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Abstract; The relationship between macroinvertebrates and environmental factors at 14 sites on the Hengshishui River was
studied by Canonical Correspondence Analysis ( CCA). The species-environment correlations in the dry season and wet
season were both higher than 90% , which indicated the distribution of macroinvertebrates in Hengshishui River was strongly
affected by environmental factors measured. Chemical oxygen demand (COD) and pH were the two major factors affecting
macroinvertebrate distribution in the dry season. Turbidity and heavy metal concentrations (such as copper and lead) were
also influential on macroinvertebrate distribution to some extent. In the wet season, copperand lead concentrations, and pH
were the most important factors influencing macroinvertebrate distribution. At the species level, the abundance of pollution
tolerant species such as Ceratopogonidae, Chironmidae and Tipulidae were positively correlated with the environmental axes
of COD and heavy metal concentration, but the sensitive species such as Gastropoda, Trichoptera and Ephemereoptera were

negatively correlated with COD and heavy metal concentrations.
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RIBITE 2 77 o 33 KRB Sh P RE 76 45 44 B9 TR 25 7T LASEM K AR Bs e R e ) . BRI, KRB AT 3h e vk
Sk R ¥ Z 8] A B R R — B LR E R R K A S U b A R Z —

H Aif [ b _E o % #L38 %F B 437 ( Canonical Correspondence Analysis, f&jF% CCA) W5 A ¥ REE 5355
EFHIX R CCA FITXFRIAMT(CA) % JB T 3K 9 — Rl g e 05 v, K ot 7 47 45 22 76 1811 4347 4
48, B P HEH SRR FHTEIE, HAF 2R 8RR R B R AR AR MRS 7 =F Z E 5
F*FRo ENSMIARBIFE R, CCA BT YR SIER T RE X RNAR THE

J"AKEWLG (J64 24°31'37"N, RE 113°42'49"E ) R— B KB Z &R BRI K. H 20 4 70 4
UK, KFE I X IRAE T R R0 H8 , REED s BB BB A RK . KRR REY RI&A EME
15k, EAE BIFY pH HEElR. KEWLT XEMK LA G EET — BT, B AR 1 L TR
HeE G AWHEE RS B M PR B . BT XKL MA™E, 2RERCHEY LIEHK, KEESES
J&HIBRYED 1LJZ K (Acid mine drainage, f&jF% AMD) 4@ MR A — KK L 16 km ) 3 FERR , £ ARE
U5 BB AR BRI A S TL R F B i ——8 A K . BAKIIE T RS IE IR LA fAL, &
K 2570 km , 2B TLH FE S0, MISTLRE LKL FE T H——-CIL. AMD FR&Z AL, W Hi i
AT 2 BN , KA M TTK A A KA 25, R B E 8 — 2 R R B8 A S L0 A R
DR T 7. AMD W E AR FH0 X H A X MK 5 & HAEEE R RE RMAESHER
AT ARG AR S AR 0 KT S BN R B SRR A, RN TR R s SR AR KB B , 155 B
CCA J5 53 B KBU AR ShA B IR R B AR R =38 Z B M AH B2 R, BB 52 M 8 A 7K T KB AT 3
VIRE TR AL S AR A AR 1) EBEIRE R 1, A 7K 32 B ) T8 A AR N2 B IR FAR MR 2 KR
1 #R5HEE
1.1 WA

TEZ AMD SZN 75 4 il B B ik 4 M : A1 A2 (A3 T A4 e i AL A2 Fl A3 = SBR {5 YL iR (B
F2URIM) 29 3.5 km, A2 (1 FIFRRH UL, BKZ 15 AR B 1L AL R A3 MIXT4ER, A4 BEES TS QLT84 16
km ; $B T FVE T BN BB T 7 M A B1 B2 B3 B4 \B5 \B6 il B7 , H. A X B7 B AERE A KT 5
—ZRIEESO b, DL E T AR RZE] AMD 53 VEJNETE A I SCORIL & 5 B9 i B 3 MR C1
C2 1 C3, H A C1 il C2 RAETS YL SZ I 58T S AC LG #9 500 m F1 1000 m &b, TiiAE 1 C3 FEES TS YL I8
#y30 km, ¥ E 14 MEA(ED),

