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ABSTRACT

Any change of river ecosystem might affect of the physiological functions,
species abundance, population density and community structure of the aquatic life, so
biological index of the aquatic life can reflect that the river ecosystem is an important
indicator of river ecosystem health. Now,we can describe the status of river ecosystem
health by monitoring the changes of biomass, productivity, structural indicators,
function indicators and some physiological and ecological states of biology or groups,

and it has been widely used.

This paper mainly investigated and studied the aquatic life,which contains
phytoplankton,zooplankton and zoobenthos in Suzhou Creek Water System.Evaluat
the health status of river water quality by biological index and physicochemical
index,and the application of biological index in river ecosystem health assessment

was discussed. The main results were briefly summarized as follows:

1. The sampling sites in Suzhou Creek Water System are eutrophication water
bodies from the point of view of phytoplankton biomass.The water quality in Suzhou
Creek Water System belongs to a-moderately polluted zone or f- moderately polluted
zone ;Dominant species of zoobenthos is Limnodrilus hoffmeisteri,it is an
anti-contaminated pollution indicators .In a word, the river health state of Suzhou
Creek Water System is poor by assessment of biomass and dominant species of the

aquatic life.

2.Combination of physicochemical index, we assessment the river water quality
health state by zooplankton Shannon-wiener index, the results are: the degree of water
pollution generally stays between a-moderately polluted zone and B- moderately
polluted zone ;then,when we used zoobenthos Shannon-wiener index and G.B.Lindex
to assessment the water quality health state, the results are: the degree of water

pollution generally are pollutted strictly.

3.There has relevant relation between the density of phytoplankton
(concentration of Chl.a) and DO in each sampling site of Suzhou Creek Water
System.There also has certain correlation between H index of plankton and the
physicochemical index,such as DO transparency, TP, and so on in different
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situations;the G.B.l.index nd the physicochemical index, such as transparency, TP are
obviously correlated.

4.The dominant species which contains Qocystis lacustis, Westella botryaides ,
Ankistrodesmus convolutus, Aphanizomenon flosaquae ,Chlamydomonas komma are
the pollution indicators in a-moderately polluted zoneor B- moderately poliuted zone
in Suzhou Creek Water System;Acanthocystis erinaceus and Vorticella lutea are the
pollution indicators in a-moderately polluted zone, copepod nauplii.is the poliution
indicators in a-moderately polluted zoneor p- moderately polluted zone in Suzhou

Creek Water System.

Keywords: biological index; phytoplankton;zooplankton; zoobenthos; river health

assessment; Suzhou Creek Water System.
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1.1 ARERMENX

1.1.1 RS RIS ER

FHRRIAE N B LAY (L3800 Bal , BB L EIR RN 2
PR RAR RGN REERE , REEENFERME BATASR
GAF L MEREERBRYE BEF, 2005) . XFFEMFAGEH Bt &k BT
HEERGMERRAE  EATLRESANREARENEIRNFAEE S , W
AREZRGENHFEFHRUHRN L ZINEE. NS KRXE , XRAEY
FRARFEAT M IR FEVF M (Karr J K, 1981 ; Smith M J et al ,1999:Barbour M T et al,
1999) , SRA T —FiEaS , I B8 2 N T EE

45 K1k, BASMERIBAK S EYRITH KBTS AR ILHF 7 E IR E
E4BREE.

ZEERN, HFHRMEMRTHEEESNRERT X FKEEY RS
PR R BRI T B, IEER, BFRE a6 R]E KRBT R A AR H
WY S EYRE LSS ENSE, HREBTEHNEENENERN, Ko
H YRR 5K RRAFZRIMHEELXR, EYIEVREK RSN SRS T
MTHREAR, ARBRKESEFARRETEYERRNSERIE. THE
% (2005) AR T HAE 19 FEEEKEEFKIMAEAK IR HEDRG, HARHE
FIFEY R SR L R AT K EFTEFRREITN . T]RAE (2006) iF
BRI KR RE R RAER , FXKFERAIT ST E, RIS KRR
Hizh#R Shannon-Wiener LHMEIEEFN Margelef o FEMETEEH EREMIKR
T HEFIARE. FKTIBFE (2006) 5 REKIL I 2K IR X K AR HEDHAT
TRBEHR, 3ER Margalef F Menkinick £ RIS BN AKBHI A T 1T 1F
fr, BREWS IR 4T 3 R UK TR o BRI R 2R B 7K4E 55 (2006) LARYIT #9
3 FF AL , WHEAEARKRER RPN HEHT TR, BILT UK
K EDIER AR R AR RERE PN IERER | F0E I fabs
MM brtE. KA LYIFITRR RN , ERAT —FEd. TEE
(2007) X AT LW AEE KRR EPHT T RE, FETEENDTE
tEFE ¥ B-IB] S5 500 . YR bRdE @ 5L B-IB] S ELIEFR X RMTIR. 6
#EE (2007) i T LK AR RIEN ik, RET 54 1 dEkR. 1742
KRR EAIHBT AR REIEE R . BRI HIR Goodnight 1 IEFE ¥
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(6. B. L) OSSR G Shannon—Wiener Y1 BT R (D) 469 T4
Yiietnf 2 HiEkR. LT R, ERE, KEEVIERAONACESERE Z.

FEESMIEXTIR A E, B 1972 SXEMP OKBRIEEBIEE) file:
AERMERRKESHFKENLE., VEREYTESE. BEdTBY
( integrity) RN BAGHMEEARGEYRBURENRIFRE. TR, %
NS ELEEENRRESRETHEYER. EJLEP, BT FRIFEAKR R
BEVE R A FR I R E S A Z FE A . Thomas F.C. et al (2000) X}
B Yakima River #HLH] 25 ZFIRUETRBET R, FBEHEDERERTRILEH
XK R EEEITHA, ERRAFHEYBEENS KFEEETUEEEN
BFISRX%&. Harry V. L .etal (2001) ZEX3 MMM San Joaquin BI/KEHTIRES, K
REHHDOIANBRELENE KA EPHELEFEHX. Thierry
Oberdorff et al (2002) X} fa K=Y 5 B FREUOR TP AL A2 ROR LB 5 54T
THASH. EXESKRHMLX, XRHAFZEEFEHTFFRRAROIR. BEE5F
IRE . Pal Brettum et al (2005) , 7E 1990-2000 F 3 (8] X} B Atnsjoen #iF i
HYHKBHRERR RAERERKERHEDOFEEREARRETERHN
L.

B &7, IEAFERKRE RN F7E KA R, TENRE R0 ik X
VIE#EE A TERRR, XER AR LA T B AR REEsC RS RE. Bi,
FATEE T L XTI RFIK R AT RITER, SR 5T EYIEARRIFOER
KEEREAEN A ERENA. AXETERBEHRRAFMNIKRKEEY, FHE
SlEiarg ko, MRAEYIehRER R AEDEETN R RER, X
DA 4 [ b A 55 P RT K R K AR 975 R i, 3F BiXdf T e 4 Wistrik R
LKA EHNERNFEFTEENEX.

L12 KEEX A RENX

R ELTFERUEFRIVOKF AL Hrintedl, REsswEmif b BAnis 3
VN ZBFNANETRAMNER. EUEFRIENK, RABRHR, LN
B, BARERX 2 ARANFRGEYO SRR, Ak, EEFRKHU
R—EHN TERRALWIERIPI KB, #7K 75 4P iE s B 7 S5 /22 o L
B, AR A A ot i AR K S Bk .

KEAYRERMAKTAEN N EEAT. BHEY. FHEIY. KE
Y. REKAHYLURBERERMA YRR EYE=THEERY. K44
VIR KA K. HEBES) ., EVEURB RSN SRR R R W F K BR
AMEEER LML RBREBNERKE. LWIERS KRN EiErg
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B BB T M. R LA ISR AT A i e 7K ER R A

(WZ Y

BHEEYRBKERREFP EENMRERE, RMAIKEEFRRAEE
BRI R B SRR SRR, ERRKKATRESEMEL
R, HBEMMERNEESHEKLFE RS TH A (Laura Airoldi,2001;E.Rott,
2006; R %, 2006), FbbHE A EKREMATENHEES KB IHE, 1999;
Ri%%.2001).

Q)E Y

EHEY R &E TKPHKENY. CAI8E TR B kG, ik
REIESS, FREAETEEB BB, B4R LIRIEKIRE) f1. ME—BER BT,
MRAEMBHEZ, BERNTRHFHIDEENREEEND. BREX.
LIS R

ERKERRGES, BZFIVLTKBEESRESWHEAPEAY, B4
DB ZHEDFIREE)NERRBRHZHEVORELHDE
%.,2004), TREEANINXAEMEAREKESNY(T: BX)WEY (Kvam O
V,1995), BEiHFHYERBHYREFDERRIRTREEEERA LRHE
FBHZAKE. pH. BEUREEEEYZWE, BLBHELEHSTRHZY
AT LA E 4 B0 fa) B i i MR T v K R R R BLR R # #B( Maria Heleni Z et
al,2000:Dussart B H et al,2001;Dumont H et al,2002; Korovchinsky N M,2006 ;Wang
S B,2007; X1 & 3%,2005)

Q)Y

JE B R 3 AT S 2 FR UK BB o3 B a4 iR T KRB K 3 K B (L
%.2001) , REEREFRENEYEHE, CRKELBRENEZHRE 2,
RIKEXRGH, REHYH F EXHOERENY. BT FKERRE
£, 2007) . BRAMFZEENHHEES YA AREESEHRERREERAAN
IR (BR%:7£.2007; AR, 2006: LB4I48% 2005; Warwick, 2006) .

DX RE R RN BUR, LKEZREERE, REIRESEHREE
BEYER SR AN, B, ERAFERS, ERRMBERFL R0 HEiT
Wriets, FOHETZNAEEE%.2000; PRI, 2001; JLHGEE, 2006).

(4RBKEHY)

REKEMPERKFERREWILEFE, AREKEFHEFRIR,
FEARBIAKE FRKE, MEFRFRFEDOEK (SMW%F, 2001, EWHARER
B, CENERNKETSHEYBERBERBLEEFRUKE (BRXH%E,
1994; FKEME, 1998; MU/NEZE, 2002); MNERHEEVFRLE —ERAILE



F, #RGEEEESRBTE (BEXFXF, 2002). M, WEEHAFE, KEHE
Y)iE e BN K PRI RIRIAED, BRAOKHFERE, DK RERIfER (Brix,
1997). XHFIFKEF BFEERITTR ZB M SE KT AR 4.

12 BEYERETFHKREBRARO TN AZRALRS

FRAERRERRIIN T ERGT A EYRMEMG S EEEE R
IR K PR AR R B — R BT B 77 76, U M (R REVE T R IR i %. (VB ARE
TEBEL SRS AREERNERYE.

1.2.1 £ EAE

HREEBRALNGH SR, KEEFREVEATHET LKL LD
HEINEE. MERER., MEEE. BRSNS, KEEWIERES RBKE
REF AR EEEF (AEE, 2001) . BdxKEEYME, FEROHERK
AIBEBUTM YA R LS. SHEEEiR. £ U RAEEESR
MAWEREN, B EN, XERAREARGEHRERR, BETREN
NH. 2R EERE, EEWT:

(D B{rEPE, BURELHENFESERESRMER. XE2—ME
BE YR TT . BE 20 HAY], EE%E Kolkwitz Ml Marsson #igH T 15
NEVIBES, FIERBRRTRSREENEDR A KIS RERED . hi1E
1908 FRE TIHRFAREIIT RS KEIRE, AR N ARG REFET
ARIBETREY. 25, BERMRSEEEXTEHM T REMHARLIE, FEL
FERT, RUETABRMETRHE (B, KEE, 1999) .

