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CANOCO4. 5 B {4 Xt 3RAF i 17 e A8 ) B30 A 3R 35
HF B 48 # 47 2% XF B 43 Bt ( canonical
correspondence analysis ) , /E i #) 7 5 3T FH T5&
R 4T R . RAEIF R E T 5 H R A R
FRE AR X — 18 DX AR A 43 A 1 EE I
BHRFREABTNA KBRMBHE, EE7Z
We Al ) I8 & Fh &2 B IR A B B ( Chaetoceros
muelleri) #1307 £ 3 ( Eucampia zoodiacus) F 53
i SBERRER B VI AH C , 31X S0 {0 3 b 7 f 7 X FO %)
R EEF ST AR XTI EY SRR
ETX X,

IR PR R E 2, A AR AR
M SHEE T2 EFEEDNER . W
R Z R GE T J7 i, W0 3 B 4 L £ ek A [
VST 0 L 9 X 7 43 T 55 % 9 B AL O 5 30
B FRRMATH 2o Ho, TR RIS
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FFEERER AEHESER GRENH
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1.1 WMRBEREESZE

FEVG MY A TR X (34°51'36" ~ 34°55'48"
N,119°25'12" ~ 119°34'48"E ) 3:5 8 ANufifif (H
HhEREX 6 4, X RRIX 2 4~), T 2008 4£5 .8
AR A#TT 3 MIRERAE A, T
IR i A SR £ 2R AT I B o 20 5 (FL 42 0. 076
mm ) 57 48 il KR K T RS2 i AR 4 X (T 1 B AR
J937 em, MK 1.4 m) , AR % BilgKEVKHER
B, M EE R 0.5 m/s. RAERIFES FZE v
PR T 5 VAR [ R PR A, [ R B R B 1 T SR B = 48
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WER TR ER T RIEWERE, BIREIRZ
RS R A BRI SRR , KPR it R A
HRREIEAR. WIS RE TaE. KR &
BABE | £ 2 | % % . BOD, COD, PO,-P, TIN 7
Si0;-Si 3£ 9 I~ FE R HIREM AT EIHE IR
EME) (GB12763 - 2007 ) | { ¥ i M U ML T )
(GB17378) #47,

119° 40’ 120°0° E

1 AEWEEE (R -R; RREER ML,
C,-C, R RE L)
Fig.1 Sample stations(R,-R; :reef area stations,

19° 0 119° 20/

C,-C, :control area stations)

1.2 HiEsE

¥ A Canoco for Windows 4. 5 {4t ¥y Fp %%
PRI EEAE 1T CCA 047, A TR EI A
HIHERP 25 5%, ) e 008 2 T PR S 2% 1 3R AT O
1 : Oz FLE & S AL B IR > 12. 5%,
FHYFE R D — UL =1%
WRAERFZIT lg(x + 1) ¥4k IR HUR kAT 1g
(x+ 1) Fefie 1 R K40 0 () Weanolmp 4 3
I3AE 4% R spe. dta Fil env. dia [ 30, B
Canoco for Windows 4.5 #1788, ¥4 MG %K
%0 cdw FIEHE L4 7E Canodraw for Windows H?
Ve, HEF 25 R P —3R 52 R 2k R XU B
F2m

2 R

2.1 FHEYRMEARSBES T

A A, S e BRI Y 46 B, SRR
F307121 @, Ho, BEEIRZ, 39 f, 5
84.8% ; HHBEI] 6 B, i 13.0% ; ¥ TR, X
ALR,E2.2% . 5 AB&A AL EZEF
A B ( Noctiluca scintillans ) | 58 5t [& i 3
( Coscinodiscus radiatus ) Lk K 5 R B i P