1.2 REEHE

IR | R Py MR VE M B 2 R AV R IS S A e T A N TR R R B AR, 40 3 F e
JG#9 50 d #1120 d H5 RI4EHER[A]

1.2.1 btk

29 (534 #, Castanopsis fissa) FIFTAR (ILZEF}, Schima superba)) B R - o
1.2.2  R48KA

EFERABYRAZI AT LB B AL fLEA R 5 mm FERRIEE1E D N TR BAS (FA& 7 20 cm x 15 cm) ,
1.2.3 WIRIE

KR Bk 2 A (R IR, BART 5 d FERATER ., BFHRHFRE4 g A M4EIE
14306 S RRE—RERN 1 AMRES ANER) T 2007 41 A 14 HETE Bk 14 ML, FAIES
M4E, Aok miE . B BRI & 2 4, 40 BIE ARG 56 50 R (Rh7K ) FI%E 120 R (FK
) B mIEEAS . BUELE KA e R KBRS Bk IR RAE T8 75% WS Fn A, LA SE5E o
1.2.4 KBS HE

BUCRAERT , FE 5K AL (YSI-6600 £, 36 [ 4 SRANER A ] ) W2 s 7K IR pH B R
FRMBRFEMSE . 350, 555 mL H SIKHRAEKFEBI , IR ILALEE (F THE COD & B K
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Fig. 1 Beijiang River system and locations of the sampling sites

MR, AT € EER & 8K RMRRA) , W [ Sk % 5, DA FE 5 BRI U E KA 1)
COD, ] BSHY J&F RO IEILIE Cu Cd.Pb.Zn EEHE S H
1.2.5 trf%E

WA KA AR I ) B &5 3h i —— R K E A 3 ) A Aquatic Insects of China Useful for
Monitoring Water Quality) ! &k (& shi % & B , AR K = BB I X 2 2
1.3 BdEgeit 5047

CCA HEFF % E il F %k CANOCA ( Verssion 4. 5) #4747 o
2 ZR5H5m
2.1 HERUKIER B SEOR AR RSB

SRS TER KA E KA LR B B A K. IG5 G MFE AL A1 A2 A3 A4 C1.C2 i1 C3 H1,A2.C3
STE YRR, pH (E7E 6.0 LUE, AR SII7E 5.0 DUF V5 4 E R Al & pH (EIKE 3. 12, HHiFEK
s o B [ bt ( GB3838-2002) AH L , & 15 Juit L) COD FIE )& Cd.Zn F1 Pb BiKF T 4 V HKRHE,
A FIE R W AR A B1.B2 B3 B4 .B5.B6 Fil B7 1, Ll B5.B6 F1 B7 S /KE#4F, COD ME 4L JE Cu.Cd F
Zn BEEREAREIREN T 1 20KARUE, T B1.B2.B3 Hl B4 4 /M MRS R, Z2MI5 5, COD f8in R , &
TMELIVERRARE(R 1) o L 14 DR 12 FFRSE R F RS R, B 3 5 SR B AR AR S R
100% , H¥j5 Cu .Cd.Pb.Zn 4 FELEE BENIEHRKR, BELRZEFAHREBRR R (E2) .

2.2 KBRS RN R K 5 &

HRAEF] 1904 KRB, KB 3 71,5 44,10 H ,26 F,51 Fi, HAp KRS 1508 3%, # 8 Bunn
S AN KT 5% MABEE NS, K LG IR (Parafossarulus striatulus) 4 5 42
( Bithynia misella) FIFHLAEFEEL ( Pentaneura sp. ) PLEF, B AT HIAH X 28 B 43 51 & 50. 9% 15. 6% F15.5% ,
ERARRERA b A FETE T B, 18 15T BOER 2 i R BT 3 W) B 1) 98. 6% , T 15 LT B SR £ 3|98
BT 3K, 4345 3 & s THATBCR BN R RS KA 1 KR4 EE . Rk AR E] 396 K, fL3if g I 41
( Corbicula nitens ) | 7K 22 45| ( Limnodrilus sp. ) . H & #%& W ( Orthocladius sp. ) 1% &5 3 #% 42 ( Bellamya
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acruginosa) , FAXFH BE 7514 20.2% \19.2% (12.9% 1 11. 1% , FERERIRBCHA 28 SR BITHEL, T KR

