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Abstract: Based on the community structure of macrozoobenthos in the Liuxi River, which was surveyed during the pre-
flood, latter flood, and dry seasons in 2016, the Benthic-Index of Biotic Integrity ( B-IBI) was first used to evaluate the
ecological health of this subtropical river in China. Overall, 103 species of zoobenthos were identified, belonging to four
phyla, eight classes, 22 orders, 52 families, and 94 genera. Selected from 32 candidate metrics, the B-IBI system of the

Liuxi River was constructed using five key indicators, including total biomass, individual percentage of sensitive groups,
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and taxa number for EPT, Chironomidae, and tolerant groups. The health criteria were >3.24, healthy; 3.24—2.43 | sub-
healthy; 2.43—1.62, fair; 1.62—0.81, fair-poor; <0.81, poor. The proportion of healthy sites was 14.29% , sub-healthy
sites 50.0% , good-fair sites 21.42% , fair sites 14.29% , and there were no poor sites. In general, the assessment of the B-
IBI for the Liuxi River suggested that 1) the environments in the headwaters and upper stream had healthy conditions, with
EPT taxa and sensitive groups contributing the most to B-IBI scores, and 2) the environments in the lower reaches
deteriorated seriously, with the taxa number of tolerance groups contributing most to the B-IBI scores. The correlation
analysis showed that the B-IBI values were positively correlated with dissolved oxygen (P < 0.01) , but negatively correlated
with electric conductivity, ammonia, total nitrogen, and phosphorous (P < 0.05). Canonical correspondence analysis
showed that the first two axes of the B-IBl indicators explained 68. 1% of environmental variables, which clearly
distinguished the upstream from downstream, as well as main stems and tributaries in terms of health. Our results)suggested
that the B-IBI system constructed in this paper could objectively and precisely reflect the ecological health and-water quality
of the Liuxi River. In addition, compared with the subtropical climate zones where the Liuxi River is located, the influences
of urban development and human disturbances on the B-IBI were much more serious, indicating the applicability of the B-

IBI in different geographical regions.

Key Words: Liuxi River; zoobenthos; B-IBI; assessment criteria; environmental factors
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Fig.1 Sampling site of macrozoobenthos in Liuxi River
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SEH(CCA) it — 5047 .

3 ZBREHS

3.1 WREK B bR
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C o, MRS FIEAL S pH & ETHE S L EIE 6.58—7.96, EC MAJRSK S 7 2= F g i -, 0 FlAE
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Table 1 Major physicochemical parameters of water quality ( means + SE)in Liuxi River

S e BA Bk R femER EDmER

e b TR oy
Kﬁémtﬁ% T H EC/ DO/ ™/ TP/ NHiN/  CODy/  BODy < ’fﬁw@
e C (ps/cm) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) ediment type

s1 3015346 681091  40.8:1.41 821016 0.22:0.11  0.02:0.0  0.07£0.01  1.06:0.09 1.15:0.21 [T
$2 21.0:2.61  6.85:1.06 65.5:0.71  8.85:1.13  027:0.18  0.010.00 0.10£0.07 1.03:0.04  0.85+0.35 Fiva
s3 1668459 658097 61.6:1.41 886:053 081£0.16 0.05:0.01  0.04:0.02 0.85:0.78  0.700.70 Wk
s4 18555067 6.99+0.37  624:2.12  895:120  026+0.08  0.05:0.01  0.12:0.02  1.02:0.11  1.75:1.06 L
S5 2412296 739:0.07 1244+282  6.09:0.04  234:031  0.15:0.01  0.66£0.64  1.70:0.57  1.45+0.64 i
s6 2374275 7.65:0.11  121.5+424 6442001  248:0.54 0332001  0.720.09  5.25:021  4.60+0.14 b
7 203388 7.28:0.02  87.3:1.41  6.92:021  0.59:0.16  0.11£0.04  0.36£0.03  1.30:036  1.55+0.35 b
S8 2108332 740:0.11  1159:071 6.97£0.05 187+140  0.19¢0.03 0.70£0.36  2.07¢132  3.1040.57 b
9 21.9:3.04  7.40:0.09 87.4:0.71  6.54:0.36  275:028  026£0.02  1.03:0.01  430:2.12  3.75:1.91 Wb
$10 2108361 7.53:0.07 109.2+141 663033  2.22:0.04 0265006 0.860.07 2.40£042  2.05+0.35 v
s11 204367  7.66:037 109.4+141 525002  242:0.13  0.1950.01  0.910.08 2.70:0.14  2.45+0.07 Wb
s12 2356450  7.66:038 1403:141 5.57:0.21  227:0.02  0.13:0.04  1.07£0.26  2.18+1.87  1.28:0.11 R
s13 23.6¢353  7.05:001 327.7+141 328:091 529+1.65 171191 370225  545:021  4.85+0.07 R
S14 2.6+487  7.96:057 153.6:3.53 4.63:0.57 333:0.11  0.2:0.03  1.79£0.07 3.10:1.70  1.83+0.32 R

T K, Temperature ; EC ; RS , Electric conductivity; DO IR , Dissolved oxygen; TN HA, Total nitrogen; TP ; B Total phosphorus; NHZ—N CHA , Ammonia

nitrogen ; BOD s ; fb2% 75 % &, Chemical oxygen demand; CODy, . =475 % & , Biological oxygen demand
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J& R HFYERSE) N, 2 LK S13(6 F) Fil S14(8 Fiv) for s R Al i & sl 2L | SIS AW 2y AT VS 4 ( 4n
IK 225 T G R ] B HT K 2245155 ) 5 L
3.3 B-IBI i 46414 R 5 1@ BREIPAN A i ff
3.3.1 A s