(2) RAMEEE: & “TendEy” HEMLE, |/ETHBMNMYEEAR
A BFP BRI K75 R RRBLA 7 (PR35, 1999) . Fjedrnigstde
(1964) F B & PR B BRI 215 Q5 077 v, AR 75 Sk R AR B R B,
B RAKE(EERMR) RN 9 NEKE, thRBHEARTEEIY. &
FHEYNAEE, KPS HHRAZHEDSHIE:
@# 47 (Coporzoie zone) : TEHHEMIABE.
@F R L5 (a« — polysaprobie Zone) : BEH &, PFAHEREE
Euglnea. Viridsi, WAR & F WAL & £ phacoides.
@ ZE %757 (B —Polysaporbic Zone) : BREH %, LB F A G BE £ Viridsi.
¥ 8% E nacavdaat.



@R B £ V54 (Y — polysaprobie zone) : R L H# Osciallatoria Chlorina B
® PR Rhiz 7 (a — Mesospaorbio Zone) : M4 % Ulothtrix zonata BEEIEE
Ei# Oscillatoria benthonicum &% . '
®Z & 575 (( B -Mesosaprobic Zone) : ME35RIEHE Cladophora fracta fE
¥ Phormidium sp. ZRE .
@R F5H (Y -Mesosaprobic Zone) : A BB TR, MPME AN BTRE
Batrachospermum moniliforme, BUSFEERETE, MBFNEANIEE Cladophora
glomerata B3 42 & Ulothrix Zonata.
@% 57 (Oligosaprobic Zone) : SRR H, MAMBANBEEHER
Draparnaldia glomerata; MR8 Meridion circulare BTk SR BEBEE
@& K (Katharobic Zone) : FHE 7%, INBFE I IRITE 2 Draparnaaldia
plumusa; AL EB %, REFh ARG Hildenbrandia rivularis %,

$t5h, Hutchinson #0 Wetzel B 45 T AREF UM HHMEZEHEYREME,
X TFEMEREFRRAF RS ENE (HAERE, 2000 .
(3) EWfefix

HY$E80% (Biotic Index. BI) B¥51Z FH# 77 5K 18 0 ) B AL A B ml B
B PIRAEE, AL KBREN T E. ERISKEMRGENEEL.
EYE i R AR RN B ERIEFM AR KB IGEERE, WIEREWEERE
f&. BHFrEYFHEYSRERNSEEE: EHTRMESIWH Beck A 35
A Trent AYEEES, BRBEERRENFE.
(4) YRS HEERE

DM LR HRRMEERE N IENEEIER ML SRR REN
ABERTERBR T EYHENH LMY ENRE, HUFMHERE.
HETYMMZSHEERBRTAYBESESENTREE, ANt REE T HENE
EHEHEURTF ERMEBELAHSBHENMHEXR. FESHEREHZETYR
MEFE TR BN URRIEAER, BB K, R-BHEEEE, LANE
KRB (REWE, 1999) . EREERBMAEMHEEHNFE. HERE
PR R R ARG R . R L IR E Margalef SRS
ShannonWiener ZHHEIEHMFL R LRI, XEXFENHEEYH. HikY
TP 4 B B SR AN ™ %, R P A SR A TR (.

ek A£PHAEE B AR EARERFIFNNERTE ERRTE
LG R PR RS LR BBt AT E RN EESRACLERENTH
HELAEWTAE EREARRENMGE R . KIS R IR Y R iE



WHEPEE. MR ERETREREZNRERRRISREE: MABELEDH
SHEHRR RS RIKRE.

EYRNERFEEFERE, WIEBARPHAN R EEMNSHEFBAR
P4 R, B FHREARAEYEFETIFHNOBERESRE, TESFEWT
R ESRERRAEF. WE, —MER AR TIEE TR ERNE
T W, TR T E A X TR T A SRS R — I R R IE bR R AN BE AR

( Townsend C.R.%,1999) .

1.2.2 ZEEFRE

GRENERGEYE. L%, £, B2 RSB 5FiER, Gt RMARARE
FRHEE, RERREEFTNNEEFR. XM EBGERRAFR IS4
BRI STIEEKE. XA RS A A RAEE T EE. BETRR
VR R T B0 (3 T 900 R 2 R 0L

BARXENTEE £ B8 IBI(Karr , 1981).RCE ¥E4r(Simpson
et al, 1999) FEMRMIEH 1SC (Ladson et al, 1999) %, IBI ER T KR
EYRIELWMINEE, A 12 TUss R EEE. 6L ERLRSE) iF
Primfi ki, C2ENATEFEY. BFEY. TEHIY. EERED
ZRARRBAA M RCE ¥4 A THREIFH R A FRRR, BEARTEE
P, BT/ R RS, FIREZM. KEHEE. BR%16 MER, B
PR RRGLR S A 5 ANBH, 1% T7IE R 70 5 I 18] P ARGE TR SR 2 R R
M, BEEEERTRYMEK, WHTFRMRH XA RO RRRAE, WEE#
T—ERREMEUE: ISCHE RBTRFKIE. WEMERE. MERRR.
KR RAKEEYE 5 MERIL 19 TFErx KT 20 75 X RT3 AP
o, ZHERFARRAN EERERFREER, ESXNMREITKIMENR,
MTTAMEEBRRME R, BREXFBMEFHNELH R, SERIIERE
BAEM.

MERRTE, GEfabna, X FEPRMNE KN ERTNEES52mE;
ERFEERERZR. P ERER. BHASRESHRA.



2 R XEBHER
2.1 FEMAI7K BB

2.1.1 FFHRGAKRAIE . SURBR B KICHHE

LEMRPEEENSF LSO, EAOBSHET 1700 77, HMEKER
ZLBHXKEEKRZ—, ALBTRET EERAHHKE. BilttEERA
FRZEE, REENEYZEEBEXNETAKESRENAREEEENE
X

LFRTHMEAKRICREER, BERERA, RERHBEL AZORER,
BERY 855km’. KR/ FEET LETRARRHOEAATLER, LET
S, EREE. B, REXCE LBHEEME, BERAMMEETETEREAE
EWEERE, URIIOE. BREE. 28, Bl s, BERSEER
AEEREE (1R, 2002),

HME (XL RML) REFABMED, REOIHERIT. REH. B
Wmk EETHBEMEE. KT, Y. K7, %, ik, 0. #H%K,
TS EERARBL. 2K 125 A8, Hd bigmTSNaREZHBILROAN
53.1km, EFHXKEKL 17km, FEFHREE 50~60m(iFtHz%E, 2003). HM
mEEBEAMITES, ALFRESEEREEZ 94, #HEFSE 10~160m, 7#
R 15~20m, ] QR B4y 10 LA KPP, BEWILEKNIM. HETHRK
T, KAAXHLA 60 %, BEKILESE 8 FFTEXMAEMRE, ILEFHE.
. B Bl DEUEEN: BREEBAKEE. AREE. FEE.
BRI, FABSETR.

K A AL R, TIFES 8, 28 FHRE R 154C, L1 ARA,
BEHSEHR 3.5C, 7 ARH, BYHKEHR 27.8C. HMTMHBRE FHENE
H1151.6 XK, MW AECA 125—136 KX (BHE1E, 2002).

2.1.2 MK R A TS REBUR

M EBLZLURBEE MR AO®E, TWRE, KEEBEGKATILE
KEEHATME, FRFMAKRNKELZETmEFE FHG—HF, 1997,
% 1999 FZ 6, HMAHKFRE, KELELTRERS, ERTENE LI
%. REEMARMEBRREE: KESKRELENSKEZFATMA R
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X IR BETTBUR A M R A B AL EIRIL, % & W5 KA,
HTF B, KEIS/KARE KA TFilt, ZEH M TR TR0
BT ES, WA, ERARNAIMEEE (BRREE, 2004).

fEE LBHAFRIMT BRI RRE, BUFEEITES R T 355 a2 H
ENREE. 1993 F, LETERGMA—EKERITRE, BKREAKRD,
KEEFRRE. 1998 F, HMAKEEEGBRIERXB. HMAKTEELEE
BT (1998 % 2002 ) BE&+KFWE, a/4% 3. (1) UKEK
Bk B IE. SFEGMREKER IR, TMERZH TR, HRMmsE
HEEAKTRE. RERARLE LR, MERSEETRE. ARDBHE KGR &
WIFE. (2) ISR EREIAE N BN TRE. S50 DT KK FEE TRE.
HMAREEERTRE. QUREHRSKRANENNTE. SFEIIOE. BBk
WX BRAAKBRIE. OB KRERTE. BIHMA— I TRMSHE, &
MFATFRAE 2000 FREFHERTKIEENSHENERAR, THAREE
WEBEEREHER RN, MEESRER S RE. HMAKREES
B TR (2003 2 2005 F) TREEAMRREERKETEEZR: £ T
BXFRAREE T ZIS5KERTERE RE; URTRIGEF TS LR EH ML
W, EXEELFFREE, ®UET—RIER, TERE=/7H, 25AES,
ERBERMEEEAK GRHEMES, 2003). HMFAKFEESBE—H. —HT
BTG, HHEKRFKIERAE THENRE, BXREEHKFENE
MAEEIES, EAXRENEENS TR L, — B8 E&F, MASENBESM
BEl. BAFHMIKAEGEBEZHITEEERTE.

2007 &, HMFEE. BE. L&, LHFE. RTEHFRrosEssmm
FEKFATERRP, B NL—N 2EEHRSh, CODcr 3ik B B R it K IV I K bR ;
BOD: A BIE R RV EKirHE: BB, HIEWE D0 A3 EFKHRANEKF
#e, . dLEEETE DO BRI E KRV HKARHE, BT B AT FIHT L ER M
DO 45F VEKirE. L5 2006 FHILL, &BTE NH,—N B&HE TF&, JLFH2ME DO
MEFVEKEFHVEKGHE, ERKIERELAFTE (LETHMNTREGEEE
BOSPADAE, FMAKFEELR, 2007,



2.2 SRHE R A9 B FAE R

F 1-1 MK R T E RS

Bl 1-1 FRMFEIK R R A SR 7 A7 B
Fig.1-1 Distribution of sampling sites in Suzhou Creek Water System
HRET 53 MREAR, HPERMEATHZRET 6 MER, N EHHITH#
SRRBE. B, £E. LFE. RTHRITANITLES. HSMEKRN 4 %
X, BTARK, BILT., FRBX=4XHBELERK, Eius ik
ET 2R, HRXAVERET 1 MEA

Tab.1-1 General situation of riverways in Suzhou Creek Water System

¥4 TE B FAKE  EEES) &R % AHEE (m)
1 FAEHE Hifilx X% bixyto] i 25
2 HMERL _ W& - - 80-90
3 s R A% bSatc) iz 8
4 RAM HilxX HE HNE BRI 8
5 s HilX T& HAE PRz 40-50
6 EE LR HHEX A% ESpt | —_— 6-8
7 Hia R HHEX K% A Z&H 30
8 ESutol ¢ - [2E — - 60-70
9 HE EEX B ZihBK FrME 8
10 ] xER X% HME VUt 40
1 -t $ol #EEX W& FHam P 50-60



12 P& mEX B & P 7 30

13 K EEX X% g P 25
14 FaRLIT] EEX X% i B 20
15 g4 EEX B EEFAD 3T 20
16 FibE EEX 4k TR EEK 32
17 P FiliX B RELK ZEDYE 8
18 p-§ P ) EEX Lt M BT 100
19 B X Bk i iz 18
20 et 3t KX -t P HE L 7B 12-15
21 - WRE Lk -3 A ¥R % 3
22 ¥R FR ik EHK A 25
23 fa B ] F X Wy wEAAH 7o imyE 8-10
24 [ 72 el kX X4 LD EiSutu] 20
25 Hing #¥EX X % M Bk e 20
26 HMELR TR —_ 4k —_ — 50-60
27 DRMETHTICEEBY — 4k — —_ 50
28 Bl BICX B4R BT % 3
29 HEbE % BICX X% WK Bk 10
30 2 #BILX X% ik & N 30

: LRI

31 FizH# KX [} bl T3 22
32 Ry BT HER iz B 8-10
33 I RITX ek wiiemz Je s 20
34 HER R it I FR% 15
35 L HITX X4 Py ISE 4 14
36 L A BATIX x4 FHMRRL B 38 25
37 Al BREX X% Eixuta) RigvE 18
38 g BIATX R ] —_ 12
39 ERAPOES —_ Wk —_ —_ 60-70
40 BT EEX Bk P BT 18
41 i EEX e FHMA FHLIT 12
42 e rEX X 2% TLHLRA FiAHE 25
43 N EEX Hg PEELIC ZiE 6
14 il kaw) HEEX X % ik Btatinf 20-25
45 N8 BREX Lifd [ii}:Ra P 20
46 Phiiya X Lif: ] K X2 LT 15
47 B A X% b-bid waeLiT 15
48 FHMAILH R - ik — - 60
49 g2 KX Lk b ) EiXutC] 15-20
50 i 3¢ 5% KK X 4% Bisi —_ 6-8
51 Fang KX X & BB ER K iz 14
52 o5 KX HR R & ] 6
53 H & 7] LA CAES X% 7 L - 25

M EZTT4, FMEFRbRsh, ERERIENT 12 &30, BRRKENT
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74 %K, WMIXKERT 2 £%H, KTXERT 4 £300, RICXERT 3%
X, FRATXERT 6 £#XHM, EWXKENT 4 2%, EHXKERT 6 £



3 MRABERZE
JAWHARARER

BHSH: FER/YE TP. BODs. CODcr. NH;-N, DO. SD. K. HE%.
PrRER YR EE. FHEY. FEY. BRESIMURREAKLEY.
SMERE T FE R .