®1 EHERMKGELSHE (2007-03—2007-05)

Table 1 Water physicochemical parameters in different sampling sites

R aLBE RRE LR T 1A e EFEA R A
Site T/C pH Spcond/ (ms/cm) TDS/ (g/L) COD /(mg/L) NH,/(mg/L)
Al 23.89 3.12 2.08 1.35 129.32 0.54
A2 22.81 6.21 0.41 0.26 68.21 0.16
A3 22.96 3.40 1.39 0.91 102.16 0.47
A4 27.54 3.31 1.00 0.65 91.05 0.35
Bl 25.12 8.21 0.14 0.09 50.00 0.36
B2 21.98 8.06 0.12 0.08 41.98 0.26
B3 23.30 7.58 0.15 0.10 26.54 0.30
B4 20.70 7.44 0.14 0.09 27.78 0.18
BS 23.93 7.57 0.14 0.09 14.82 0.18
B6 23.83 7.36 0.15 0.10 14.82 0.20
B7 23.93 8.37 0.23 0.15 14.20 0.24
C1 26.62 3.51 0.98 0.64 81.79 0.33
C2 24.64 4.58 0.44 0.29 75.00 0.25
C3 24.80 6.64 0.28 0.18 58.65 0.12

B Sie BT i aa [ # #
Cl~/(mg/L) Turbid( NTU) Cu/(mg/L) Cd/ (mg/L) Zn/(mg/L) Pb/(mg/L)
Al 3.75 182.80 6.04 0.25 117.78 1.20
A2 5.42 24.90 0.90 0.04 4.79 0.15
A3 3.62 67.40 3.97 0.16 51.76 0.75
A4 5.35 300. 40 2.56 0.09 36.72 0.61
Bl 6.91 - 0.23 0.01 0.82 0.12
B2 4.21 10. 60 0.32 0.01 0.76 0.10
B3 8.51 - 0.24 0.01 0.42 0.15
B4 4.04 5.80 0.05 0.00 0.66 0.10
B5 6.68 8.80 0.09 0.00 0.54 0.08
B6 5.96 9.00 0.09 0.00 0.54 0.08
B7 11.97 5.00 0.14 0.00 0.60 0.11
C1 4.66 150.20 2.33 0.09 37.82 0.68
C2 6.21 73.00 1.18 0.05 17.25 0.31
C3 9.93 18.40 0.76 0.03 9.39 0.22
T+ 25D {E R P UCBURE - 33
F2 MUAIHER1L2 HHERFHEXES T
Table 2 Correlation coefficients between the environmental variables in 14 sampling sites
2L
GHRT o mm o mm wes wwEk SO0 B WET ows  0W W # &
factor T pH Spcond TDS CoD NH, Cl- Turbid Cu Cd Zn Pb
T
pH -0.467
Spcond 0.274 -0.872
TDS 0.274 -0.873 1.000*
CcoD 0.346 -0.898 0.898 0.897
NH, 0.227 -0.620 0.824 0.826 0.714
Cl- 0.175 0.523 -0.486  -0.487 -0.523  -0.436
Turbid 0.662 -0.830 0.725 0.725 0.727 0.549 -0.379
Cu 0.242 -0.861 0.996* 0.996* 0.912 0.829 -0.497 0.699
Cd 0.209 -0.847 0.991* 0.991* 0.913 0.826 -0.498 0.663 0.998*
Zn 0.228 -0.801 0.977* 0.977* 0.861 0.812 -0.462 0.679 0.981* 0.982*
Pb 0.343 -0.887 0.989* 0.989* 0.900 0.828 -0.475 0.758 0.984* 0.978* 0.975*
» REHKNERE
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B T B, AR LSRR Sl o A 2RI I T B, FE /KU1 1 T B MACSR 2 9 R B IR sh ) 2 i o5 A AR B
90.7% (%£3),

®3 RERHENMETR R TR RERRMER

Table 3 Amount of macroinvertebrate colonized in different time and different reach

M7k (2007 421—3 A) F KW (2007 43— H)

ik Dry season( Jan. — Mar. ,2007) Wet season(Mar. — May. , 2007)
Species e S U S 'S T S S

