-HH099 14 769.53+152.32 37 5 32
ZD-QD213 30 1003.62+253.52 21 5 59
ZD-QD218 17 854.35+498.74 27 17 23
ZD-QD219 31 1186.42+447.95 14 5 66
ZD-QD226 20 387.32+122.48 49 17 23
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Tab.4 The Production of Meiobenthos = 10000
g
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2 4000
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Tab.8 The Pielou index of Meiobenthos
Pielou
QD35 0.92511
JC-HH097 0.83048
JC-HH098 0.86486
JC-HH099 0.83048
ZD-QD213 0.83048
ZD-QD218 0.95184
ZD-QD219 0.83048
ZD-QD226 0.75000

3.7

(

Pielouty ) B 45 %

w
e
a
o

JC-HH097
JC-HHO098

12

JC-HH099

ZD-QD213
ZD-QD218

i i

Pielou

ZD-QD219
ZD-QD226

Fig.12 The Pielou index of Meiobenthos

(%)

9

JC-HH099 ZD-QD226 JC-HH097 IC-
HH098 ZD-QD213 ZD-QD218 QD35
13)

*=9

ZD-QD219

NEURE M E R-BENIEE

Tab.9 The Shannon-Wiener index index of Meiobenthos
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MEIOBENTHOS IN SOUTHERN COAST OF SHANDONG PROVINCE IN WINTER

WU Shao-Yuan'? , MU Fang-Hong?

(1.State Key Laboratory of Esturine and Coastal Research, East China Normal University, Shanghai,200062;
2. College of Marine Life Sciences,Ocean University of China, Qingdao,266003)

Abstract

Some meiobenthos were obtained from the research region(36°15'—36°45'N, 120°45'—122°00'E)in De-

cember of 2006 and examined, from which eight ecological indexes of meiobenthos were set: abundance, biomass, produc-

tivity, N/C, Simpson index, Margalef index, Pielou evenness index, and Shannon-Weiner index. Analysis results were

compared against the data of August 2006. A preliminary ecological division was made in mainly the abundance of meio-

fuanal taxa.
Key words

The Southern Coast of Shandong Province, Benthic Meiobenthos, Ecological indexes