RN A b Bl T PG RR E T A B BRL ) AR AR A THIR 32 MBI FRARAE 3 S BT F (A
B 22 25% i B FRALEORT 75% 53, S5 RANEE 2 FEoR . KRR Al SC T IR 0 e s v X DEFE AR AL BRAN T .
OMS5 F1 M13 H THRAEZE KT DAHERR 4 30 4845 ; @76 BE T PRI M /N 1) 18 F8hrr, M3 M8
M14 M15 M16 M17 M21 M23 M24 M30 M31 AOE5{E AR fb 3 e /)N U B S48 4 BT S e i 75 e o A R
NG A B-1B1; Q7R T HEIGSR M3 K0 12 D84, i MIL M29 F1 M32 (950 {E AR 1638 Bl it /) AR
TUHERR . Gt w12 i e HERR A bR X R4S 16 MR AR T T 2500 Hr

x2 RAMEYEREESRINS HIERREN FHE R E

Table 2 Distribution of 32 metrics in reference sites and their expected direction of response to disturbance

W i AU bl B RME R SwMR R TS
Metric type Melrics o dis{’mbm'm Average SD Min. Max.  25% quartile  Median  75% quartile
PREEE ML SSIAITE B/ 40.3 9.1 32.0 50.0 35.5 39.0 4.5
Species M2 EPT 43280 708 BN 47 3.8 2.0 9.0 2.5 3.0 6.0
abundance M3 HZEE PRI ik 3 4325 ot N 5.0 2.6 2.0 7.0 4.0 6.0 6.5
M4 802 ITAL N 10.3 2.1 8.0 12.0 9.5 11.0 115
M5 B BR 396.4 354.6 41.9 751.2 219.0 396.1 573.7
M6 B APt PN 1.9 1.2 0.9 33 13 1.6 2.4
M7 BRZAEE T/ 2.4 0.5 1.9 2.9 2.2 2.4 2.6
M8 RN W/ 0.85 0.09 0.75 0.94 0.81 0.86 0.90
M9 i E A VN 7.41 1.45 5.74 8.30 6.97 8.19 8.24
M10 #5JEE4R4L VSN 0.66 0.16 0.52 0.83 0.57 0.62 0.72
T2 MIT G328 I/ % PN 0.26 0.11 0.16 0.38 0.20 0.23 0.31
Species M12 i3 i K00 % Hk 0.61 0.18 0.42 0.78 0.52 0.63 0.71
composilion M13 308 H A % N 53.0 28.1 20.8 2.7 432 65.6 69.1
M14 W58 HAMEE % AN 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
MI5 T3 HAMASY % W/ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M16 85 HAMEEY % AN 0.01 0.01 0 0.01 0 0 0.01
M17 3 HAMAEY % VN 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.02
M18 BE8iE HAMEE % BB/ 0.22 0.08 0.13 0.29 0.19 0.25 0.27
M19 Bl A% % R 0.13 0.06 0.08 0.20 0.10 0.12 0.16
M20 FEIAEL % LD 0.25 0.21 0.09 0.48 0.13 0.16 0.32
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WY fk ST i e M R SwM hR TS
Metric type Metrics o disf)mbm;ce Average SD Min. Max.  25% quartile  Median  75% quartile
ﬁi;;iﬁj%ﬁwfm% BN 0.09 0.07 0.01 0.15 0.06 0.10 0.12
M22 SEERA L % PN 0.36 0.23 0.11 0.55 0.26 0.41 0.48
M23 B EL % WK 0.01 0.01 0 0.01 0 0.01 0.01
Tif % M24 HURER T AL VN 9.0 1.7 7.0 10.0 8.5 10.0 10.0
Tolerability M25 Tt 2R e 4L LD 10.7 25 8.0 13.0 9.5 11.0 12.0
M26 U % VN 0.46 0.26 0.20 0.72 0.33 0.46 0.59
M27 1520 % WK 0.28 0.12 0.15 0.36 0.24 0.34 0.35
M28 BI #8544 DN 5.00 0.91 3.99 5.75 4.63 5.26 5.50
BEH M29 S FH AR % K 0.09 0.04 0.05 0.13 0.07 0.09 0.11
Feeding group ~ M30 JEEH MK % UM 0.89 0.05 0.84 0.94 0.86 0.89 0.91
M31 BIEHEA L % TN 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.03
ANESUR M32 il E A A E % DN 0.51 0.05 0.47 0:56 049 0.52 0.54

Habitat quality
SD . bpifi ,Standard deviation ; Min. ;HEi/]\{ﬁ,Minimum value ; Max. ;HE'ij({E,Maximum V‘alue;Ml*M32;?§‘ﬁi1ﬁ%

3.3.2 Hlaetisrtr

BEXF 43I L 3 Bt e LE Y 16 NFRbR , i — 20 R AR L EIEREA T PRI RE 1 4007 , L) S e e P A ae 2 IR
SURBZ S Z (a0 22 5 25 R K 2 iR, B TR bR M7 M 19 \M20 \M27 M28 i IQ=1,M10 M12 F1 M22
1) 1Q=0, Ut LA E 8 AN EFRNL—A s TC P i EE AT 7 A ARTE R Z P 05 2, s e R WG bR fe 5 IR RN 32
P Z (B 22 S TS 1 2 WP HCHERR . X TR 8 A e R84 , B T M1 M2 M4 M6 M9 MI18 11 1Q =
3,M25 M26 1Y 1Q =2, #3455 1Q = 2 (T br il , 3X Lo Fad5 1 722 16 58 08 A 4 19 S i 2 S5 32 400 2 1) iy 22
5O AR 2R — B
3.3.3  AHEMES Y