Polluted reach Clean reach reach Polluted reach Clean reach reach
ML FE L Pentaneura sp. 2 81 - - 11 -
H I Orthocladius sp. - 2 - 28 16 7
LRI Cardiocladius sp. 4 28 4 - 3 _
R Chironomus sp. 1 - 2 - - 12 1
U Chironomus sp. 2 5 19 1 - - -
WM EF Caenis Bicornis - 67 1 - _ _
VUi Je ' Eubrianax sp. - 16 - - - _
)k B F1 4% Ceratopsyche sp. - 17 - - 1 -
KA Zaitzevia sp. - 2 - - 5 -
PR JEH Steneimis sp. - 8 - _ 14 1
BIRH Ordobrevia sp. - 4 - - 17 -
% 42 Bithynia misella - 235 - - - -
SRR Parafossarulus striatulus - 768 - - 11 _
M EHR Gyraulus convexiusculus - 19 - - 14 -
55 [ i 2. Hippeutis umbilicalis - 31 - - 10 _
22351512 Bellamya limnophila - - - - 6 -
HF IR Bellamya acruginosa - 2 - - 44 -
IR Corbicula nitens - 33 - - 80 _
JK 2218 Limnodrilus sp. - 40 - _ 76 _
T I Glossiphonia sp. - 3 - - 17 -
JK % Daphnia sp. - 37 - - 3 _

R T AR B > 1% R

2.3 REURWSIFEA R R ML SR

IR I, ARG KA K , 5 A AE RS I ) KB JRATS Sh M A S B AR B 2 T AR I, X
AT RESE PRI I FR) B 22 52 L R A2 R 22 S i SR o EAG 7K S8, BRI | SR AR B 33 Fif1, 983 Sk K AU JE A
S, T AR _ESRGEE 28 Fh,591 Sk KBRS . ZEs b i LRI Dy SR SR Wi S SR AR B8
I, EATT AR 5 BE 2 52.2% \15.7% 1 6. 6% i A | [ P I3 Dy SUTR R AR TLAR , AH X485 B2 20
B9 56.7% 1 13. 7% o TEFKI, BHM M _EREER 25 Ff,243 KR BURAT SH 4y , T A I LR H] 21
154 SLRAVRASIY) . ZEFIMIH LR OLFESSRE N NI 7K 2215 56 55 PR MR A0 B S48 B, BT ] PR AH X 28 B8
G154 23.0% \17.3% \11.9% F110.7% , i AR H_E B PEESETH o BLIRAE B NI K 2258] SR SRR IR A
U sp. 1, X BEST N 22.1% \15.6% \14.9% 9. 7% F1 6.5% (K 4) o F35b, MK 5E 58 1) K B IR AW 3 40
FHISFIECR Y 2 T 3K, AT RER IR O AR ST BRI ZUAE ShA IR 1 R TR 3h 4y B ek v 10 K, o T RE AR I %
PR EFRROLAN T E AR —RE AR _EBAE T KBRS RO e i &
2.4 CCA 4p#r

Fi7K 3, CCA 73 Mt BRI PR AL (R0 31 0. 427 1 0. 385, Fhe5 R35E IR 7 HEFF il A AH ¢ R B34 0. 995
F10.994, HYFp-R5E S R I RARE 0N 55. 3, Ul I HE P BB U B T R BRI sh ) 53R 5 R 7 Z A1 i
RER(FES) . wHFEP, 5 —MAAXEB R 3 N3R5 E 72 pH {H.COD FhBEE, pH EALTZEM,
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B, AKX REN - 0.7087; COD Ak BEALTAHM, B IEAHR, AHX R L7109 0. 6133 F10.4980, 5%

TR AR BRI PR R TR NH, 1 COD, Wi 37 T A bRl 77, 2 IEMISE , #158 R H5 54 0. 7637 A0
0.7386,

F4 KBRS E R ATE R EEA MR
Table 4 Amount of macroinvertebrate colonized in different time and two leaf litter bags