( Coscinodiscus curvatulus) ; FR¥EE Rs HISE — L
Fp R K EEE ( Noctiluca scintillans ) A5, BB uk 7
5 — A B Fh Xy N 48 5 R G 3 ( Coscinodiscus.
radiatus) o 8 9y & AU L) FELFBFA: =
£ B ( Ceratium tripos ) . K i ffi #& ( Ceratium
macroceros ) LA B & Y& B ( Noctiluca scintillans) ;8
AUEAL ) 55— L F R 3y = # F B ( Ceratium
tripos) o 11 A& AL i) FEZMAFF : 28
KA & B ( Chaetoceros muelleri) | 3% 31 25 £ ¥
( Eucampia zoodiacus ) . 78 i i & P& ( Chaetoceros
affinis) LA F % Bk f1 T 3 ( Chaetoceros densus ) %5 ;
i R, MR, W28 —IRHAM N R E KA EE
( Chaetoceros muelleri) , Y557 Ry W58 — ¥ Fh N
72 B FA B ( Chaetoceros affinis) , 3517 R, — Ry )
B —A BT N Bh 7 F B ( Eucampia zoodiacus )
wifr Cy F Cy 55— A 43 33 S 8 5 [ s
( Conscinodiscus radiatus ) F1 2 ) K A & ¥
( Chaetoceros muellert)

PRI YT B BE R 1.33 x10° A/m’ B
EHPAE 11 A9 R, 3L, 35 1. 18 x 10° 4~/m’;
BARME R 5 A C, Wil 1.61 x10° 4~/m’, 5 A
R X PRI P B R IE R 6. 19 x10° 4~/m’,
Xt HRIX K 3.55 x 10° 4~/m’ ;8 A iy fa fifk X 77 i
YPBRIME N 6.21 x 10* 4~/m’ , X R IX H3. 16 x
10* A~/m* 511 A 4y il X 77 i bl 4 B0 e B 1 N
4.36 x10° A~/m’ JF HRIX K 1.07 x 10° 4~/m’,
2.2 MEREF

b PN =< R 7 Y 2 W R VA B AP R4
R 1 i, EWETEL.25~3.93 m Z]H,11
H Rs SEiSL 3 B BERAR, T 8 A C, dhififi .
WAL A Ry LA, LA 11 H C, sk
Ho EVFEBEMUFFEENES A C, ¥l
B ARIE, 735124 0. 10 mg/L #1 0. 90 mg/L,
BMTIHLATE 0. 115 ~0. 513 mg/L Z [8], Fx = (A
BAES AW C, v, B fREHBAE 8 A C, ¥ifi,
TEHEBEERELTE 0. 005 ~ 0. 025 mg/L Z [A] 254k, H:
BEEHBTE 11 A R, ¥, RAMESH AES A
C,¥ifi, REMREIAREIEN S H Ry Wil
0.809 mg/L, AR N 11 A R, B5£190. 021 mg/
Lo 2 H 1 537 B BE AV A A3 R I N SR X
RTXTHRIX, EIrih Wk R Ak FR BN B X &
TXRIX
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®1 HREWHRCREEFHRE

Tab.1 Environmental factors of sample stations

o 7% H b DO BOD COD TIN PO,-P Si0;-Si

Aty it ﬁ/ﬁ,g 7%& S(mg/L) /(mg/L) /(mgl) B (g /(m;/L) /(mé/L) s

R, 2.10 16.20 8.80 2.14 3.75 30.31 0.312 0.014 0.555 49.35

R, 2.16 17.40 8.61 2.03 4.52 30.32 0.298 0.014 0.702 47.13

R 2.18 18.40 9.02 1.89 1.24 30.29 0.233 0.014 0.434 36.85

Ry 1.30 17.20 8.29 0.97 4.29 29.94 0.334 0.015 0.414 49.30

5A Rs 1.50 17.00 8.72 2.50 4.40 29.92 0.354 0.014 0.809 55.99
Re 1.40 16.40 8.20 2.32 2.09 29.86 0.370 0.016 0.588 51.21