X2 B E T AT 0 1 H 048 INBEBE HE B dEA T 1 A A A RS B AT AH S4BT, AR AR B 18 bR AR B 2 ke
— ML ME R . G5R R, 8 AN EYIRIR AT & IEA 4340, Al 2R H Pearson AHOC R B Hrdabr Bl (5 B ES
BE L RFEFREIAH S 2B 308 M1 AT M2 M4 M9 M18 M25 fIAHE R % r1>0.75, i M1 5 HAlFE
PrfT RN B, B TEHERR M1, Kl 7 A HEAREAT AT, K EE M2 A M1 LK M4 1 M9 [ AH G R
1r1>0.75, T EPT 703 B0 ( M2) FIHEBC /3 2 B ITA (M4 ) TE A= W) 50 B PR D v i) 2 28 A etk | X
AT HEBRMO I M18, e 240 e 1 H T I E I 9 5 > B-IBI AZ L A8 46 . EPT 7302 s (M2) (2
B R IRITE (M4 ) B (M6) (M T5 2 ST ( M25 ) FHBUBISHE AR X 42 (M26)

F£3 8 MRIEEYSEEH Pearson HHEX DL R

Table 3 Pearson’s correlation matrix of 8 candidate metrics

M1 M2 M4 M6 M9 M18 M25 M26
M1 1
M2 0.826 " 1
M4 0.797 ** 0.557 1
M6 -0.531 —-0.474 -0.737"* 1
M9 0.867 " 0.660 " 0.835"" -0.641" 1
M18 0.853"* 0.759 ** 0.737** -0.604 " 0.685"* 1
M25 0.901 ** 0.677"" 0.644" -0.520 0.798 ** 0.778 ** 1
M26 0.624~ 0.455 0.509 -0.530 0.561 " 0.690 " 0.681 " 1

# % FRTE 0.01 KT bR EAEIE 5 + FIRTE 0.05 /K- OB | G
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Fig.2 Box-plots of candidate metrics between reference and impaired sites

S8 45 . Reference site; 324 14, : Impaired site; M1 : 43285080, Total taxa; M2 EPT 432K 55040, EPT taxa number; M3 ; 52 sh ¥ MUK sh )
4325 HIG4K, Crustacean and ‘molluscs taxa number; M4 : $2 004325 B ICEL Chironomid taxa number; M5 : S5 &, Total density; M6 & AE 4L, Total
biomass ; M7 ; FARZAE M , Shannon diversity index; M8 ; 3535 Fx Z FEMEFEEL, Simpson diversity index; M9 = & 54 Abundance index; M10;}J%]
FEFEHL, Evenness index; M11; #7335 A0/ % , Dominant taxa number percentage ; M12; {if 3 #4325 A I0% , First three dominant taxa number
percentage ;M13 . BUH H 8%/ % , Diptera number percentage ; M14 : l§#E H A%/ % , Odonata number percentage; M15: )3 H /M40 %,
Wide Homoptera number percentage; M16: #i ## H 4~ & #/% , Coleoptera number percentage; M17; & % H 4~ & %0/ % , Trichoptera number
percentage ;M 18 . W8 HMA%L/ % , Ephemeroptera number percentage ; M19 ; BRI ~A$5/ % , Flutter earthworm number percentage ; M20 ; 45 504~ A<
4/ % ,Chironomid number percentage; M21 : 1 528 #) TSI~ K40/ % , Crustacean and molluscs taxa number percentage ; M22 : 3 T 444~ 14
#/% ,Oligochaetes number percentage ; M23 ; #4945/ % , Hirudinea number percentage ; M24 . {83 BAITH , Sensitive groups taxa number;
M25 it 152 BT HL, Tolerant groups taxa number; M26 ; i J& 25 %/ % , Sensitive groups taxa number percentage ; M27 ; it 15 35 #/% , Tolerance
groups number percentage ; M28 : BI 5 %%, BI index; M29; i 5 # & %0/ % , Predator number percentage ; M30; JI§ 5 # MA S/ % , Filter feeders
number percentage ; M31 ;] & & A%/ % , Scraper number percentage ; M32 : Kl B % MA%L/ % , Adhesion number percentage

3.3.4  B-IBI PEMFEFRA R AO ST 5 A 250 B DA B i
K HAE B &S bR 8, AR A8 PR AE S B SR Be A 7 150 B 20 A B P30 B i i 8 Ho B A =
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(K 4) IR A U HE AR A, SHE R AR D 0—1 25> 1, WARIC Sy 1, K25 R bR 19 2 (E AT
I, A3 2045075 B-IBIE (K 5) .