32 KEEMHART %

321 TENHBEE

KRR RKE. RIEER. LS45A REHRFEX. ILKERZER. &
. BREY%,

BEHLRAILEE: Motic3.0 EMEE. 722 Mo bEt. AEFR. HiEE.
EE. BHESE.

3.2.2 FH#ERE
AR AR EAERT A 2007 E3 H29HZ 4 A 12 B,
323 EEMMEXESAHE

> HFEY

BN RAKEFTRESKT 0.5m &XK, BN IL BMERZERT, B
B REEE, —/& 1000 ZFHEIN 15 BABK KK, WETHEL. §FE 24 b
B &, AR 100 A, BKHE 24 AEE, KEE 30 BF. BIRGITREEK
KAMESRE, VHAREERE—EEMES (FHEYN 0.1ml, FiFzh
B 1ml), FAMNMTHEER, Mo EEER, EEERAN, EXRHE
WRBERME, BERAEHTEE. AEESHETHE I GRHHEYE 10X
40 EEMBTRE, FHEE 10X10 FEMETNR), HEE&KEEYE
WHREME (FRRE1995: AREF.2005).

> RS

R 1/16n" R 4E R 8 R KERES PR, BRENFERFHLRE,
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F 40 B R ERIEY, Wit HEMZIY, £5FEFMESHERHE(ERE,
1961; #HHIEE, 1979; LEIR, 1979), HFERHHEEIDHRIEE, RS
TR H 89 75% X 75 i B 2

> KEOKAEY: BME.

> HERaSEMNE:

FER[EH 1L ARBEFREE 300m] KBHITHIE, N Sml96%TERE, KM F
24N TE, WERRKIE, BEER, AoXxtEitiE.
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4 BRAMS1HE
4.1 FRAIK R P HKEE Y EEHFELI TR

4.1.1 ‘ZHEY

4111 FHFEPHHERNKEHOKITER

ME 4-1 TR, BERFIEHZHEY 717 68 B 134 1, HPLIRHE]
(Chlorophyta). ®#I7 (Bacillariophyta) #35/E %, 255 50. 75%H1 26. 87%.
W REEZE, HFMAKREZEEYARE] BESEMLE. THRHE
BREMRBIE HEE N/ NEREIR (Chiorella ) « SREEIE (Oocystis) RF#
BB (Westella ) FIEEEE I MIKEIB (Cyclotella) .

R 41 HINEK R ZHEDRIR RS E R

Tab.4-1 The statistic of phytoplankton species in Suzhou Creek Water System

FEUHEYER & i e Gi=ga Ry
SRE] Chlorophyta 35 68 50. 75%
REEE]] Bacillariophyta 16 36 26. 87%
BE Cyanophyta 6 8 5. 97%
BHE Xanthophyta 3 6 4. 48%
BREn Cryptophyta 3 5 3.73%
] Pyrrophyta 3 3 2.24%
RE) Eugienphyta 2 8 5.97%

=it 68 134 100%

HMNEKREFHEYRBHEEZENEETHNERDAE (Cyclotella
meneghiniana ) ; SR 1HI/NEREE (Chiorella vulgaris) « #ESREZE (Oocystis
lacustis) K22 (Westella botryaides) . BB E 4-2. EEIFHEDINE
e, BRIERHE I, SRREEBNRE (a-Fi5, B-PI5) | KIERZL
# (Aphanizomenon flosaquae ) (a-Hy5, B-H75) RINEME (Scenedesmas
quadricauda ) (B-H¥5) , BEMENMABEMEIMEEES. NFHEEDEE
MARRE, HMAKRKKRRET a-Fi5. B-Fi5KF.

14



® 42 HBMEKREFHEYELDH

Tab.4-1 Dominant species of phytoplankton in Suzhou Creek Water System
e ol il 4 B PR

1 [Pk ANERE. WIESIBAL. NI, FuH

2 Pt L MERE, WL, FLE, NHE

3 B NEREE, BIESPREEE. INIREE, FHE

4 Rk NEREE, NERER

5 ol NBRBE. DEAER. BIEGHIER

6 L ACpeg S x

7 Frim kv NERER, NERE. MENEE. REAERTRER
8 TR B ANEREE, NEREE. BIESHIES

9 i B RS

10 B BAMEBE. NRE, BR/|HE

11 EHERL ANERBE. SHFERGBE. BIEONBEZE. WR/IHE
12 Biix & BRRAFKE, KIERLHE

13 i BREAFE. NERE, MEHESR

14 [iiiL k101 FHUFE. KERLE., EEAKE. NTEX. KB
15 < £ 30 BB ANREE. MENRE. A EE. KIERLE
16 ] KERLE. MRE. BEIHE

17 fEE W&, IR

18 2 HB/NIREE. IEkE&

19 Bim ik W/ E., PRE. 4B

20 KRR ERAAE

21 BREM ESHT#R. Tk E

22 RER HE/NEREE, ERE

23 i B NEREE. BRE/DHE

24 L% HWREDIFE. PRE. BEHESR

25 Rk VIER#E. NEEHE

26 TR B A HfE/NERE. IEREE. WESH S

27 I M T A LT FREE. B E

28 Bl WR/NKE, KIEFRLE

29 PR BRI, BMFER. KiERLE

30 b FLIE WBANRE, BHTER,. F4E, MRE

31 il WEDHE, FHAHE

32 M BRRIREE. NERE. WIENEHR

33 THILYE KIERLHE, BIRDRE. DERE

34 L5330 HRANKE, KIERLE., HihAdsR

35 il FBUE. BENTE, ShAEE. KERLE. BENES
36 L HEIE/NERER ., AT

37 e T, PERE. BE/IIRE. BlAER
38 kg HEEANIREE, IERE. $4 %, HindeR
39 Tl 478 WRENFE. BMARK,. F4LE

40 [iika2 19 R ANHE

41 i WR/NERE. NERE

15



42 thekiE e PAFREE. PERE. WENRSE

43 AN YIS

44 FIMLIT2 B RENHE

45 AL MR IREE. HNERE. BIESRREHR
46 Bkt e BRANFE, FLE
47 1A i BRI, Fu#
48 HMEALFR MR /NFREE . /BRI
49 Tz 2 YRS

50 Fiti K i B NERE

51 T : PEEER

52 2 | EAKE, BEPKE
53 L0 MRE. BENKE

"

A:H§RR/NFR# Cyclotella meneghiniana o -Hf5 B-$¥5
B:KIERL % Aphanizomenon flosaquae o -5 B -5
C:TURRHR#& Scenedesmas quadricauda B -5

D:iE B K% Chlamydomonas komma E-FFR%E Stichococcus bacillaris

F: #4583 Oocystis lacustis G:IE&EHF®,E Synedra affinis

H: R EBEHE Pteremonas angulesa 1: % TR Ankistrodesmus convolutus
J: BRI 8 27 T P Ankistrodesmus falcatus var K:SRERAE Cryptomonas ovata

LA EE Ankistrodesmus acicularia M: k4T #F & Synedra amphicephala
N:F 4B, Westella botryaides 0:WRE2® Crypromonas rostrata

P: /B EE Coelastrum microporum Q:/NEk#E Chlorella vulgaris

4.1.12 EHEVEERNEE a SERITER

6 | B EE —e— HiEEa 7 50

= S
R EaS R/ (ng.m®)

FH/ (X10° ind+ L")

= o = e = S
® 4 & ¥ 3 Y
= i~ =

g 5

B 4-1 HMATRBEZHEDEERNEEa TR
Fig.4-1 The density of phytoplankton and concentration of Chl.a at the main stream
stations of Suzhou Creek
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HE 4-1 TRFMAFHRMN LS THESHEZHEYTEERTEE a &
@B EE  —e— %

BHZER, HhBRpamERTHEELE 2.182X10°%5.525 X10%nd « L™,
BEFLEER 6.43 ~42.82 mgm®, BILHZMS, HBNEREELS K HEZE

RTHBFNENZHEYZEERR, RENENEFEVERZER . HEEa ik
B EERUEARTTS.
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sampling sites in the north of Suzhou Creek
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Fig.4-2The density of phytoplankton and concentration of Chl.a at the tributary
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sampling sites in the south of Suzhou Creek
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Fig.4-3 The density of phytoplankton and concentration of Chl.a at the tributary
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Fig.4-4 The density of phytoplankton and concentration of Chl.a at the tributary

sampling sites in the west of Suzhou Creek
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Fig.4-5 The density of phytoplankton and concentration of Chl.a at the tributary

sampling sites in the northeast of Suzhou Creek
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Fig.4-6 The density of phytoplankton and concentration of Chl.a at the tributary

sampling sites in the southeast of Suzhou Creek

B 4-2 & 4-6 R T HMAZ R A WFHEDEERHEE a SEER.
FMALUALLAET 2 MRS, HPHENZRHEYERRR, Z2FH
BIETEYTERAD: HMAUBKAET 7 A REA, HPEREREEY
FEEKA, WEANEBHEDEERD: HPMAUBEXRESILAET 121,
SBBNZHHEYEERK, BRBNZFHEYEER D FMRREHEE
WET 9IRS, EMEBNFHENERRER REXEMNFHEYEX R
ANy HWMAREHRERAET 7AAKAES, PARNEFEDERS KR, W
IO FHFEYERER D,

MEEEE, HMAKREIHRESS, BFEDEERKHRE 50 MF
AR (FRMITLIRE), 21.155X10%nd « L: BIHEYEER/PMORE 15 1
FESEER (HFMELAIE), 0.848 X10%nd « L. TS E a TELBRE 10
mgm?), BEMHRRKKIE, 183.05mgm>; BIRMRE 32 M AT, 436
mgm?>. BOBNAMEEAREBRKRI, HEXREATEE a SBRLERASE
WY FEERWEBELMRITE.