C, 2.60 16.50 9.00 2.51 3.36 30.19 0.513 0.013 0.354 87.38

C, 2.30 17.20 8.69 1.36 4.29 30.13 0.195 0.012 0.441 35.98

R, 3.40 27.80 8.61 0.19 1.13 29.93 0.142 0.007 0.203 44.92

R, 3.50 27.80 8.57 0.74 1.18 29.72 0.227 0.007 0.137 71.81

R; 3.60 26.80 7.11 0.24 2.35 29.65 0.251 0.006 0.250 92.63

R, 3.56 26.60 7.13 0.12 1.37 29.21 0.188 0.007 0.085 59.47

8A Rs 3.50 26.80 6.65 0.11 0.96 30.18 0.161 0.007 0.117 50.93
Re 3.50 27.60 6.96 0.15 1.12 30.26 0.272 0.011 0.342 54.75

C; 3.91 27.80 7.57 0.17 1.14 30.34 0.115 0.005 0.097 50.93

C, 3.93 28.20 7.86 0.10 0.90 30.37 0.190 0.005 0.117 84.14

R, 1.60 16.80 9.10 0.97 4.70 29.79 0.330 0.010 0.167 73.07

R, 1.55 16.80 8.37 1.24 5.08 30.20 0.187 0.013 0.021 31.85

Rj 1.50 16.00 8.77 0.99 4.66 30.11 0.361 0.020 0.122 39.97

1A Ry 1.30 14.40 8.87 0.25 4.44 30.02 0.319 0.025 0.082 28.25
Rs 1.25 15.20 8.20 0.53 4.86 29.85 0.233 0.023 0.080 22.43

Ry 1.30 15.20 9.23 1.44 2.75 29.90 0.212 0.025 0.342 18.78

C, 1.80 17.20 9.50 0.91 1.56 30.06 0.172 0.014 0.273 27.20

G, 1.90 16.40 9.58 0.47 3.85 30.15 0.210 0.013 0.141 35.77

2.3 FiFEYSRERTFEERN CCA &5#t

HeP 25 R0, R A R A A e i 2
] (A DG R B 53 71 Ry 0. 947 1 0. 924, Hif M5 > HE
i B TTERZGE 74. 6% , T BB HET
HAE R B0 0, UL AT BN HEF B REZEAR K
R LRI Y AR SRR KR, HEF
gEREAFH

B3 2 Al 72 CCA HEF P B THASE
—HE7 A B R IEAH R, MR R B0h 0.857 4, H
WHRKIR, X ZRECR 0.768 0, A SR SSE
—HE7 A B K A 56, MR R B - 0. 671 3,
HYCHBEIRER  FHR R B -0.629 3; 55 —HF
PR R IEA R AR A AR A&,
KRER 0.714 8, H R h G HERERRE: , MR R B
J70.633 8, T 5 55 — HE /7 4 A K £ AH 5% 1 3F
B F KiR MR R B -0.450 3,

Fx2 FEEFEUENHEFREMNEXRE
Tab.2 Correlation coefficients of environmental
factors and first two axes of CCA

W F H A
1 2

TEM 0.768 0* * * -0.4503"
DO -0.6713*** 0.3195
BOD -0.1398 0.7148***
COD -0.6226*** 0.317 4
TIN 0.8574*** 0.270 1
PO,-P —0.629 3*** 0.148 4
TRA 0.7636*** -0.377
SAL 0.028 4 0.2253
Si0;-Si 0.370 6 0.6338***

Ho# K P<0.05, %+ HP<0.0l, % % % 3% P<0.001,

HENTEN T i X IF B i P 28 5 3R 55
TR ZHEHFERILE 2. FTHF KTy
AR 3. HFE AL T4 LT RYRA
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KB ¥ ( Thalassiothrix longissima ) 58 5[5 i
5OR E OB
( Coscinodiscus curvatulus ) . % Y& B ( Noctiluca
scintillans) . MEH AT LAFE H X L6 22 [6] 1 BE
BRI B, XU EATZ 18] B 70 1 22 SRR B3R
K,ENHERBRFREHER LR, Kb S5RE
B ( Coscinodiscus curvatulus ) . UL & K ¥ £ P&
( Thalassiothrix longissima) X FEFR I FH R EH
THRINFEA YT, FEIATHRRESERK
MK FE X LA F LR R K&
B KR, T B B B fi # ( Coscinodiscus
asteromphalus ) F [&] 5 3 ( Coscinodiscus sp. ) 54
YRABRARKIMHERE,