F4 HEZHES MEWESRMEY) BHITEAR

Table 4 Formulas for calculation of 5 metrics scores using the ratio method

FEHL Metrics SHETTE A5 Score equation FEEL Metrics SHETHR AT Score equation
M2 Y=M2/5.1 M6 Y=(68.1-M6)/(68.1-0.67)
M4 Y=M4/11.4 M25 Y=(13-M25)/(13-3.65)
M26 Y=M26/0.73

PAZ: IR B-IBI (B2 A1 1Y 25% 53 r (R ( BIV 3.24) AE 4 7 s 38 BIE R K P UBRUE , XF <2590 7345 B4R 1) 73
EFEHEAT 4 4643 (0.,0.81,1.62,2.43 3.24) | 5 20 5 W & W) AE S A VEAN AR E R B-IBIAE »3.24 S fa B
3.24—2.43 Jy WAt ,2.43—1.62 —f%,1.62—0.81 H7%,0.81—0 I,

3.4 FIEW A SRR

SR FH LA R 0 A S A BV bR o X IR T 14 AN 8 0 A SRR R TR0 A6 1A, S5 SR S BF
IR ULET 14 ASSRAE R R AL A 2 A, B R 14.3% 5 AR BRAL 57 A%, 150.0% 5 — A 3 A, b
21.4% s 005 2 A, 5 14.3% s T 207 5, 4Ll B-IBI By 5 %1865 5Tk L & B0 . M2 (EPT 43258850
) BAR AR SR R B ATE AN iR Y 4 A SO A DTk FLBIAR = FE T IR S LT 4% Hk o2 M26
(USSR B % ) HAE A S AT 2 1 DTk L B S 8 4% T 0, LRI 1 00 28 R U i AR i i 345
e M4 (RIS 5T E) R M25 (TG 28R B0 80 B R T LR R i s i i 25 5 S b 7 B-IBI
PEATH A R BT T K B AR 0 b, M2 M26 1 M4 R AR ARGt J2 phe 72 (o7 o5 A BRI 25 19 = BN & 1T i 95
FKHEEYFRBR M25 GR35 35007 A A T ASEERREAK O

R5 REASHERESERRA

Table 5 Statues of the ecological health of sites in Liuxi River

FERR ) B TehR B e/ %
RAELURRS R B-IBI{f ﬁ}’fj{:}:ﬂ Percentag: T)]; CO:j indicators

Site Characteristics IBI“value .

condition M2 M4 M6 M25 M26
S1 SIS (BUFESCR) 3.29 fe R 30.3 21.3 29.2 0 19.2
2 SIS (RS 3.19 Y { B 15.8 25.8 26.4 5.7 26.3
S3 AR EUET ) 2.49 AV feie 7.8 24.6 37.5 17.2 12.9
S4 ZHUS(RIFTR) 2.76 Y { B 12.3 31.4 31.2 16.7 8.4
S5 Z IS (R SR 3.74 fdtHE 7.1 12.7 36.2 34.9 9.1
S6 SRS 3.00 DR 19.6 23.4 20.6 28.5 7.9
S7 AT (T 2.02 — 9.7 21.7 34.1 21.1 13.4
S8 Z PP 2.78 G R 14.1 25.3 31.7 7.7 21.2
S9 g 5 (iSO 2.94 DR 13.3 14.9 26.3 10.9 34.6
S10 AR (TS 2.69 IV fi 7.3 16.3 28.1 23.9 24.4
SI1 ZHUR ORI 1.73 — 0 10.2 35.1 43.3 11.4
S12 ZHURCFUETIR) 1.77 — 0 0 24.4 60.6 15.0
SI13 ZHUR CFUESZ) 0.87 % 0 10.0 0.00 86.0 4.0
S14 ZHUR R 1.35 # 0 0 36.6 63.4 0.00

3.5 B-IBI{H 5 FREE [ AHOC M

FRPEAC TS BT as R 445 0051 B-IBI {538 1 iy 9 WK ARS8 b5 E 47 A0 DS 40 B, 25 R ank 6 Jir
/No B-IBI{H5 DO S B # 1IEAH5E (P<0.01) , 5 EC(P<0.01) NH}-N(P<0.01) ,TN(P<0.05) Fl TP ( P<
0.05) 2 W ETUARSE 1M 5 T.pH . COD,, .BODAHIMA .2 (P>0.05) , LU B3z N2 s T3, £ )
A TR AR R TR AE B T DO B i, R R B s IR D0 1 A R XY B-IBT A (Bt
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. 5 COD,, A1 BOD,AHEE , B-IBI {EAE BT 4 Mo S W EC R85 3748 (TN TP A1 NH;-N) BB B ol Bk b, X
B HEAT IR IO (0 25 5 o | B /K AR5 YR B (R 14, B-1BI (B 2 B W B AR i e 95, 5 R B 3855
TR B ECOCR , ULIAA SCHIEE Y B-1BI {4 3R ARAS R4 M S W3t 8 ] 45T BE K TR L

6 B-IBIIEMMES KR LIEIRAOME X R

Table 6 Correlation coefficient between B-IBI and physico-chemical parameters

T pH EC DO TN TP NH;-N

COD,, BOD,

-0.174 -0.300 -0.676"" 0.685 " -0.585" -0.578" -0.386 -0.266

# % FRAE 0.01 KT (BN bR A E 5+ FIRTE 0. 05 /K- OB | i & A C

-0.724""

CCA P Hr&s A&l 3 7, T F s 43 B2 1) B-1BI . -
FOCROARPRIEARFE 7K F 19 68.1% 30 CCAL &
R T 51.3%,CCA2 f T 16.3% , VB BT/ 3 il o ’
PE S A B B, Monte Carlo B #4636 45 5 1
7, CCAT Hlt 55 HAth 4%l [|] 22 57 0 25 (P<0.05) , 1y oAty
KahE 25 F A BE(P<0.05), [FE, F(S1—S5)
(S6—S10) Rl (S11—S14) fii H 3T CCAT Bl B %1 4
W1t , U] B-IBL 48 AR e 8 A R0 X 43 b T WAL s (7]
FIPREE R T, B-IBI F5 R S5 B3 i 7K 5 1) A P 2 e Xof