MK (2007 4213 1) FKH (2007 4£3—5 H)
Fi %’3 Dry season( Jan. — Mar. ,2007) Wet season( Mar. — May. , 2007)
Species i C. fissa T A S. superba #ii C. fissa faf AR S. superba
KRR Bl Tanypodinae - - 1 2
ML FE L Pentaneura sp. 65 20 7 4
BRI Orthocladius sp. 2 - 26 34
Ly RFRIY Cardiocladius sp. 23 13 1 2
U Chironomus sp. 1 1 1 7 7
U Chironomus sp. 2 17 8 - -
KAPRH Zaitzevia sp. 2 - 2 3
PR JEH Steneimis sp. 5 3 8 7
BRIEH Ordobrevia sp. 2 2 3 5
U i i Je F Eubrianax sp. - 8 - -
WM EF Caenis Bicornis 48 21 - -
SIRK S 8 Cheumatopsyche sp. 4 8 _ B
AR LA ik Ceratopsyche sp. 13 4 - 1
223 B2 Bellamya limnophila - - 5 1
HF IR Bellamya acruginosa 2 - 29 15
¥# S 42 Bithynia misella 154 81 - -
LUIRNR Parafossarulus striatulus 513 335 7 4
M EHR Gyraulus convexiusculus 9 10 12 2
55 [ i 2. Hippeutis umbilicalis 10 21 10 -
W% N2 Radix swinhoei 5 8 2 -
IR Corbicula nitens 29 4 56 24
T 4% Glossiphonia sp. 1 - 3 7 10
T 4% Glossiphonia sp. 2 2 - - 2
7K 2218 Limnodrilus sp. 23 17 42 23
7K ¥%& Daphnia sp. 25 12 9 5

R T AR B > 1% IR

RS HFBHEEMSEEREEFHFROEXRE

Table 5 [Eigenvalues for CCA axis and species-environment correlation

Z=45 Season 7K} Dry season FIKHH Wet season

il Axes 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
HFE{Y Eigenvalues 0.427 0.385 0.278 0.174 0.471 0.372 0.127 0.093
ﬂlgs.-%%ﬁ%ﬁ . 0.995 0.994 0.985 0.989 0.977 0.937 0.938 0.834
Species-environment correlations

VRN B RBVIEAL FI TR 26.4 50.2 67.4 78.1 31.2 55.9 64.3 70.5

Cumulative percentage variance of species data

Yirh-SRs R R R E R
Cumulative percentage variance of 29.1 55.3 74.2 86.1 44.1 79.0 90.9 99.6

species-environment relation

EKHA, CCA 43T MRT BT HIARHEME 4351 0. 471 F10. 372, Fh2 S BE A FHEF H A R BGA ] 0.977
10.937, HYFp-BREE K R I R E 0 R 51K 79. 0, GEHAHER B S 4 st S Bk T KRB RAT 301 5 R85 1 - 2 6]
MRR(KS) . TEHFEF, SRR MHT 3 355 A T2 Cu Pb 1 pH {H. Cu 1 Pb A FHM,
ZIEMS XRS50 0. 8929 F1 0. 8884 s pH (AL TZMI, 2 AR, X REN - 0.8735, 555 A
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RPEBR IR R TR BRI NH, o BT ARARE B 7, BIEAHSE MR R ECH 0. 7595 s NH, AL F AL An il R
77, B KRR LN -0.5012,

TEHEAT CCA it ib A T 4% R85 78 B (i S 200, 451720 B F) B B4 A i 24 5R ] Monte-Carlo B
BRI S, LA P <0.05 1E 9 B E AR, LAHERR ST B/ N IR 7o ZEA4 /K39, pH {E \Cu \Pb Zn ,COD I EE 6 4>
An iy EEE A F (P <0.05) ;7EF K3, pH . COD Cu ,Pb 1 Cd5 4288 g FZZmi A ¥ (P <0.05) ,
LA ZEIREE N 1O A8 B A BUBT PR B S0, FEEAT CCA HEFF

MK BRE R SR 71 CCA HEFFIEI P& i AF R ALLA3 A4 1 Cl 25 REE, RS 50T,
FE BT 5 pH {352 IEARSE , BS \B6 Al B7 5E&JR M COD B2 AR, X 3 MEAKE THEEFN,
AR A2.C2 1 C3 HE &R COD fi 2 IEARR, ¥ /8 TI5 Rkt R, (A2 BRIER K ITRARXT B . FE AL B2
1 B4 BACFEEE BN L, H SRS, 23— RERRITH, WARIA N SEESEM COD HEIEHRK
(B 2A) o 7EF/KH, 43 BL.B2.B3.B5 .B6 il B7 55 pH A S 2 EAHK , SEEBME X, & THE
FERL, HOR R A B2 AT RE T TR BRI R, KA Bk . MikEA A3 A4 .CL AT C2 BTSSR, SEER
MEIEMAHX(E 2B) .