4.1.2 FHEY
4.12.1 MM MEIR B MBS R

MK R YRR BHEDED, T STRH# (LE43), R
FEEDYBFHES, LT 76.60% HKERRE.
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T 4-3 HINFK REZ W BINHIFR G ER

Tab.4-3The statistic of zooplankton species in Suzhou Creek Water System

Fir LR B i b R o LB
BB 45 72 76. 60%
L] 8 17 18. 09%
HREE 3 3 3.19%
BfE 1 2 2.13%
it 57 94 100%

TN K RIFHS YR BF EE N A R R (canthocystis erinaceus ) ~
=8 % (Filinia longiseta) . RBEERLR 44. EEREFFT (WK44) , &
WIS EETHE 4 B, 2ARK=ZBRE (a-Fi5) | EREERR
(Brachionus calyciflorus) ( a -Hy5, B-Hy5) | YiBKF R(4rcellavulgaris) (a
-5, B-F¥5) REERE di(Paramecium candatum ) (a -F75) , HPK=R
RAKMHAMER S NFHEIDEBFBERE, HHTKRAKREERT
a-Fy5. B-Hi5,

R 4-4 HMTK REHF DB G HER

Tab.4-4 Dominant species of zooplankton in Suzhou Creek Water System

i [OE RN e

1 [iPNE KRN, ARRRE
2 FMial R L K=fedm. ARRES
3 BaE KEReR, ARRIRSR
4 RAH KRR

5 T K=R#H, ARRRESR
6 R L K=BgH, ARRMRE
7 Bl EEHR. ARFR:
8 B M iRz} I

9 il TR

10 B K=Rsts

11 -39 KiEEheS

12 B & EERAN

13 s 2] 30 N ER ) R
14 [T RN REERR. AR AR
15 &4 K=RRd

16 Hib:is KB, MERS. ARERIRE
17 B AR S

18 HHEKR2 MERR. ABRRE
19 Finl ik K=pes, ARG
20 KIpRK 8 KRt h

20



21 BREM RERH

22 ¥R KRS

23 ) BE1 9] ERER

24 (7 A K=Hit®

25 R PR TR

26 FhoHE B 5 B B K-pRkE., BEEASR. ARERSD
27 5 M I WV B x

28 Bl B RiIRE S

29 Bl i R

30 b AR HIRSR

31 Tz RERIM S

32 L Arded K=k, EEEH
33 HICH x

34 [igFe] MRS, BERRS
35 HEE PRI i

36 W5 H AR R

37 Hem AR, KEEHeHR
38 gk ARERIp s

39 P M e ARRiRA

40 fitdzan ARy, BeREHm
41 P Tl i e,

42 EhBkE KRR, KESHEER
43 NG EBMR

44 FasLir2 HERFTE

45 ARigH ¥=Hith., FLBRELS. BESHR
46 Bl B R B s

47 PR BRHER. BEEHR
48 HMAILF R BB

49 FrieHE2 A RIRHR

50 it AR 4% R L

51 B AR

52 S| A RRIHL S

53 i 4k inf 3 730 g 1

7
AK=M# SR Filinialongiseta  a-777

B:Z ¥ RB R Brachionus calyciflorus a-'F/5 B-F/5
C:¥EXRZER  Arcellavulgaris a-ys gy

D:R ¥ H Paramecium candatum  a-47)5

E:ZEBE# D Vorticella lutea - pod 7 it o8 Hedriocystis reticulata
G: AT R H Acanthocystis erinaceus H: KB E B R  Polyarthra dolichoptera
LR R Tintinnopsis sinensis LREES B

4122 ZHEDPEEMEITER
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Fig.4-7 The density of zooplankton at the main stream stations of Suzhou Creek
B 4-7 AT, TR B8 BT i & W R s E R e R,
KPFHNYEEEUTER 246X10°~1080 X10%ind1-1, BILHZES, M E
HFRTHENEFFDIVEREORL 2 ERES. KPR ElEn s E
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Fig.4-8 The density of zooplankton at the tributary sampling sites in the north of
Suzhou Creek
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Fig.4-9 The density of zooplankton at the tributary sampling sites in the south of
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Fig.4-11 The density of zooplankton at the tributary sampling sites in the northeast

of Suzhou Creek
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Fig.4-12 The density of zooplankton at the tributary sampling sites in the southeast
of Suzhou Creek
B 4-8 ZE 4-12 HHIR\ T HHMNA IR S EFHFEIIYERAERL. 7M
AL R, BB EHRSIER R, BERBFFENYIE /D MR
PARE TR A, Hp b KR F Y E R &K, W E s SR
HMI AT L A S, S eMERIYEERK, RBENFRIVEER
Ay HMARILHR KX A s, REWE, mEE., BE#F, RRUH
REFHESPEREMIEE D, B, EMENZEIVERRK, REEANZE
HIMEERD: AMNARBRREZHELAT, BRENZFIVEERK,
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RSN Z NI EERD.

BRIXE, HMNATHEST, BENIEEESEANEREFX, Hep
FEBERMRE 50 SHESARKE, &k 73440X10°%nd-1; FHFFIDEEER
MIRE 32 SREAANEE, %0240 X10%nd1-1. M4, HEFEEK. FERLIT, H
BHERET 2MEE, BERAELIHEMEAZRZEINEEEREX,
TEELIT | REGHLIC 2 9 44 %5 HIREFRIE, FEE 2 RFEHE 1 /2.6 1,
S5 HEERENEN 2 M AERED. TABHKEE, BFSPERRX
1 & B A E P T MAKER T XK.

4.1.3 Bz

R 4-5 HMFIK REBFPHFEG SR

Tab.4-5 The statistic of zoobenthos species in Suzhou Creek Water System

] £l il B4 T EUT LA
B A5 EEN  Eik&s  Limnodrilus hoffmeisteri 42.85%
Gk b7 Tubifex sinicus
P (S R AR | Branchiura sowerbyi
L gz3zik/ | MEN HFHEARIER Bellamya aeruginosa 42.85%
BT A 4R Bellamya purificat
ER NBAE Erpobdella octoculata
g [AILE Fghd Chironomid larvae 14.29%

HMFK RERESPFED, e 78, HPFEERE 3IW, & 42.85%,
BRI WE 3 7, & 42.85%, KEERDLF 1 7 , & 14.2%. IEBRFAEEXR,
PR R EFHKLE (Limodrilus hoffmeisteri), Ml i .

4.1.4 KEKEEY

R 4-6 TR R KB K A DI RA2E

Tab.4-6 The statistic of large hvdrophvte species in Suzhou Creek Water System

WY& FR RT% W% H &
HE Potamogeton crispus ki BTFXHE BTFXE
RAHERF K Potamogeton oxyphyllus kY BREXR BRTFER
IR FX Potamogeton malaianus JkHEY BT BTRE
SHE Ceratophyllum demersum kY £40ER SGERE
L Lemna minor FKtEY  BEH BB

25



EE Nymphaea tetragona #KEY EEH EXR

¥ Nymphoides pelttum EKEY SRR E BxE
BE Phragmites communis KD KER EFER
KIEE Alternanthera philoxeroides B R ETER
KE Scirpus validus Bokky  SEH ETE
EANE Canna indica kY KAER EAKRE
mEX—HKEE Solidago canadensis XD %# RiER
EHEE Typha latifolia "AKEY HHH FHR
P FHH ~ Typha angustifolia kKD R e il B

EXHMAKRMF R EER R, €3 ATEH 4 BLAF, HFMTKER
REGKERYITE 118 11 8 14 7. F 0% SAERTHREKEEY
4. KA EE (Potamogeton crispus) # (Lemna minor) K75 % (Phragmites
communis) WHIMER . MESHMEHE, ERED>TUKEY>ZKED.

4.2 FMAKRNBLSHY

R AT HMFAKREEANELSH

Tab.4-7 Physicochemical parameters of each sampling site in Suzhou Creek Water

Svystem
e FIEZHR NN TP CODcr  BODs DO T SD pH HEv
(mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (°C) (cm) (n/s)

—

WAAE 1522  0.68 78.70 10.32 3.20 19.0 34 - -

2 R 11.97  0.29 122.00 20.88 2.70 200 26 — —
3 HEE 12.61 0.26 94.50 25.68 3.00 21.0 50 - -
4 ZAM 10.22  0.27 51.20 18.64 2.50 21.0 65 - -
5 g 11.59 0.23 39.40 16.40 2.10 21.0 45 - -
6 HELME 11.43  0.64 66,90 14.80 3.40 21.0 75 - -
7 FEKYE  13.20 0.30 63.00 14.80 1.20 2.0 3¢ — @—
8 Hiflx 11.43  0.24 47.20 14.48 3.60 210 32 — @—
9 Frim 1.94 0.09 51.20 13.04 8.60 21.0 46 8.4 0.038
10 B 7.26 0.30 70.80 18.80 7.80 21.0 45 7.8 0.037
11 HEK1 7.16  0.08 43.30 13.84 7.50 21.0 32 86 0.046
12 B2 13.55  0.38 240.00 32.76 0.50 16.3 22 7.3 0
13 i 8.82 0.26 37.80 21.28 1.20 14.1 29 82 0.123
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14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47

TUBLIT 1
B
i
BEM

GIEiR 2

FiEE i

KI5k H B

BEEM
KER
fe L4
BB
Hink

BT pEt*

HHL B
FUnHE
KB
b PP
iz
L33 2
Helhk
oA
Nl
Wik
e«
[ipigin

bAZC]
A
AN

FgRLIT 2
Atk
Benlis
AR

12. 34
14. 84
10.97
8.96
9.20
9.25
13.07
8.18
12.29
10. 62
8.50
2.53
9.12
4.58
2.61
8.82
10.30
9. 66
37.16
15. 62
12.42
10. 89
10. 60
12.05
12. 05
10. 87
9.25
14. 63
14.20
14.52
10. 33
12.21
26. 67
14.47

0.35
0.39
0.28
0.16
0.19
0.18
0. 53
0.21
0.26
0.32
0.20
0.10
0.23
0.08
0.05
0.17
0.12
0.14
0.43
0.30
0.16
0.11
0.11
0.14
0.15
0.16
0.05
0.09
0.12
0.25
0.24

0.52
0.12

56. 60
105. 00
44.40
52.50
48.50
52.50
186. 00
88. 20
72.70
56. 60
56. 60
48.50
60. 60
16. 50
41.20
37.10
45. 30
49. 40
214.00
103. 00
57.70
41.20
41.20
45, 30
61.80
33.00
37.10
70.00
28.30
60. 60
137.00
28.30
162. 00
44,40

16. 00
17.52
16.08
18.20
17. 68
18.24
50. 26
17.4
24.48
16.72
9.76
13.36
9.36
7.44
19. 84
12.16
19.60
12. 56
58. 40
24.08
21.20
18. 80
19.76
13. 60
18.48
9.92
11.60
32.48
6.40
24. 56
15. 60
5. 68
47.60
21.76
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9.80
0.50
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.00
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10. 80
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2.00
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48 LFE+* 11.67  0.17 24.20 11.60 1.60  20.7 25 8.2 0.218
49 F2#2  12.40  0.19  24.20 13.04 11.40  20.9 31 8.8 0.064
50 ek K 5% 14.20 0.24 48.50 19.68 11.80 21.8 41 8.5 0.011
51 Frai 4.41  0.10 64.60 254 —  22.7 31 9.0 0.014
52 & 12.56  0.53 129.00 24.48 1.00  20.6 22 8.4 0.038
53 s ) 2.68 0.03 4.04  9.04 9.90 21.4 71 8.5 0.048

& *$RORTFHEER

R 2 X 75 P TR 6 AU TR SR N K R A 44 & ST EIK FUR BLEEAT
TRESH, X6 MMEANALHER THSANRBSE. K. 8. LFE. KT
BRNTRATTLEEAT, EA MR T B2 S ) 75 M A K R B9 K TR DL o

4.2.1 AW AT HKER

TR TS S A E, CODer. BODs. NHo~N ¥4 F V%
(GB3838-2002) ; NH,~N N 9.94 mg/L, & T Lignit K R girnE
(4mg/L) , 909V EbRHES5 fE (2. 0mg/L) ; TP H¥IEN 0. 195mg/L, & FII#R
#: BODAEFVEHVEZE, ¥EHK 12.28 mg/L, AP VE: CODer AL
B2 16.50™ 122.00 mg/L, ¥9MEE 50.58mg/L, AbTF%V Hkbrne, Ho# ik
T/ CODcr ABHIMER 2 /%, ALV DORTFIVE LVEZE, HEHR
2.9mg/L, EFIVEKirAE, HPILFEMER DO ERK, HFHVE.

422 FFMARAKER

B, BRI ENEREERE.

1. NH,~N

TR AR BRI F NH-N BT A 1. 94~37. 16mg/L, FTEHE (32) #
S AN E, ik 37.16mg/L, HHLRI/KIFE R EpniE VKRR 18 4
A, FIREBHIAIE 26. 67mg/L, X P& XIS B2 B B BT 75 M T i
M. BFHm (IV) 4, EK{ZHI AV EKFHE. XREFHMAKER NHN 75
LR— LR, RGN TEBRRK.