CCA2 16.8%

AT UK SUAN S5 (LA RIE RGRG, 3R T 21 S '
H DO B, S2—S4 fir 4 ik T2 B L L 83
FERIR SN R O R R e e s e, D

W, S EOLAE T WA 7K F-, B-IBI $5 b 0 I fiff e B2 4
Ko i T B f R K T A B R R R ALrh SR
(S6.S9 F1 S10) f HE 7K - 22 0 & 5 F T 33 (S7. M1 S8) ,
B-IBI X H i 48007 i (%) il e Sz B 1 418 4 (B W9 25 6 52 i
TCRH X SEER . TN TP #1 NH, -No& G 7E T i 55

CCAl 51.3%

B 3 §RiEA B-IBI %0 5 4R 5 IR F F 49 2 BY 3% R 44 43 4R
(CCA)
Fig.3 Canonical correspondence analysis based on the key

indicators of B-IBI and environmental factors in Liuxi River

HWERTTEL(M25) BER K% Ak, M25 & S e JiF
D7 55 (S11—S4) fatFE /K FREA FEFE bR, CCA 2455 Ak B, Bz e i i fil B R 0 19 B-IBT 8545 M b 3Ry
M2 M4 M6 M26 48 F R AY M25 T % W K B dE AR N E3iERY DO 55748 0 FUiFRYE FEEh &,

4 it+ig

4.1 N B-IBL PEA A7 Al 114 52 i PR R

Astin' > il Paller 45" 7E 44 BT B-TBT B DAk , 445 [ — W0 o5 AS ) 279 (0 50 Bl a0 A 74 I A B A w0 B2
1,8 Gerritsen 2557 K IAEAN R 245 4% [ EE 7 — 45 B-IBI & VA B2, PR Sy 25745 1) RS 475 20 00 TR 7 465 g AL
AR, REARIE AR R B A A A AL A B-IBT, HAZ O 48 bR 50t R fg B VE A /K 722 15 T 45 225, IR IAH
FEI] /KU BRI 0 B-IBI 58 LS . ASBIF T AEAL HEE T B-IBL AR R A b, R T T 5 W
W R K 3 ZE G Sh P RE AR | BB A5 5 HEBR 274 1) 25 53 0 2B 0 R i 158 R 52 i), 26 SRR | AR S
JITAS VA 285 R A i AR5 B L 4 ek A 3 0

SERIFSE XK R B R R A5 1) 240, A [ 1) 2 B A5 e B s o £ X e P 235 SR P A i 4 KR8
2B Barbour Jo TR AT P /NRE S5 2 IR S e B bR o, AN ZE s 461 X V8 2 1R 984T B-IBL M
i, PR AL I X, FT3Z AR TN, BOR T T J0F Pk aSbm vl ; 5Kz 25 XL ] e sk A7 B-IBI F
ik, i T 2500 Bz b, H B RS2 2075 e O TP INVEE bR oL UL 2K bR e
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FIE, AT AR L ir B BRI L2 B i T DX AT A AR R g LU DR I, A =2 N
TR AT B, ERAE S IR, O T RERS ELAT B X e s B e A% 9 B A BEAR DL , AL LA Barbour +
PUr /IR RN SR TR b iR 2545 SE P s A AE SR (IR O B A7 G Mo At T IR 25 B
B HHZ X SR ) W AR T 2 T IR B AT 255 5 IR T e S IR AL LS s R 1

BRZ BEGAN, 0 e T304 B-IBT L8 b AR AR AT R 22 57 AR SCHY S A9 & 9] B-1BI
“EPT 7»2E B0 FRUM B0 B AL 75 2R ST BRI AR % 7 5 AN TR AR H AL, S FRARS B-1BLfH
>3.24, BN FIMLIX B-IBL AR R 1957 ], 3% 7 g2 1 iy st D8 L@ ) It pg gt |
PEE TR 14 B-IBL A CoA R 2 B 5 A R VP A A o (28R T LUAEER ) o % BROAR TR DX 45 R B R SR
BT 3 b R 2 R DX B B-TBI A8 B 2L -5 i A DX ) 0 T 7 Jl A B 1t DX R AL, 5 J A Ak
Tl X PR A BT A RS . FUR AR T, PUE R AL A AR ILIX, S2 AR PR /N, BR K
JRR PSR OR B T 2R LR SRR (N RERNIRE ) , A= 2 ek i, B-IBL FE AR DK AR R R BN ., H5H
HABC, BT o8 s TR A R X, 32 A 40 5, B-1BI B hy i 5 A e o AR T, S0 TR it
B L DR A AT 5 o IR R T 22 A DT i L DX, o R TSR, N A DR B e i SR A B
WA 52 AN T A D, # B-IBI FEARERG 1R BRI 17t /K I 1 BB RIUK B0 25 i 75 260 . AT
FEAR UL, TR AT A B-IBI AZ O bm i, iy B DX ] A o 22 53 m] REIT I 2 255 R, HOCHEAE T B F 5
A T B BB 32 AR TR IR TS LR