1O [ A kokm WP 08 B 3k COD
Cc30
cu  »COD Pb \ls
0
7n Cu
BI YA
oB2 OB7 A4
B70 Turbid
2 o B3
B20¢
—
pH /
pH 0
q 2
B6Y, B30
-0.6 BS ~04 B6
-0.8 1.0 -15 1.0

B2 #RE5XEETH CCAHFE

Fig 2 CCA ordination diagram of samples-environmental factors

B3 R T RBRISh Y o0 A SR E TR R . B Foxt SRR RO B B R BT 3 4 B 247 7
SERAEFE, FERGKEAR) CCA HEFF EISE—F R , 1535 Bezzia sp. 1 (1) \Bezzia sp.2 (2) FHIEHEEL Pentaneura sp.
(3) ORI Cardiocladius sp. (5) FEML Chironomus sp. 2 (7) FE KB Antocha sp. (9) ZFALTEE )& M
COD PRI, 5SE4J8 Cu.Pb.Zn F1 COD 2%, 5 pH 2 FAHX, B MIE. 7FEHRARIR, MW
JR e B Eubrianax sp. (20) ME SR Bithynia misella (33) SUVBIE Parafossarulus striatulus (34) ([N Corbicula
nitens (40) Fi7K & Daphnia sp. (46)%57E pH [EFFEHIMIL, 5 pH (2 EAM X, 5E4AJE Cu.Pb.Zn F1 COD
EHAHR, BTG (B 3A) . fEF KR CCA HEp B2 — M AR BR, i THK Bezzia sp. 1 (1) F
Bezzia sp.2 (2)Miy5 s, B THEF ERTEE . HAEREEL Pentaneura sp. (3) 0O RFEML Cardiocladius sp.
(5) FIKBL Tipula sp. (8) %FMHi5F SEEBHEIEMX, 5 pH EHEE MM, EHE-ME =LK, HRFH
KEA L5 pH EHHEIEMHX, 5ELEME X (K 3B),

3 itig

KT 3h s R K IR BR AL 7K A A W S REVE AR FE 2 TR I ST R > % ZEACH ST P, VS Y B b
PR ALLA3 1 pH 7E3—3.5 Z ] Jmm i ) V 28 7KARUE 9B = ARV B, PRSI R REBI R ARSI . 3
T YR K24 30 km SR C3 A, UR B T 3B, T HE BUCZE 1R 22 4R 38 B0 2 it BR 4, JHC A K 2L e AR 3
WA TCREFH , BB R LA S HERR IR R K ™ B IR T 08 A 7K R B JEAR sh i ORI 4640 o SRTLAE WU BT
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A B
COD
18
4 Pb
al7
a 8,21 Cu
18
A 1911 Cd
68" 8
FI N 46 A 25
343mn 29AA
PE— pH 758
pH & N
5 A
8
A A
178
-0.6 -0.8 %ﬂ
-0.8 1.0 -1.5 1.0

B3 KBRS SHEETFH CCAHFE
Fig.3 CCA ordination diagram of macroinvertebrates-environmental factors