2. TP

FMA A TP BZRALTEE K 0. 03~0. 68mg/L, KT RKEHEM TP B,
EF0.68 mg/L, BTV, HXFHM TP BUEKR, BHPE 20 £TFLFL™
MKz I8, 154 IVEVEZE, 8 KFHbHVRKIRH.
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3. BOD;

£ 3% BODs B9ZRAL TG B 2% 5. 68~58. 40mg/L, VARTRBHISREAT™E, KX
V KPRUERY 5. 84 %, KR FKEMITRIKZ, FV ERAER 5. 03 1F. BRABHE
(V) . #hesE (V) . TR (V) . Bl (VE) X 4 &£,
HATHYSTVE. ZHRMsEREEREET A M THREE.

3. CODcr

& XK CODer SRR ET TR, §EBE 4.04~240. 00mg/L Z[A). FiK
B, ASREBIXF &SR CODer & EI7E 200mg/L LA L, 2512V FEtrK 5. 35
6 15 VL YE B I &7 Bk R KI5 R K CODer & & #F7E 100mg/L
DAk, TOHEREME. TVDIT. MM BENTSREX R, WAV ERE, K
. AREBIAE T IVESRHE, TEEMA CODer & BE /N, EFBIT I FEhRAE,

4. DO

&% DO BB TEE A 0. 4~11. 8mg/L, il BiKIR. HW#E. Hig
JA] AN PR AT A4 DO (B #B7E 10mg/L BA L, H [ K. HEF 14 £MLF I X I
KERMEZIA]; 16 X FATIEVHEKin ], He 14 £ZHRMUELTV
Fokbrvk, HPAEEN D0 S B&/IK, X 0.4 mg/L.

4.3 A EHE KRR

K48 EHWRINEHRBLE
Tab.4-8 Types of bank slope and vegetation coverage

BE musk  pmxm T HBEE
£%
1 [i R B 80
2 FHA R BEFK 70
3 B AT REEK 40
4 Z A RBEREE 70
5 piiche b3 BERK 50
6 ERE X RHE A%t RAEK 65
7 B E yayi)=="1 70
8 S S| ] B AR 45
9 ) AR T EEK 85

—
(=]

i LR 20
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

I 1
BEA
Frkw
R
YL 2
FiE R
KGR FRE
BEREM
L 32
fés PR
A
EHini
TR TR 3 BB
T T T B
Bl
30473
w3
gt P
iR
WK
BHR
el
o T o
e
ok 2
M
FaHIL
20
e
NGB
FERLIT 2

B LR

B LR

BRLARK

30

AR
LW
AWK
RERK
BERK
BERE
BERK
EaR s
TKIERIK
REEH
BERK
IR
KRR
AWK
KR
pi S/
KIEH
KR

KT
BERK

AR
ARIEE
RERHK
e
eyl
BEEHK
LK

RERE
BERE
AW
LW



45 PN REIRHK -

46 Bl AR 10
47 R YN E 4 40
48 H AT TR =
49 FiH2 REEH -
50 B R IR BR AR 90
51 i AR 10
52 L7 BEEHK 50
53 B 7] AR 70

WERA, FMAKRZARAEKEE SR RE: BHER. KEEK.
BRLAFEERBERE. UABAERAE, & 40.74% HREZRSERK,
& 33.33%:; KEMBREHED, BEHEBRFHRM™E.

FEFRAENEEE HEHERK (090%), FEUEXEWAE, EX
MIFAR D BRERRER L HEHE KRS FRAEFEARE REKEED
i, AR, KIERRBIERNLFEREKEEYEK.

4.4 RBULERK TN TR KRB KRR S

4.4.1 M %

BT Ll Xk SR L E B LIS E A T a4 5, KA TP.BOD:. CODer
NH,—N #1 DO 5 /ME#R R B K FREWR ST, LA GB 38386—2002 HiRKH TR
BARE RO AR, 456 LKA S IVR, ¥R K 1 6454 GRTT R
PR R KE bR ) BCh R, B h 4 4, BTV EbrlEEN 0 7 (R,
2007).
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4.4.2 VM ER

& 4-9 T K FAK FTEAAR L

Tab.4-9 Phvsicochemical status of water quality in Creek Water System

NH.-N TP BOD, CODcr DO
5 PR X s Xm0 WS R O wTa ER Wty ERiTH
1 FER A ZAY 0 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0 IV 2
2 HMERE  FHV 0 v 2 %V 0 %V 0 Vv 1
3 B EAY 0 v 2 %V 0 %V 0 IV 2
4 ZHE ZaY 0 v 2 %V 0 %V 0V 1
5 g %V 0 v 2 %V oV 1V 1
6 BRLMHE  FHV 0 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0N 2
7 FiBwE £V 0 2 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0
8 HMEEE LV 0N 2 %V 0 %V 0N 2
9 Fria Y 2 I 4 FHV 0 %V 0 I 4
10 B %V 0 v 2 %V 0 %V 0 1 4
11 HHEIK £V 0 I 4 %HV 0 %V 0 1 4
12 Wik & ¥V 0oV 1 %V 0 %V 0 £V 0
13 #HK %V 0 v 2 %V oV 1 %V 0
14 FaMLIT %V 0V 1 %V 0 %V 0 1 4
15 B £V 0V 1 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0
16 B %V 0 2 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0
17 REH 2 Y 0 I 3 %V 0 %V 0V 1
18 BB 2 EAY 0 m 3 %V 0 %V 0 I 4
19 FriE %V 0 m 3 %V 0 BV 0 &V 0
20 KpERERK $HV 0 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0
21 BmHREM £V 0 Iv 2 4V 0 %V 0 I 4
22 KR £V 0 2 %V 0 %V 0 4V 0
23 Elita) %V 0V 1 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0
24 b g %V 0 M 3V 1 %V 0V 1
25 Emi %V 0 I 4 %V 0 %V 0 I 4
- M sap T e
26 %'}H’_:fr% %V 0 2 Vv 1 %V 0oV 1
27 %'}H{?M% %V 0 I 4V 1 m 3N 2
28 L IRAC EAY 0 I 4 HV 0 4V 0 1 4
29 g bl #E £V 0 m 3 %V 0V 1V 1
30 iz %V 0 M 3 %V 0 %V 0 v 2
31 wiaH £V 0 m 3 #V 0 &%V 0 v 2
32 Rt %V 0 %V 0 FHV 0 %V 0 %V 0
33 THICE EAY 0 v 2 %V 0 %V 0 %V 0
34 5555 %V 0 I 3 %V 0 %V 0V 1
35 i £V 0 Im 3 BV 0 %V 0 IV 2
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36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51

52 .

53

o5
BeH
e TF
FoM s
[icpypan
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EhekyE
AN
FEELIT 2
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P i
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FHAE L FE
Frizik 2
Bt i
Hia
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EAY
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e
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=== Z2HHEMSH=Z2=SH==HEBHE8H
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EAY
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EAY
EAY
%V
EY
EAY
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%V
EAY
HEV

e

e
£V

EAY
Y
v
I\
Y
FEV
EAY
1

BO O O NN O O N O O N O DO OO

B O e O RO NN D W RN W

MERT4, FHMFEKROKRBLRAEE, \NNHEERS, B
4 FELIERT S H M ERK, BEFENS, SELAR NN MEXH 0, KK
HIELFVE; TP M DO M EZRLBEEKR (0-4) , BOD;L5 CODcr &4 7T5%HIFE
mEHER 0, BIKREN ALV K. BELE, HINTKRTHKRGHR™E.

R4-10 BUIBRITEEZ EBIHERME

Tab.4-10 The relationship between the scores of phvsicochemical index

NH3-N TP BOD; CODcr DO

NH;-N R 1 -0.638**  0.882**  (0.838** 0.179
N 78 78 78 78 78

TP R -0.638** 1 -0.613**  -0.545** -0.082
N 78 78 78 78 78

BODs R 0.882**  -0.613** 1 0.918%* 0.208
N 78 78 78 78 78

CODcr R 0.838**  -0.545%*  (.918%* 1 0.154
N 78 78 78 78 78
20] R 0.179 -0.082 0.208 0.154 1
N 78 78 78 78 78

E: ¥ R Y EMR(P<0.01)
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* F4 B EMK(P<0.05)
D04k, HALININERLIEHRMEZ A AR B E X, RFZXIIRE L
TERIK K BIR E ZE 4K, HFBODsSCODrfIRAR K, 40918 (P<0.01). DO
ERREZ RN G ER L AERNERER, AEAKHE.



45 B/KEEMNEME RN EMEIERFMAKRKERR
4.5.1 M %

HHFHEONEDERDERMIKAEEFLEHEELTIEIR (Winberg G
G,1972;Linkens G E,1975;{a £ %%,1983; X4 /£,1990) . B i 3 B8 ¥ A i %1 4
PREER: <30X10°AMml HREFRE, 7E 30X10°-100X 10* Nml 2 6] hE5%
B >100X10*N/ml 10 EE F R BIBRAE .

MEFEEY . RENYHIREFHREYBEPRARRENTE, BiER
BRI KBS R BAMFRENE R, HRIE B T ENM B ERNEREY
FE R DL A FUEEAT PR

452 MG R

FIRZF T E Y EX MK R KBTI, 4R R IRMA K
REHRYATEFILKE, B S50 SHARKENZRENEYRES, Ok
# 17.7X10%nd.1".

MWEHEY . BZHIPREMBEXRE, FMNAKRAKERTF o -Fi5,
B-i5; TRMBIYLIE HKLE NE—REF, BAERGHSEERR,
A) W75 IR 7K BT K B R L 22

4.6 F % #1445 2 Goodni ght £ IE 5 BURITM T RA K Rk
Bk

4.6.1 iFh 7%

EAR RN T, ERIGEYIENIEROEATNT: O)EEsY: |
BT 2H AR Y 2840 S RE B AT 2 MR VAT B A 8 A R B 3R A LA R T R A & R 4L BT
KERIR A, % F Shannon-wiener $5%1(Shannon C E et al,1949) Goodnight 15 iF 1§
BGB.LBTIFA. QEFHLEY: bTHAEARESYHELE, T HKKE
RURBTEEE, HAWE. T 2R ST A 17 80 IR AT 305
KFEREFRKF, ¥R Shannon—Wiener 447 5 FEAETE BH)FHATIPH.

Shannon-wiener 35 ¥4 :
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= —Y (ni/ N)log,(ni/ N)

Af: NAFESKEYRMEE: ni AF | HEDRMEH

Goodnight & E36%: GB.L = (N-Noli) /N

AAP: N AIFERPABRETEHEIIYEAEG Noli HEERPEELHME
.