®7 ERNAE B-IBI #RITFNIEHMB RS R I ERAE
Table 7 The health assessment index components of B-IBI and criteria of reference in China
e . o B-IBLA4 h{ N
o SR ¢ e

CGomponent of Benthic-Index of Biotic
Integrity (B-IBI)

ROPREITH EPT 432 BT 8k #
HAEE % 1T 3 LR I TTH% |

Research object The standard of choosing reference point The standard of health

PR FE 8- B T < 6% R - Y o 1T

Xitiaoi Stream! 15 020 M H A 590%  MBHEETS BB Ko 1k #5069
BI $8%k
TR AT (s + AR sy ) 2 ook
Inflow rivers in Lake oo 7 0 9 = o 3 4 N BENMEER HEENERE% G fE>1.62
Dianchi catchment!*! SN N )
B BOPIITEH S i (L5 40 K0
W. River! 167 T TR TP /N 1 TENRE % ORISR o A B> 1.82
emyu fuver Y5 ORISR %
U . . (BRI +IR W) A% it 52
NIRRT FAF AR B PMA = 50, 7K 0 Sl v . o) 1 ,
Rivers in Shanghai City}*! iz | e iﬁii;ﬂjﬂﬂ BTHBRHRR WR-2.69
ORI (A 30) TN A K BRUEAE M2 LA L5 B8 EPT 4328 S 08 #2028 Bt 4, &
(ﬁl.b R AR IR R HE S >80% . AW 5 28 ME oo U iEl  @di>3.24
I A SRR 4%
SR Y2 B TR EPT 43 25 B Tk R 3
I’{‘ h, & [13) TeFHerE s AT AR/ IVEE 5, PG B 43 2 B8 00 8% | A B A R {@HE>3.59
D Gl % SURSRE A% M BT 4R
MY TR EPT 4> 25 B ST 4 FE I
SERTII b/ 817 o RE L g T D) |- Y- USTor G NC VA Y e s Y= USTRA L LN
Liao River ])asin[ 14] /kq:ﬂl"*&/] +¥““ ’Ebﬁ{ﬁﬁméﬁl’J‘L ﬁ% \ﬁi@;‘%tgf/l\ﬁg ﬁ% %'l] *I}i I}ﬁ_%‘/l\ &%%>366
%%
Barbour JC T AL . LI CARAVEYI MR 5, AR 35555 90% , JoA i ARG 8 T 4 ; Barbour FHUM/IMEE A T IRTS YL, L R I

5 km Z PJERTEE, B 100 m 5.5 km < i A G T ELA B00e )T R AR

4.2 ] B-IBL PPAG SR A A A R AY T 471
ARICLL A BRI LR W ot B PR BN 2 LG R PT RE 22 (0 SRR T S ARl 7E B-IBL A AR v 4R
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ISRl = B PP AR A2 1 B RS R/ NE S R 5 KARFREAY , LU AT RE 2 BE R bR (32 1) )
WSS AL X RS AR S5 FIIhBERI LR . CCA Z»Mral RULRA |, &0 e T i85 4> B-IBI %035 br BERS
T3 BT 1 DX VR AT b A A R S TR A s, T 2 A IR R T AR R 68.1% , UL AR SCHYEERY B-
IBI BEYI) S Hi S W P&l (g BRR L . BEA1, Paller 250 AOMIFST K B, 32 RO AR 0 W /K 5 5 1R 38 O 9 AN AF
TE S AN FR AR SO O T R ) 23 (IR A3 (s ) Tl A PEA 45 8, e B b b Sl 3 IX sk A 11
W BT AL, Z B TR R D SO K E & T BT AR, T U S T B B SR
£ RIS R AR SR AL ™ 5, HLAZ B3R A0 R T 5 AKHE R e, S BT Ui S I il BRE K S AT T
Tio PEUL, AT 45 R S HF Paller 250 (UL, W] B-IBT REALLZE A P 3 AT 37t A A A f e

Skt B B AR T B-1BL R R A5 PR A o 18 FH I | AR SOKE BT A5 D0 485 5 5 W0 et 645 0T HE
AT S BRI S S UL FE B B R DA 0 S U I T A B R A K AR I 7 K R AR b
TN IR TR 2 0 0 X R AT K T Bl AS R AR F T 2 PR, TR B 4 A 8 2K BRI
XG5 SCAE R A ML TS YR BOE AT FLR I R U BOK AT VR4, K B BOK M P LTS Je 28 5 3
(HBAETFE KBRS 2 . ARWFSE R IR, b3 5 B-IBI ¥EAMFEXT A 25, b D EPT 432K s e B R UK B
FE R TR ; UL T2 KRS YR IR, B-IBT PP (B il AR , e rh AT V5 288 A e B s ik = , Ui
TR T U B AR S PR B Mg R K 38 20 53R | IR AT sl W A AF R0 2 B . 25, AR SO S B-IBI T
S5 SRR AT, BABH R B-IB1 A S BR300 ol o] 3t 9 A6 A R R nT 1T
4.3 KR 5 B-IBI iF4r