H: A: A7k Dry season; B: F/KH Wet season
A: 1. Bezzia sp.1; 2. Bezza sp.2; 3. Pentaneura sp. ; 4. Orthocladius sp. ; 5. Cardiocladius sp. ; 6. Chironomus sp.1; 7. Chironomus sp.2; 8.
Tipula sp. ; 9. Antocha sp. ; 10. Zaitzevia sp. ; 11. Steneimis sp. ; 12. Ordobrevia sp. ; 13. Neochauliodes sp. ; 14. Neohemes sp. ; 15. Ceriagrion
sp. 3 16. Protoneura sp. ; 17. Caenis Bicronis; 18. Cinygmina yixingensis; 19. Serratella rufa; 20. Eubrianax sp. ; 21. Potamyia sp.; 22.
Cheumatopsyche sp. ; 23. Ceratopsyche sp. ; 24. Hydropsyche sp. ; 25. Chimarra sp. ; 26. Ceracies sp. ; 27. Brachycentrus sp. ; 28. Ecnomus sp. ;
29. Paracymoriza sp. ; 30. Potamomusa sp. ; 31. Eristena sp. ; 32. Bellamya acruginosa; 33. Bithynia misella; 34. Parafossarulus striatulus; 35.
Bithynia fuchsiana ; 36. Hippeutis cantoriy 37. Gyraulus convexiusculus; 38. Hippeutis umbilicalis; 39. Radix swinhoei; 40. Corbicula nitens; 41.
Glossiphonia sp.1; 42. Glossiphonia sp.2; 43. Glossiphonia sp.3; 44. Barbronia sp.1; 45. Limnodrilus sp. ; 46. Daphnia sp.
B: 1. Tanypus sp. ; 2. Pentaneura sp. ; 3. Orthocladius sp. ; 4. Cardiocladius sp. ; 5. Chironomus sp. 1; 6. Xestochironomus sp. ; 7. Zaitzevia
sp. ; 8. Steneimis sp. ; 9. Ordobrevia sp. ; 10. Ectopria sp. ; 11. Serratella rufa; 12. Ephemerella sp. ; 13. Ceratopsyche sp. ; 14. leratopsyche sp. ;
15. Rhyacophila sp. ; 16. Potamomusu sp. ; 17. Bellamya limnophila; 18. Bellamya acruginosa; 19. Parafossarulus striatulus; 20. Bithynia
Sfuchsiana; 21. Alocinma longicornis; 22. Gyraulus convexiusculus; 23. Hippeutis umbilicalis; 24. Radix swinhoei; 25. Corbicula nitens; 26.
Glossiphonia sp.1; 27. Glossiphonia sp.2; 28. Glossiphonia sp.3; 29. Limnodrilus sp. ; 30. Daphnia sp

G R, X TR AT T Y IR LETL, TR R KB 3h Y R BORE R SR, KR TG
KA, BB R TLAER KR TR, S A BRI R K RS I AP R A B A Pk . A
SCaH 8 A 7 3R = 7K 0 R B A R B IR AP 3h ) R SR RSO, , ¢ BT I A A5 R L ) ST 3h 0 R B A Kk 8
ZTFKM, AT RER B /K BRI RN T I PR S i v R I (RIS R R A, R
A 7K 52 AR B B LU AR B VLT, B A KRR S W A % 454 o SR B A, F B0 B 219 i AT e A2
iR

KRR 535 7 1) CCA HEFF SRR, Ak SR = 7K 393 B JERATG 3 4 b 28 5 3R 35E R 7 R AR 6 4
FIFE 90% LA b, LB RAR S 7E B A /K I B A0 A AR KRR EZ B SE F R R, 5 B S HEIE I KRN
Ko WHEEHE T, pH {1 COD X 7K 1 KB ZhH 9 70 o Wi Dy S 3, Hk Cu \Pb Ml Zn SFE B R L
A5, Cu P Al pH {ER 0 T /K KRR Sh Y 43 A I B PR BRI o 57 #E %% R AT CCA 434
i, 0 R R BR R S HERR AR K 15 5 1 80 ST 1 R Y JEATG 3 ) A W) 2% 132 Al CaCd\Fe Mg Fll Mn
FEBEGERER . UL T R 5025 5 7] BB dr {52 15 SR BE LA R i b 3t X ) 45 2 S i AR, L T E
FERFETT LB RIE B o FEASSCHP SR AN 2R -4 - 9 ) I AR AR , T A SR FH 2R 1 Y i P BB
FEE BRI KR AIETT, ToE R A PR o

MBS B , B2 0 WO R B SE R M 75 PEBR , EE RIS e, 5 COD ME &8 R IEH X
P, W 5 B8 ) 2RI 240\ B3 B ARl B B R W A 7E VS T R R, 5 COD ME R 2 A K. e
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