frF 22 i1 0 W & R E % ( Rhizosolenia
setigera) \ZE 55 AR % B ( Rhizosolenia delicatula) B
8% ¥ ( Rhizosolenia alata) . B} JE B 1R & ¥
( Rhizosolenia alata f. indica ) . % Bk f & P&
( Chaetoceros densus) -, 22 %) [ 8 & 3 ( Chaetoceros
muelleri) 7 B f8 76 B ( Chaetoceros affinis ) . 3% 55
#Z I B ( Nitzschia delicatissima ) | 17 (& N B 3
( Ditylum brightwellii ) | 3% 3 %5 £ % ( Eucampia
zoodiacus ) 2055 R 5 #& ( Coscinodiscus subtilis) |
IRFHE BE ( Navicula membranacea ) 3 BEER Eh &
K, FR MRS SEREMLFHR AR
WAHAIRKAHRE

(' Coscinodiscus  radiatus ) .

ST AT YA KA M (Ceratium
macroceros ) . 254 4 B ( Ceratium fusus) SR FA B
( Ceratium furca) .= fA A3 ( Ceratium tripos) F1 [
1 WAL HEBE ( Dictyocha fibula) o WEATTHTAL B 4L
B LVE X ey i 5 i K IR B A K i B
BRKMAERME , B TR EE G R A R i
g

1.0

B2 BMEATERXFHFEDYH
S5REEFRRN _gHFE
Fig.2 CCA biplot of phytoplankton species and
environmental factors in artificial reef
area of Haizhou Bay

TRA. ZHIE; TEM. /K {it; DO. ¥ % %; BOD. LA HE;
COD. fu2 T4 &t ; SAL. £ TIN. B EHLA; PO,-P. BER
h; Si0,-Si. FEERER .

*3 AT CCAHFRZHENER
Tab.3 The list of phytoplankton for CCA

R s HTH4 Rig s RT%4

1 FIESY s =8 Rhizosolenia setigera 15 TREhES 3 Eucampia zoodiacus

2 EEHE R Rhizosolenia delicatula 16 8 B [5R s Coscinodiscus radiatus

3 FARE R Rhizosolenia alata 17 & G I3 97 Coscinodiscus granii

4 EPRE AR R Rhizosolenia alata f. indica 18 = o R i Coscinodiscus curvatulus
5 i A Skeletonema costatum 19 21555 [ s Coscinodiscus subtilis

6 KiFEH Thalassiothrix longissima 20 SRR g e Coscinodiscus asteromphalus
7 ES A5 Thalassionema nitzschioides 21 [ 5 SP Coscinodiscus sp.

8 FrAE & T Bidduiphia sinensis 22 BORFHE 3 Navicula membranacea

9 g ESD Chaetoceros densus 23 KA Ceratium macroceros

10 BWRATER Chaetoceros muelleri 24 5 T Ceratium fusus

11 ZEBR A BT Chaetoceros affinis 25 SUIRFA B Ceratium furca

12 EREESIA ) Nitzschia delicatissima 26 =M Ceratium tripos

13 plix- 31iBER Pleurosigma affine 27 e Noctiluca scintillans

14 i R 3 Ditylum brightwellii 28 Y £ PR 7 Dictyocha fibula
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3 g