JEATG Bl 400 (R B i AR AT 5 2 () 3 A 52146 22 AR TR 52 0 TN R 5t () 185 0 2 A 45 S B =F B A R
Pyt 3 i NHG -N AU 7K A b 32 2 5 FE 0T G i % a2 FR R 20 ) LA B EH . PHR &
B, BRVT. IR IR R A Sh 4 A5 e A AT TP TIN5 PR R G2 e e 41 & B NH-N
SRR E VR U K IR sh 4 o0 A B B2, BRAh, W03 -5 030 RS sh ) Z B R 5 DO il EC SGEX
B A UUE R DO A R, 2 It 10 ) A 58 DX ek P RS W Sh W B 9 ) R e 1 5 T EC VM i K MR b B
SRS AT, 25 RO A T R T R A ) P AT A S R SRR R 1R e A B ST R
EC I 520 T R AR 2h i i AS (8] 4 A . ASAIFSY & B, A B-IBL fH5 NH;-N B 6 AH O e o 2%
(-0.724,P<0.01) , H-k o~ EC TNRETP( P<0.05) , H5 DO 24 2 3 1IE M & (P<0.01) , LI A SCH #E 1Y) B-
IBI BBZ5 G S Wit B Tl K B R AL

CCA T 3R I, ik 1 B-1B1 A% F8 AR 0] £ IR B R 7 I e A K 22 5%, &) i Aok T
YL LA , DO {H & , RTR A B-1BI DABUSAE W2 03, SRR 2 EAE G 2 PR B TR
R EC TP FTN 3E8hn, X1 A9 B-1BI LAtV 288 03, SEFAKCERAASC, A2# et Ko
FR 285 AT REARAN S A SR B AZ I B IR AT I S14 7 52 A T3 ™ 5, B Ak 22 bk T RAZ TR
RO SRR R AR T A B A SRR, B ARIZAL SR AL T R (R KF (2 B-IBL P25 0 22, LI
M A IESE T K TR ) R T PE . AR, TR S6 17 i B /K FUIRBL4 22 , (5 B-1BT P47 45 5k 7 fet
S, BRI AT SZ B A T U 1 75 Y (R SE B VR e AR R O B T IR AR i A A7 s ], HZ A SRR T 4
JE R 45 I A R BB bR , U T 5 Y 1 T BRI A X K A 2B W 7 A B S, X927 a5 1 B B SO )
Wk 2L 7 K BT A S5 DA S A AN TR A e 1 O 3R B b AR SCR Y B-IBI R 8 B 5 s e 3t 1 40 7K T
FABDIRBL, A A TS R G IRl A A e BE R AL T 8500 A= 1 W I 7 B

5 it

ARWFFE LSBT i —— R A ], 07 B-IBIL 8 YO HHE M AT i AT 1 A A BT AN, S o
J A T RS AL T AR AR L 8 SRR A AR B K B I, A S R S AL U A L B-
IBI A Z A A5 5] FEESAT « (1) WIEM B-IBL fh.a B BUSCERE MR % , EPT 5 BOHITH 5 25 RE B 0T
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S A AR AR A, 8 BREARIE N > 3.24 ) I N AR A S8 14.3% , WAEERRE 7 50.0% , — 5 21.4% 5 (2)
EPT 432 ST BURMBURCRIE A% X6 1 i30T Bt B-TBT {H 57 Bk fc e , S5 it IR B0 B3 47, 1 T 35 2 ek B T ot
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Appendix The list of macrobenthos species in Liuxi River
Yl Species Yl Species
A7)0 Annelida Ji #FF} Heptageniidae
H B Oligochaeta 47 BB —Fh Cinygma sp.
W22 H Lumbriculida IEE H - Odonata
W7 2295 F} Lumbsriculidae 48 M. H—Ff Zyqoptera
1. P 22 W5 JE—Fh Lumbriculus, sp. 49. 23 H—#F1 Anisoptera
Je Rt 2215 Lumbriculus variegatus ZWER} Aeshnidae
Wil5l H Tubificida 50. Z:WE JE —Fh Planaeschna sp.
FALEIRl Tubificidae i #8BL Platycnemidae
3. Bl E—F Tubifex sp. 51.ZR0EJE —F Sinolestes sp.
4. S| JB—=Fh Spirosperma sp. 22 W8FL Lestidae
5. #2245 JE —Fh Bothrioneurum sp. 52.f WA JE —Ff Indolestes sp.
6. ZLE KW Aulodrilus pluriseta 53. 4 22 W8J8 —Fh Sympecma sp.
7 BaK I Aulodrilus pigueti tAIER} Corduliidae
8. Bkl g —Fh Aulodrilus sp. 54.5 45 J&—Fl Macromia sp.
9. FRICBABI Branchiura sowerbyi 15} Libellulidae
10. 5 BIK L] Limnodrilus grandisetosus 559518 —Fl Libellula sp.
117K 2285 )& —F Limnodrilus sp. FWERL Gomphidae
T4 H Haplotaxida 56. R AR IR—F Lamelligomphus sp.
fili%z ARl Naididae 57. MBI JE—Fh Heliogomphus sp.
12Aili%z HUJ@ —Flr Nais sp. 58. S AL JB—Fh Labrogomphus sp.
13,3k 8 W& —Fl Branchiodrilus sp. {a8R} Neurobasis
14 A RUE —Fl Dero sp. 59. AR —F Neurobasis
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15. W) E W@ —F Pristina sp.
16. 8 H HJE—F Stephensoniana sp.
17. R LKW 5 Stylaria fossularis
18 BUMFFMI . Stylaria lacustris
Z B2 Polychaeta

M5 H Phyllodocimorpha
VAL Nereididae

19. 7 A FL—F Nereididae

oA BB} Serpulidae
20.% 5 HUE —Fh Aulophorus sp.
1% 24 Hirudinea

WyiE H Rhynchobdellida

T IERL Glossiphoniidae

21.75 IR} —Fl' Glossiphoniidae
2258 JE — B Helobdella sp.
23 518 JE —Fl Glossiphonia sp.
JeWiE H- Arhynchobdellida
VPIER} Salifidae