FREMNSERP S RMETENRAERIES SMES TR 0. 1. 2. 3. 4. &
E#E, W ARK R RRGERLT . ¥ RAER 5 R EBE~3). (3~2)-
2~1). (1~0). 0 ZRIRBL AR, @R, WEE. TMRE. RA S iR
RE (EWFE, 2007). BREIPMELE 4-11

F 4-11 EYEbRE P bR

Tab.4-11The evaluation criteria of biological index

G.B. I {8 H{t ik irs
1—0.8 >4 s 4
0.8—0.4 34 s 3
0.4-0. 2 273 B-Pi5 2
0.2-0 1”2 a -5 1
0 0"1 g 0

4.6.2 MG R

4.6.2.1 FHEED
R 4-12 BP0 2 RS L35 RMIE M K A4 R

Tab.4-12 The results of water quality assessment of the diversity index of plankton and pollution

indicators
oo T R Y

5 AEH H PERE AR B RIS R
1 WAL # 1.78 a -5 1 a-#y5 B-thyg
2 FHnl R 2.16 B-Hi5 2 a-i5 B-Pig
3 R 2.10 8 -¥5 2 a-fi5 B-Pi5
4 R 3.47 Fois B 3 a-Fi5 f-Pig
5 B 3.34 TR 3 a-fi5 B-hi5
6 B LR 1.84 o -5 1 /

7 Wil 2.93 B -5 2 a-$ij5 p-Fi5
8 TR B 2.95 B-thi5 2 a-§ij5 P-Hig
9 ) 3.25 Fis g 3 /

10 B 3.73 X5 e 3 a-$i5 B-hig
11 Wkl 1.39 a -5 1 a-thig p-thys
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B-hi5
a-y5 -5
/
a-$i5 p-hi5
a-fy5 B-thig
-5 B-hi5
a-fy5 -y
a-tiy5 B-hig
/

/
a-$i5 B-hi5
a-Hi5 B-Hi5
a-$§5 B-thi5
B -hy5
a-i5 B-hi5
-5 B-hig
o-Hig B-fhig
a-$i5 B-thi5
a-$y5 B-Hhi5
a-Hy5 B-Fi5
a-th{5 B-Hi5
a-${5 B-i5
a-pi5 B-Pig
a-ti5 -5
a-i5 B-Pi5
a-$i5 B-Pi5
a-j5 B-hig
a-thy5 B-Pi5
a-tpi5 -5
a-tpi5 B-Pi5
a-di5 8-Hi5
a -5 B G5
a-Hii5 B-Pi5
a-y5 B-Hi5
a-Fj5 B-HiF
a-thi5 B-Pig
a-y5 -5
a-j5 B-Fi5
a-4y5 B-FiT
/
a-y5 B-Hi5
a-ty5 B-75
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Shannon-wiener 3K £ ¥ 15 87 E 9 4 @ A R BB E W BHE I A S
FAFEAFE RN R K, BRI VB 7 4 M 102510, B0 RN BTF O3
M REENT A HERRE SRR &t % B Z 3 Y Shannon-wiener
TREAE A VRN I HK SR BB A bR 2 —

WRILFHNVH ERBUNER, REWMT: SHSEENTEKE (a
-5/ B-FISHIARES), HPH 36%MH SRR T o -FISRERE, 40%H
RIEET B-PERIERE. WA, B TR RAZHEY H EHEXTHE
B, BETE H B AU MROKERR SR TEE. BEiEY H
EHEHAKT 45, FRERFRBAER (BRF,1994). Filt, & ERTHE
BAAEYIL AP 75 JAG AR 75 IR 7K R BK VS G R REEAT T VR4, S5 0e3h
) Shannon-wiener 1§¥(BITFHEE RitATEH . BITIF AWK BFPTIE RIS

AT, HMNEKRESHEARAKFREBLET o -5/ B -HEKE,
4.6.2.2 JEHZh

X 4-13 BEMZH GB.LIEBEM H &
Tab.4-13 G.B.I. index value and H value of zoobenthos

5 RECEAT G.B.1 iGHME ¥4 H HREE S
2 Bg 0 BEigg 0 1.198  o-fiy5 1
4 B 0 BiR 0 0 High 0
6 3LARHE 0.714 L5 3 0.863 EigH 0
7 BB 0.004 a-Fi5 1 0.205  EiGH 0
8 M 0.056  a-ig 1 0.441 Ei5R 0
9 #im 0 iR 0 0 Bi5H 0
10 s 0 iR 0 0 Bi5g 0
11 HRK 0 g 0 0.181  Eijj 0
13 #Hi% 0 EiGg 0 0.048  EiGH 0
14 FE4LIT 0 iR 0 0 Ei5g 0
15 BEE£H 0 EHi5R 0 0 miGH 0
16 FH:HE 0 5y 0 0 Y 0
18 ZHW# 2 0 g 0 0 iR 0
24 Wk 0 B 0 0.078  Ei5H 0
27 FRHIHT B 0 R 0 0.061  HEigH 0
33 WICHE 0 EyGHR 0 0 Ei5h 0
35 HyEH 0 Bl 0 0 HGR 0
37 HBE 0.002 a-y5 1 0.100  FEiGy 0
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38 ki 0.004 a-Fi5 1 0.037 ErGR 0
40 WP 0 B 0 0 EiGg 0
46  BhiEm 0 B 0 0 By 0
48 HMEILH=R 0 Ei5g 0 0.023 EiFH 0
49 FEE 0 BEGR 0 0 iR 0
53 WL 0 g 0 0 EiG R 0
12 Hik# x EER 0 x Eig 0
20 KIpRFE % Bi5R 0 v BEiR 0
22 R¥ER x g 0 x BR 0
23 [P x B2 0 x By 0
25 EHm#E x 'SR 0 x B 0
30 &R x EHiER 0 x HEiGH 0
34 BHER x B 0 x BEi5% 0
44 PHEELIT x BB 0 x R 0
47  HIPHTA x Bi5§ 0 x BiGR 0
52 4y x LG 0 x TR 0

EERINTR A ARBF S, RAEZWE GB.LIERESIEAKELYTE
PR E Z RIERRBAT RN IR, R RN+ M — W EE . h LR,
M GBLIEXE, BB RS, BB SRR RSRER T EAETR.
TR H ERESE/LEEA 0, BRI FER DI BB AR —,
B 1 AMERR o -is sk, EALPESIKRG RIERE A EGR.

4.7 REFRSRBRITNFH MK RRKRRK R

4.7.1 M FE

BEZHEYIEE (UHEE a ERK). BHE SD MEBE TP KK
FEKMEXXR, UMEE a EEEHR, XBEIEF/RFEFREHH(TSIm)D
(Carlson R E,1977;Aizak M,1981), LALREISKEMEEFUERE. HitEAK
W

TSI m(Chl) = 10 X (2.46+In Ch}/In2.5);

TSIm (SD) = 10 X (2.46+(3.69-1.53InSD)/In2.5) ;

TSIm (TP) = 10 X (2.46+(6.71+1.151nTP)/In2.5);

B2 TSIm= (TSIm(Chl) + TSIm (SD) + TSIm (TP)) /3
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K. chl RTEMHEE a &8 (mgm?), SD XRFBEHAE (m), TP RRSBEK
B (mgm™)
Prbs#E: TSIm <37 REFY

TSIm  38~53  EFH

TSIm  >54 BEEFRY

4.7.2 M ER

% 4-14 E IR ATEH TSIm
Tab.4-14 The trophic statue index TSIm

J7- %5 I8 25 TSIm(Chl)  TSIm(SD)  TSIm(TP) STSIm
1 [P it 50. 77 82. 88 94.79 76. 15
2 MR 45. 58 87. 36 84. 09 72.35
3 B 54. 48 76. 45 82. 72 71.21
4 2 H il 62. 10 72. 14 83.20 72.48
5 s 53. 05 78.20 81.18 70. 81
6 ERH AR 65. 45 69. 67 94.03 76. 38
7 B e 52.84 82. 88 84.52 73. 41
8 Wi R 54.01 83.90 81.72 73.21
9 i 60. 54 77.84 69. 41 69. 26
10 i 53. 83 78.20 84. 52 72.19
11 ERirl 48. 46 83. 90 67.93 66. 76
12 Bl i 1 53. 84 90. 15 87.49 77. 16
13 ik 62. 08 85. 54 82. 72 76. 78
14 PHsLIL] 62. 75 79. 16 86. 45 76. 12
15 2 £ 53.90 86. 73 87.81 76. 15
16 ERE L 63. 71 83. 90 83. 65 77.09
17 i ¢ 62. 56 87. 36 76. 63 75. 52
18 R 54. 15 93. 50 78.79 75. 48
19 i Eg i 55. 87 82. 88 78. 11 72.29
20 KIpREKLE 46.92 98. 94 91. 66 79. 17
21 BREM 41.04 83. 90 80. 04 68. 33
22 KER 53.83 81. 47 82. 72 72.68
23 ) B 7] 42,04 79. 36 85. 33 68.91
24 Wil 60. 43 78. 58 79. 43 72. 81
25 EHn 69. 32 76. 78 70.73 72.28
26 Ph T B A 63. 04 73. 40 81.18 72.54
27 PP AT L 3% B 44. 08 90. 15 67.93 67. 39
28 HlLin i 69. 83 72. 06 62. 03 67.97
29 H3 Bl 63. 31 79. 16 77.39 73.29
30 & 60. 97 90. 93 73.02 74.97
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31 Pzl 64.75 88.70 74.95 76. 14

32 AR 40. 19 85. 54 89. 04 71.59
33 THICYHE 41.96 90. 93 84. 52 72. 47
34 g ] 55. 64 89. 41 76. 63 73.89
35 Lol 60. 50 84.16 71.93 72.19
36 L YR 70. 84 83.90 71.93 75.55
37 Hem 60. 70 82. 88 74.95 72.85
38 ok B 67. 07 84.43 75.82 75. 77
39 B PCIE | 57.00 86. 13 76. 63 73.25
40 Ry 54. 45 76. 28 62. 03 64. 25
4] i 59. 66 86. 13 69. 41 71.73
42 thigkyE 65. 99 90. 15 73.02 76. 39
43 A 64. 31 89. 05 82.23 78.53
44 FHHLIT2 60. 68 88. 70 81.72 77.03
45 VN2 44. 41 90. 15 74.95 69. 84
46 By 55. 73 92. 60 91. 42 79.92
47 BIBH A 74. 76 83. 64 73.02 77. 14
48 FHMAALFE 61.86 88. 02 77.39 75. 76
49 s 68. 53 84. 43 78.79 77.25
50 it &K 8% 77.57 79. 76 81. 72 79. 68
51 Fritaid 70.95 84. 70 70.73 75. 46
52 2 L 67. 04 90. 15 91. 66 82. 95
53 [ikeRE] 52.51 70. 59 55. 62 59. 57

M EZTTH, FHMAKERSF, TSIm(SD)F TSIm(TP)E XF TSIm(Chl), HR#E
TSKSD)M! TS(TP)E M EH S KAEHAEEFRY, BEEFRLERERS
(>54 ); B TSIm(ChYETTEAE 20%HE S AP EFR, X SERM
FRKRZFAAER: HKESAHAEEFREKE, EhpMATROFEST, B
AN Sr, HAeRSN LIFRITHEEMER: 8 TSim PRI &, MK
RERSHERHTEERUERE, B¥HHERIEL 3.

4.8 LB ATEMIERSELERZEANXR
4.8.1 HMAAREH REMERSBUSRLEEXES N
R4-15 TR R &R AL WII80R 5 LI AR S A

Tab.4-15 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical index

of different sampling sites in Suzhou Creek Water System

NH;-N TP BODs CODcr DO BYE T(O) PH

HEV
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HEREA

FEE

FHHYHE

RARZHYIHE

G.B.LIE¥

R -0.118 -0.210 -0.031  -0.188 0.475** 0.116 -0.044 0.367* -0.156
N 53 53 53 53 53 53 53 45 44

R -0.120 -0.198 -0.078  -0.249 0.542**  0.159 0.047 0.364* -0.153
N 53 53 53 53 53 53 53 45 44

R -0.099 -0.107 -0.020  -0.178 0.502** 0.088 0.249 0.348* -0.248
N 53 53 53 53 53 53 53 45 44

R -0221 -0.268 -0.239 -0.231 0.141 0.346* 0.060  0.050 0.410%*
N 53 53 53 53 53 53 53 45 4

R 0.033 0.309 -0.084 0.09¢ -0.142 0.170 0.213  0.176  0.304
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 29 29

R 0.023 0.504** -0.084 -0.011 -0.068  0.481** 0.169 0345 -0.095
N 34 34 34 34 34 34 34 29 29

B > FAHEEHX(P<0.01) * %R B % M%(P<0.05)

KF SPSS FAFRT 15 Febrt T MRt AT (B, 2001), EWi6HR 6 7,
FALIEPR 9 B

MK 4-15 °T50, FHFEDEE (HWEE 2 KE) 5 DO RERRMMERY,
XYAHE R a REN KD SFHEDER TR, R RBT HMEKER
ERATHEERFEYOREEME, LA ERMBRENARE (DO) HEE
z#m. Wi, BHEMEE MHEFakE) SpHEEEMAKEHApHER
EEAMNAKRZFFEYEENEERT, K+ pH ELSEWIKREMULER
R, R ESZEKRGENERNAZE, BHERRT —8KEEYMAEFE
.