2008 £EfY 3 YA ALK E B FEIFAEY 3 1],
46 Fr(J&) , T2 P Rl X PR iR ) A 3 40E
$71.58 x10° 4~/m® | X HRX Hy 5.76 x 10* 4~/m’,
MM IR SRR E S Ay EZEMH
FEAEA B ICHLATE KB R 8% B (Noctiluca
scintillans) LA B BR AR 75 5K PUAK o5 0% 5 B3 7 8
( Coscinodiscus radiatus ) F1 5 R B §F 3
( Coscinodiscus curvatulus) . 8 H iy EELHEF N
57K IR 2 B BE % VIAE 5C 1) = £ £ B ( Ceratium
tripos ) KA B ( Ceratium macroceros) , 11 H 4y
FEEEF R SHERELA R RAHRER R K
1 & 3 ( Chaetoceros muelleri ) . V% 3 25 4 ¥
( Eucampia zoodiacus ) . 75 B i F& ¥ ( Chaetoceros
affinis ) 5 o

IR 75 HE P Bl AH R REORF , #20
VMV N I AR R DX PR A ) o0 A ) I
FARU A B TCHLA 7K IR A % B BE, T ¥ Ak S8 A
YT A E WX I Y W 5 A B B K,
AR X BB AR W EEZZmEF, IRH 2
USRI F K 38R G B 53R BT W K YT K8
TR ) 43 A1 1 T BEBREE R AR R 7 B B2 LAY
FRERFIRERRER o

MARRF I TR TE , Wil S i AR ) &
LS 22 8 XA B 3 ( Chaetoceros muelleri) Fl
TS M ¥ (Eucampia zoodiacus ) 5% Wi 8 K H) 2
BHRTH S TR E B B U R B RR £k, Ho b ik
FRER B B K, TE i R £ & B A X 45 1 190 IXC 3
XPIMEM L., F, XS FEREF SR
THLABE R AR, X R A SZ B TIA
FRIBR i

FEUREE DX X B DX 130 T 0 AL 400 o 2 B AR
e RE M. ER7ERE A XTI
PRPFH R EERS TXRX, Y9N EER
2.74% X —Z5 2 11 A A X R B IX
BB BE ERERIER, XERAFME
WERRER G AR K IEAH M, A1 I, #2078 25500 3 >R Y
FREX AN IR X B RREh & B I 2 F XM A
AR X PR AR ) B B o AR R R K. Ak,
WA BT HoRE , EME AN T A X &1
SO N/P HAETE 18.77 ~92.63 ], ¥{E Ky
50.00, i B 7 2 o 3o P e 4 ) 1) AR K BB 32 B

TALBE BRI Xttt — 2B UL T ML &
BARRXT B 0 R X B R B ) BB B R T X
MRIX,

FEXT I 75 ¥ i L v 3R I A
AR, L, SO PSR 68 SO 4 %) KR B R AT
EEMEHET , 7T UM T2 i N v 3 2 P2 A
oy b %ok P55 B BRI L, Sy 2 9 ) R WAL
HEDIRRM T M TR, A5, TAS
WS R ZME, BR R BB H T41, F i sh
B AR S AEAR KRR b th 5 Wi i A )
FIBETE LIS A 5 T — 2B IR
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The research of relationships between phytoplankton and environmental
factors in artificial reef area of Haizhou Bay

YANG Liu', ZHANG Shuo'?, SUN Man-chang' ,ZHANG Hu’

(1. College of Marine Sciences, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Sustainable
Exploitation of Oceanic Fisheries Resources, Ministry of Education, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China;
3. Marine Fisheries Research Institution of Jiangsu, Nantong 226007, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: By using canonical correspondence analysis ( CCA ) , this paper studied the relationship between
phytoplankton species and its environmental factors. The species-environment biplots were drawn based on the
result of CCA. The result showed that total inorganic nitrogen, water temperature and transparency were the
most important factors influencing the distribution of phytoplankton species. The distribution of main dominant
phytoplankton species Chaetoceros muelleri and Eucompia zoodiacus correlated strongly with phosphate. CCA
can be a useful tool to understand the spatial distribution of phytoplankton species in marine ecosystems.

Key words: phytoplankton; environmental factor; canonical correspondence analysis; Haizhou Bay
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