24. 4% & —Fh Barbronia sp.
£11ER} Erpobdellidae

2544 & AR} —Fl' Erpobdellidae

P i8R} Hirudinidae
26.E 1% & —Fft Hirudo sp.
HARSNPITT Mollusca

B4 Lamellibranchia

JEDUE Mytioida

M5 DR Mytilidae

27 VR LS Limnoperna fortunei
1 H Unionoida

BER} Unionidae

28. JC ik Iif )& — Al Anodonta sp.
EURE H Eulamellibranchia
WA} Corbiculidae

2930 W Corbicula fluminea
JE JE 4 Gastropoda

fFiE & H Mesogastropoda

M ERF Viviparidae

30. 3B IR Bellamya purificata
ERL Plenroseridae

305 E VA Semisulcospira cancellate

32 R IE VA Semisulcospira libertina
e TI2F} Stenothyridae

33 IR JE—F Stenothyra sp.
34.CH B 2 Stenothyra glabra
HEAL Pilaidae

35. KSR Pila gigas

36. 7 M Pila tischbeini

% H Lepidoptera

60.15%3# H —Fl' Lepidoptera

¥ H Plecoptera

Bl Perlidae

61. 48} —F Perlidae

A8 H Hemiptera

TEI5ERL Aphelocheiridae

62. 350 JJ —F Aphelocheirus sp.
EMH Trichoptera

SUH A Hydropsychidae

63. 804 1B} —Fl Hydropsychidae
64. 804 1k JE —Fl Hydropsyche sp.
65. 75 41 W J& — Tl Arctopsyche sp.
#53# H Coleoptera

66. 43 H —Flt Coleoptera sp.

Jw Ve H B} Psephenidae

67 Ve B —Fh Eubrianax sp.
JEHBL Dryopidae

68 JRIZ Ve JT—F Stenelmis sp.
KAVEHEL Elmidae

69 KA YEHAL—F Elmidae
Bz FF A} Staphilinidae

70. 1 H AL —F] Staphilinidae
HH R} Chrysomelidae

71 BB —Fh Chrysomelidae
IEUERL Ephmeridiae
72874 JE — A Ephemera sp.
WOIE L Anthicidae

73.B0F HBl—Fh Anthicidae

I H Megaloptera

IR F} Corydalidae

T4 MEE Y JB—Fh Parachauliodes sp.
W#H Diptera

KR Tipulidae

75. KR —Fh Tipula sp.

76. 1 KISE —Fh Limnophila sp.
77 5K BUE —Fh Antocha sp.
1B} Tabanidae

78. 4Bt —Fl Tabanidae

15} Ceratopogonidae

79458} —Ff Ceratopogonidae
it #+ Rhagionidae
80.73 M- J& —Fl Atherix sp.
FEWR} Chironomidae

PRI R} Stenochironomus

81. BRI AL —Fl Chironominae
82 ¥ WUE —F Chironomus sp.
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FI2EL Bithyniidae

37.1RIE)E —Fh Parafossarulus sp.
IR H Basommatophora

J BE 2L Planorbidae

38. I8 Jii H )& — Tl Hippeutis sp.
JE5 RS2 AL Physidae
39.RI5IBEIR Physa acuta
HESZIZE} Lymnaeidae
404518 % ME Radix swinhoei
T BT Arthropoda
524 Crustacea

T £ H Decapoda

RAEIFEL Atyidae

41 AR UFBL—F Atyidae
FIEE PR} Parathelphusidae

42 R JF—F Somanniathelphusa sp.

ZIER} Potamonidae

43 AL JE —F Sinopotamon sp.
B 14 Insceta

7 F Ephemeroptera

DU 7L Baetidae

44 DU B — T Baetis sp.
YEFF} Caenidae

45. 24047 )& —Fh Caenis sp.

YN IEF} Leptophlebiidae

46. G SLITJE —Fl Choroterpes sp.

83. % REEIUR—F Polypedilum sp.

84. Z XHEWUE —F Dicrotendipes sp.

85 UIEWE—Ff Parachironomus sp.

86. K I IR —Fh Tanytarsus sp.

87. BRI E —Fh Cryptochironomus sp.
88./NRAEWLE—Fh Micropestra sp.

89. W BEHE IS E —Ff Stictochironomus sp.
90. FEHEWUE —Fh Saetheria sp.

91 AL B2 U —F Rheotanytarsus sp.
92 HI FAFE IR —F Paracladopelma sp.
HRFEWWA} Orthocladiinae

93. H ZHEWUE —FP Orthocladius sp.

94 B4 LA WUE —Fh Rheocricotopus sp.

95. 42 e B LR —Ff Thienemanniella sp.
96. 5% FHBWUR —Fh Nanocladius sp.
97 JRFEWUE — B Limnophyes sp.

98. JJ IR —Fh Psectrocladius sp.

99. 48 P 2 FE WUm —Bh. Parametriocnemus sp.
100. 3 JE £2 B —Fl Cricotopus sp.

R ARBOR A} Tanypodinae

LOT i REFEBUR Procladius sp.

102. TLREFE IR Ablabesmyia sp.
T Platyhelminthes

WAL Turbellaria

103,35 2 40—Fh Turbellaria
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