B ERS DO R EEHX, H MRS T RINFHEY T E 57
HYERE EREEHR (R=0.720), iX& B FERHHEY A FHEHYRERTYRIR
(Reynolds,1984), FHLHEFHENEFNIEK, RESBTERNPEES
DO thhiZ ¥ K; R HESEHEEEMR, SHEEREEMX,
PR AR /NED B T KR ] & D, TR S, REMKERIE
PEEYREEE X PMITEREYERE, MR EYFEENHEES
WEFEMEMRE.

JEHZIMN GB.LIEXS TP, BHEREEMX. KEZIY H B5FEL
ferR 2 (A R R E AR . BRI BALIEIRS M K RIEES WA B
%, HKiE. BODs MEEERSE, BAEIAN TN R MEAKRKEMSIYE
BEW, BACMEELIENEREERTFRENWERDVOER. SRS,
it R B W B B R ) B 1
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482 HFMAFREXREDERFSBLERZENEXETH

K416 MA T F AW IV SEALIEIRZ B FIAR R 2 11
Tab.4-16 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical index

in the main stream of Suzhou Creek

NH;-N TP BODs CODcr DO BY TCC) PH HLEV
REYER R 0.125 0.096 -0.177 -0.436  -0.121 0.130 0.778  0.979* 0.837
N 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 4 4
MR EA R 0.275 0.085 -0.249 -0.365 -0.710 0.245 0.660 0.583 0.774
N 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 4 4
F Y E R R 0535 0.735 0.823*  0.818* 0.189 0.404 -0.081 0.796 0.605
N 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 4 4
B SYHE R 0.036 0.176 -0.172 -0.223 -0.379 0.04¢ 0.653 0.061 0.178
N 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 4 4
RHZHYHE R 0.489 0.846  0.992**  0.940 0.009 0.268 0.284 0.a 0.a
N 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2
G.B.LIE% R 0.284 0.329 -0.073 0.104 0.419 0.490 0.914 0.a 0.a
N 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2
¥: ¥ BRREEMK(P<0.01) * R EEMX(P<0.05)
RA-17H MR AE D Ha b HEATEPR Z IR AE R 47
Tab.4-17 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical index
of the tributaries of Suzhou Creek
NH;-N TP BODs CODcr DO B T (O PH HEV
FHHMER R -0.150  -0.246 -0.233 -0.090 0.460** -0.036 0.084 0.352*  0.200
N 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 41 13
MR EA R -0.146 -0.223 -0.278 -0.115  0.543** 0.050 0.133 0.355*%  -0.145
N 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 41 13
RHHYER R -0.121  -0.132 -0.222 -0.065 0.493** 0.261 0.089 0.339* -0.217
N 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 41 13
FHYPHE R -0.219  -0.273 -0.217 -0.207 0.182 0.053 0.343* 0.068 0.519
N 47 47 47 47 47 47 47 41 13
EH S YHE R -0.004 0.446* -0.063 -0.166  -0.096 0.233 0.451* 0.210 0.020
N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 9
G.B.L¥GHK R 0.017 0.511** -0.014 -0.095 -0.077 0.165 0.483**  (.339 O.a
N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 9

MTFifi 5 XM &R RS RE, FMATRY, FHEDNERS
pH HEEAX, BHHIMWERELS BODs . CODer BEMXK: EMIY HES
BODs R R &%, XEBHMATHS, BIGEYNFisIMEANYT
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BB K.

M F R, BHEYTEE. HER KEURFHIDNERLS pH E
BEMX, RMESHH 0352, 0.355 F10.339; RAIX 3 MAMEksS5 DO MHx
R EE, RES 50 0.460. 0.543 F1 0.493. % BALFEFRZ [HFIHE X HEHRIR K,

4.8.3 FEEHFLEE MiE iR S B AR Z B RHE XS

R4-18TH LiF] i AW hr S5 B ALTE bR Z T8 O AR R 4
Tab.4-18 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical

index of the city rating river

NH3-N TP BODs CODcr DO BHE T (O PH  HEV

FHMWEE R 0110 -0.069 -0.265 -0.104 0073 0260  -0.105 0.039  0.200
N 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 13 13

MR EA R -0013 -0.031 -0275 -0.161 0312  0.105 0.265 0479 -0.145
N 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 13 13
FiHWEE R 0270 0.164  0.055  0.115 0469 0356  -0.015 0512 -0.217
N 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 13 13

F¥HWHE R 0321 0292 0114  0.053 -0.232  0.041 0.131 0494 0.519
N 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 13 13

EHEHYHE R -0.096 0060 0319 -0.049 -0.083  0.269 0.082 0241  0.020
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 9 9

GBLi#E¥ R 0044 0010 -0.123 -0.145 -0.034  0.351 0.271 0.2 0.a
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 9 9

E: ** RRREEMRX(P<0.01) * R B EMR(P<0.05)
WRFE: EMED R EBRUBRZAEXEEAEE. BEXHARERY
TE P MR & TR ITE P B AR K A AR E W, BRI ZERA R
ENARXM, BRI ZBMGEEAXNKEEYPHERUE=LER
LR
R4-19X A 18 A ) dEhr 5 BRACTE bR 2 18] B AR ootk 20 4
Tab.4-19 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical

index of the district rating river

NH;-N TP BOD; CODcr DO BUYUE T PH HEV

FHHMEY R -0.090  -0.277 -0.071 0.363 0.358 0.084 -0.005 0375 -0.228
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 16 16

R A R 0.177  -0.274 -0.122 0.462  0.535% 0.172 -0.087 0.365 -0.312
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 16 16
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FishEE R -0.033 -0.172 -0.105 0.444  0.547* 0.409 0.014 0.373  -0.570*
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 16 16

N YIH R -0.295 -0.142 0.018 -0.147  -0.025 0.105 0.384 0.092 0.404
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 16 16

PN R 0.267 0.283 0.022 -0.279  -0.540 0.224 -0.145  0.105 0.622*
N 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 12 12

G.B.LIE¥ R 0.323 0.239 0.050 -0.190 -0.358 0.320 -0.143 0.193  -0.066
N 13 13 13 13 13 i3 13 12 12

i > RRWREEHK(P<0.01) * Rl FHX(P<0.05)

X iE: HEEaKES DO EFHX (R=0.535), RUPEFMIKREK
g DO AR EWZHEYEYE (MEE aKE) NEERT: HiF
HYFES DO, MEEEEFMX, BMzYHESREZNEEMX, XL
ZREERES TREFIWEK, BHAKESRESNWHIEK.

420K E A PR S BAIERRZ [0 B AR X M iy
Tab.4-20 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical
index of the town rating river

NH3-N TP BODs CODcr DO EHIE T O PH HEV

Hi Y R -0.212  -0.225 -0.223 -0.133 0.451 -0.226 0.188 0.273 0.232
N 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 16 15

AR EA R -0.373 -0.115 -0.386 -0.332  0.453 -0.139 0.357 0.362 0.367
N 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 16 15

BN ER R -0.229 0.038 -0.256 -0.207  -0.005 0.020 0.178 0.287 0.070
N 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 16 15

FishH{E R -0.408 -0.511* -0.331 -0.278  0.502* 0.054 0.558*  0.138 0.285
N 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 16 15

MR YIHE R 0.053 0.616 -0.134 -0.207 0.016 0.316 0.620 0.542 0.214
N 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 8 8

G.B.LiEK R 0.049 0.624 -0.128 -0.203  -0.003 0.305 0.623 0.542 0.214
N 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 8 8

FmiE: FRPER, BWHIYWHES DO. T 2EM#X (R E2 5% 0502,
0.558), XFA R EHEARK (NHR)D: KRAUERLNES, BHHIVHES

TP ERBEMR, REN-0511, RitEWRFSEUIERZ MAXERK,

4.8.4 FEREFTEEYEFRSBLIERZ B AHEXES

# (10< L=<20). II%k (20<L<30). V&4 (L>30).

ERARKAEREE L (BRA: m), RPANENMEL, 1[4 <10, II



R4-21 | BRTR A WIErR 5 BAATER Z [ A R AT

Tab.4-21 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical

index of the I rating river

NH5-N TP BODs CODcr DO BYE T OO PH HEV
YIS R -0.095  -0.083 -0.306 -0.062  0.567* -0.098 0.125 0.469 -0.802**
N 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 10 9
mEREA R 0.065 -0.008 -0.349 -0.083 0.574* 0.075 0.164 0450 -0.772%
N 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 10 9
BHHYFE R 0.158  -0.005 -0.188 -0.087 0.446 0.254 0.030 0.153  -0.720%
N 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 10 9
HiEsH{E R -0.530  -0.296 -0.147 -0.197 0.125 0.018 0432 -0.117 0.402
N 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 10 9
EHsYHIE R 0.167 0.934* 0.450 -0.416 -0.268 0.102 0.756 0.a 0.a
N 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 3
G.B.LIG % R 0.167 0.934* 0.450 -0.416 -0.268 0.102 0.756 0.a 0.2
N 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 3
W o REHEEMK(P<0.01)  * FoREEHA(P<0.05)
1 &imi: FHEYERES DO BEMHX, SHEEREZEMER (R=0.802);
M FaWkELS DO, WEAZEMHEX, REDHH 0.574 F10.772, XRFWBB
BT EBHEYMERS DO MXRERAFEY], MES | RFFAE S FR\ILKER
FEEEA 0-0.061m.S”, FHEN 0.029mS”, XiFAELZMETEN, FE
MR XHFIEYERRAERE R KEZY HEN GBLIEHSE TP &M
Ko
Ra-22 N RPN Febr 5 B TE bR 18] B A A% 74
Tab.4-22 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical
index of the Il rating river
NH3-N TP BODs CODcr DO BYIE TCO PH HEV
TR Y EE R -0.119  -0.406 -0.362 -0.184  0.629** 0.436 -0.027 0425 0.097
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
HEREA R -0.272 -0.415 -0.366 -0.188  0.779** 0.271 0.124  0.503* -0.096
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
B YE R -0.330 -0.331 -0.321 -0.122 0.749**  0.505* 0.025 0.475* -0.192
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
B s nE R -0.100 -0.486* -0.404 -0.299 0.193 0.015 0.173 0.248  0.542*
N 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
EMAMHE R -0209 0171  -0.246 -0.264 0.062  0.229 0200 0475 -0.208
N 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14
G.B.LIE% R -0.137 -0.281 -0.163 -0.171 0.297 0.401 -0.014 0.487 -0.048
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N 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14
I &FH: FHEEVEES DO REEMHRK (R=0.629): HEFaKES
DO 2R EEHX (R=0.779); HHFIPWEES DO REEHX (R=0.749),
B 5%, pH EEEMX, RESHIHN 0.505 70475, XS5HMAEKREHE
Bfetr AP BENER —3: B HES TP EEHMEX, 5R
BEEEMF, RESHN 0486 F10.542, & NS, HAEKETTE
BE N 0.01--0.263m.S", FIE R 0.06m.S", £ 1 HAFMFHHRER 2 £,
XA ZREREA, REAKNTFEHFEYZEEERERKR.
FA4-23ME A FED e S TE IR B B A XA 4T
Tab.4-23 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical index
of thelllrating river
NHs5-N TP BOD;  CODer DO BENE T OO PH HEV
mitEEE R -0.393  -0458  -0.227  0.09%4 0433  -0.134 0.052 0572  0.235
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 9 9
LiE=3 1) R -0.278 -0.531 -0.331 -0.079 0355  -0.113  -0.080 0452 0.235
N 1 11 11 1 11 1 11 9 9
BHwEE R 0364 0313 -0.38  -0.057  0.467 0.184 0.135 0.671* -0.084
N 11 11 11 1 11 11 1 9 9
EHHYHE R 0523 -0203  -0.080 -0.146  0.368 0.028 0.685* 0237  0.148
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 9 9
&N PHE R 0.437 0.391 -0.165 -0.147 -0.416 0.336 -0.080 -0.131 0.910%*
N 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 6 6
GBLiEY R 0431 0339 -0.105 -0.189 -0.333  0.484 -0.041 0.a 0.a
N 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 6 6

. ¥ Rk B EMR(P<0.01) * R EEM*X(P<0.05)
MR FHHMEES pH HEEMK (R=0452), B HESTEE
% (R=0.685), ZTEILKMAE (20<L<30) F, EREHIMFAHLENEEEZL
WEEETRE pH EE5KE; KWz HESRESERX, EOLART, K
AR FRIETLE Y 0-0.123m.S", FIH{EH 0.045m.S", HFHREHKDINF
I FMH S Mgz 6, FE%RETER, RESEEFEZERX R
BAEY . RIeEYERSBLERZ BAXEAEE.

Fa-24 VGERAEMIET 5BUIERZ BIFRRE S



Tab.4-24 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical
index of the IVrating river

NH;-N TP BODs CODcr DO BV T O PH HEV
FHEYEE R -0.050 0.196 -0.024 0.050 0.236 -0.150 0335 -0.023 -0.124
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 8 8
AR #EA R 0.248 0.050 -0.168 -0.194 -0.414 -0.102 0.313 0.141 0.361
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 8 8
G EE R 0.459 0.701* 0.676* 0.483 -0.376 0.329 0.214 -0.381 0.033
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 8 8
B HYHE R 0.156 0.622* 0.016 -0.043  -0.082 0.248 0.603* -0.665 0.277
N 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 8 8
KWzYHE R 0.529 0.475 0.794* 0.419 -0.340 0.221 -0.034 0.659 -0.037
N 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 6 6
GB.LE%X R 0.371 0.245 -0.074 -0.081 -0.181 0.345 0.184 0.a 0.a
N 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 6 6
VAR : FiEs%ES TP, BODs B2 EAHX, RESHA 0.701 1 0.676;
FHHNWHES TP. T RE MR, XRHAEANEREERKFRS, EFL: TP
5HNSERREWNEZRNVEEZUMENSEENEERF. KBz H E
5 BODs EEHX (R=0.794).
485 BREIEZRXREVEFRSELEGZEHHEXES
R4-25E R X MEDIEIE S B ARZ B AT
Tab.4-25 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical
index of the different south shore tributaries
NH5-N TP BODs CODcr DO BYE T O PH REV
badidityb R -0.068  -0.265 -0.132 0.253  0.492* -0.078 -0.242 -0.012 -0.025
N 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 11 10
MR RA R -0.053  -0.155 -0.046 0.331  0.588* 0.179 -0.085 0.168 -0.418
N 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 11 10
FHNEE R 0.053 -0.119 0.010 0.331  0.568* 0.320 -0.304 0.035 -0.543
N 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 11 10
B HYHE R -0470 -0.407 -0.456 -0.309 -0.124 -0.243 0.450 0.003 0.318
N 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 11 10
R PHE R 0.101  0.903*%* 0.457 -0.185 -0.340 0.133 0.511 0.417 0.138
N 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 7 7
G.B.L##% R 0.032 0.881%* 0.374 -0.132 -0.248 0.109 0.576 0.741  -0.050
N 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 7 7
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MRAR: MESXRT, BEEYEES DO BEMHX (R=0492); M%
£ a¥kE 5 DO BEEHX(R=0.558); FiFsh W EE L 5 DO 8 E HK(R=0.568);
A H M GB.LIER TP 5k & MK (R=0.903. R=0.881), X5 1 i
TR G R R, XURETEAMAESES YN ENSHERL
5 1 gmj R AL

& 4-26 LR & SR EYIRIF S BTGR89 M A 24T
Tab.4-26 Correlation efficiencies between biological index and physicochemical

index of the different north shore tributaries

NH3-N P BOD; CODcr DO BHE T PH HEV

T EYEE R -0.190 -0.324 -0.247 -0.185 0.272  -0.507** 0.241 0.304 0.118
N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30

MR EA R -0.175 -0.376* -0.358 -0.240  (0.395* -0.346 0.166 0.295 -0.045
N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30

FiEHYEE R -0.212  -0.266 -0.307 -0.167 0.219 -0.170 0.332 0.343  -0.153
N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30

HirahPHE R -0.138  -0.228 -0.128 -0.171 0.327 0.026 0.227 0.035 0.431*
N 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30

EMZYHE R -0.230 -0.307 -0.238  -0.242  0.081 0.202 0.069 0.175 0.370
N 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
G.B.LIE#¥ R 0.2 0.2 0.a 0.a 0.a 0.a 0.a 0.a 0.3
N 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20

H: o BRRUEMEP<0.01)  * BREEHE(P<0.05)

LRAR: FHEVEESERARREEAMHRX (R=—0507); HEHK a ik
EE TP BE X (R=—0376), XXM T HMEILRFAIR P ZIHFEDZEF
th (TP) SEMEWEX, FEEANILEN TP AEREIEL BEREE:
H4%E a kE S5 DO EEHX (R=0.395). HiAEYiEtr SEUIERZ EIHERE
K.
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4.9 FHEMSRETHRAR

4.9.1 FHEP S RIETRM

«%x*x* HIERARCHICAL CLUSTER ANALYSISx*x*x*x*=xa

Dendrogram using Average Linkage {Between Groups)
Rescaled Distance Cluster Combine

CASE 1] 5 10 15 20 25
Label MNum + + t + +— +

HAEER
PTER
WL LER
RS2
iR
TRHHTER
PR

BHBALER
FeLB
AEPES
B ITE '
M E =

Tearm 1
plieE ——
B 4-13 FRMHPK REZFHEY LB HRR
Fig.4-13 The cluster combine dendrogram of dominant phytoplankton species in
Suzhou Creek Water System
Pk th W BT K F 0.8 MR UL, A SPSS BMXT Lt TR K>
¥, S &R RRERE. BB 4-13 T4, TNKRIFFED SR
A% 3 MEBAH AR HEA%EE. NFER. BRAEETFER.
NCREATEE . IEEA TR PEREE: KRB G EMT%EE. FLE. #L
BREERE. MBI EMUEME, Kb, AR _FHERNAE. WEBELN
ERIETF, SRR o -5/ B -5 B -5, HHABMESHAREE.
FULE.EMALERREE, RPYEMNRBELT o -Fi5HN B -PIEHHESHETF,
ATLLEA MK R HI5 R AEm RE=GE: KERLE. EARE. 59
FRaEE, RYPKIERLE Ca-Fi57/B-pi5H) SERARE. WEEELTH
UES, BIE m REMOP R R B AT o -5/ B -Fi5HIIKE.
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4.9.2 F NPT RIE T

*xxxxx*x HIERARCHICAL CLUSTER ANALYSIS*x*xxzxzxx

Dendrogram using Average Linkage (Between Groups)
Rescaled Distance Cluster Combine
CASE 0 5 10 15 20 25

Label Fum + + -+ + +

LakRxL
EEE®
PRI TR
e
ARt
K=FR2
EHBERD
BEFELHE
FIRERR L
KEZHERDR

T

B 4-14 FRNFIK RFESPMAFRE D E
Fig.4-14 The cluster combine dendrogram of dominant zooplankton species in
Suzhou Creek Water System

B FEHNY T BATSRIERERAMRAR D IME RS, BHER
WAAE KF 0.3 IR AF T RE M. GRRE, FIMTKREFHES
VB R KBTS K 3 M LR, P —aHE: TERRE, REEBRAPL
Tk, HPE@ERZHRE o -himH,. B-PISHIEEETH, EEBRE
o -PIFHHIERIETR, XRMZEHVWALHEEML. XR_05: BB
M, ARARS., K=HEHR, HPK=ZBRAER-Fi5H, X5AER
M. BEEMHRMHEIEMEE, FAhARRRSE, BEHRETHER-
s RFZARE: THRERR SR HERY R, WERE U RKBES KR,
Her, PR £ B ) IR B, Bl R R B KL RE
HIHEAY, SREMNERRTMAY, ThTFERERREE o-PFH.
B -G HIIERA, B AR E RS B HILLE o -5, B-FIHHHIK
reh,

MEFH—F, LERERE o -PiEH. B-PEHNFLIERH, BEER
R o RIS H RS RIR R, XEMEEYA AN ESRL, KHZP, K=
R BN a-PiEH, KRE5ARARS., BESH R HIEERL, BlAR
ARfE. BEEWHRBIHERo-F5H; XBH=P, FRERLHR (a5
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. B-H5H) GREXGBOBIANRAL, ERENVAZEEHEL, B
BRERGBEFE HME o -5, B-PrEmMKikt.

4.10 i+t

4.10.1 FiFEMBEEFUETL

MAGRKABMAKERF, FHENEEEHRE a SEORMEBELR
REF—B, ERELHELANRHABRKRE, MAMNATFRATEKEH SR
a FEBHERK, EXHELATURAE. AW, A SRAFEERATEX
fZE. Xl Chla S EAE—ERE LRRRBFHFHEDERM KA, EdHTFHRE
FRARURARKIIER, EESFE—ENRE.

4102 £V EHFEARBRR TN FOER

R BALTEAR RO S K FOR B 18 45 SR 3R B3 05 M 0T 7K 3R 2% VAT S s B R
@ REAR BB 2 5 BiF U 519 Shannon-wiener 15 ¥R B ] K R 75 iR B A0 T
a-PEEB-IFZE, HHREFRRABELEEBRE:; WHEBHEDH
Shannon-wiener FEH K IFMTMHR K ERAN T BERUVWEZHRBEHY
Shannon-wiener EH ¥ MERHER K: BEUERIFN SR HIY
Shannon-wiener 5 $1F & R IEH Bk, TFIFEYH Shannon-wiener 1§ EiFH
ZRVLFHAREHEERK, KEERHTFEN S HEIEREFRE, T1®
SEE. EHERR BT EMNEYBE N B RBIT RS RERE, 2T ARE
VMBLEMERERESERFE (EB%, 2003), LEMEREHARWER,
MAEERS, FXEYEHEERSTEREE T — P (Hurlbert S H,1971;
Whittaker R H,1972; Peet R K, 1974; Kvalseth T0,1991; BE&%, 1994; £
KERE, 2002), BEZIEHRARXME EMILIELIRN AT K KX 808 A%
FETER R B FH— P EAETHR.

FEHRERE, HMEAKRETFRRESIKEFRE, BBROBULIMNER
5b, EEMES)Y) G.B. 1. 850 H E & A 0, KP4 R BRH MK RKBERE
BAEFYE, 5RMIEERSEAKFIFNERELRTS, SN ERAMH
BiXEH SR ES Y, ARERFRX KRS REE. HERTER: TN
MIKFREEKPGEREE, KRBT —ENXE, BHEDSKELYNEHRE
GHathE THRKKE, BREMSYEE UMK TR AEE, SRR EE
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R RABIAR D,
4.10.3 A EH R R K EE R M

MEHERETFKEXRLHNESESB T REAMER. BREXANESRSE
2 EEFX AL HEE. REDESRETEH. KUKRRMEZE. &
FYSE RN ETAREEENERRANEE. Zr5FE% 3 FHES
IheE (BEFSE, 2005;F#%.,2002). FEFRAZARERTFNMEEIRIRZ
—(RMFZ, 2005), MAHARFRA, HMAKREREHNEBEEREZE SR
BIRBAUKEEY, EPAMEEST 40.74%, GHIEEAKEERKIRKREE
U T RIGUKEEZ B RS REEERE, BT ZXRAESTE. R EE
BRI, BREFREE KRS RYPE P EEESTRAKEEDEK, TAMEY.
KV R 0 RE ) L R RBKEMPEK T LRI EH T UREEE T
KEMPEKKESHE, Fit, SRAUERAMBARNASFRERERSE
FTHARDL o

4.104 £ PR SBUERZENXH

MRIVIRR, THEBEATEHREWER (HERaKE) 5 D0 BEEMHX,
R RFIEY TSR, EAGERBE, IRENESERES, K
5 DO & B AR Mg, HMAKREHSEARAKE. 5. mEK %
BT, EmAYEGRHEAETERNRE K. R, RITRNSRILEZFEY L
FHH— L5 a5 TP 2548K, MAEGMNAKREEMET, Fifsh
YIHES TP 2B SR HMAKRILEHIMRE a IRES TP & Sk,
—RBATAATRA AT TP RESEHFEVER (HRFaKk) EFMAX, B
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