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zooplankton community *

Wang Songbo'** , Shi Zhaojin', Geng Hong®, Wu Laiyan' & Cao Yanmin'
(1. College of Resources and Environmental Science, South-Central University for Nationalities, Wuhan 430074, P.R.China)

(2: College of Life Sciences, South-Central University for Nationalities, Wuhan 430074, P.R.China)

Abstract; Methods based on functional traits are widely used in current biodiversity studies. As an important component of aquatic
food web, the attention paid on zooplankton by researchers is disproportional to its functional importance. In the present study, the
effects of environmental factors on functional diversity indices as well as on distribution of functional groups of crustacean zooplank-
ton communities in 14 waterbodies were investigated. The results showed that species with similar functional traits were grouped to-
gether and phylogenetically related. Correlation analysis found no significant correlation between functional richness ( FRic) , func-
tional evenness ( FEve) , functional divergence ( FDiv) and environmental factors. However, significant relationships were found
for functional dispersion ( FDis) in relation to total dissolved nitrogen, total dissolved phosphorus( TDP ), ammonia nitrogen and
seston C/P ratio. Regression analysis found that except species richness, number and Shannon-Wiener index of functional groups as
well as FDis all declined significantly with the increasing concentration of TDP. In addition, FRic and FDis were both positively
correlated with the number of functional groups. These results suggest that eutrophication induces the clustering of functional traits
of crustacean zooplankton, and environmental filtering is one of the major forces in driving the formation of crustacean zooplankton
community structure.
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RH NEIER ZREESI T IZ BN AR ZSE T T R T B BB AF 14 (functional diversity ) J& X — >
&R D REMR AR A BRI 4347 A9 B 2. 7R BORE &t B2 1, A 9 2B 252 W 9 3 0 2R TR ) R R A
B A S FE SRS A E AR 2 5, IR R & AR AE Y SR A AE M 2R SRS RS
RER R BB P IUA L. BRI 2090 R I, LR 25 R G D BE A T Wy Fp g B, 7 ELAR g 40 e il L
A NREVEIR, DIRE S REPE AR5 L At B VAR S B 2 REPE R 2 R T AR A8 R G TR 2 A
[ERUL7/EC I S 05 A

T RETEARSE W Ah o S0 FE PR S e 7 55568 07 S5 T 2 3 o A ARRAE , AN R Th RE MR AR I T A A W) 19
AN, Gt ZAE R AR A VISR T RE MR 2 B T4 R FAE. R DL Y D BE AR LA
it TR AR (CAnmy IR EE TR i C/N AL BE DG ERAE ) ARJE M R/ R EE LR K
25 BT R/NFT R T 5t 2K D REPEIRA Sk 1K HRAF /N L b/ A B8 SR A H A B 45T I B
A W) T BT BT RALSE bR, /N A ) T HGE 1 8 TR AR R 2D, QNSRS Re R b RO (R
K R A B A WENE B SRR RE AT R 4 BRI I S S o R S RE IR AUA K R i
FEAR, HA CINBR 26 A2 B8 ) B 0 38R IR TR Wil 5 T W 2h B MR LA 4
YR G R AR, R d A L

L Wb Z RV AR B, ThRE 2 R A T UM [6) (4 5 TR H 3 , % WL A9 e = & JE (functional rich-
ness, FRic) \ZJHEA]E (functional evenness, FEve) \IIHEESHUE (functional divergence, FDiv) FIZJfE 3 E
(functional dispersion, FDis)%. FRic F/m B WIFh G I DI REZ A K/, FEve R REMRTE DI R =
IE 5341 B SRR | FDiv 36/ REVE 5 JEE 1 DT RE 2 18] (9 43 A6 % DT REVEAR B ORI s i) 5 FDis 2278 Thfigzs
1] e 25~ L ( centroid ) (9 ISP SRERS ). SCSLAR KOk I 2 32 T4 A/ 252 I LA B9 , A
DS AEY 2R S A B REIBEC R B H T X AE YRS S5 52 4. ST A S A IS B
T 2Ny, B8 (environmental filtering ) 443 ZORE 74 b 4 R (19 D) BE M4 IR 4 7] ( clustering ) , 7RI g
ZREVERRAR. BN, 35930 e T SE S DR F B RURCATS 240 11 Ty 8 43 HIURE X B K A 37K 1 1 7
iR AT R MK, K A AR R TR B TR A R R (], BV D) R B U 5 K
OGN Bassler 25 BFST & BR, B EEREE AL RE S B BEVER AT T K.
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WSS S DI RE VIR 10 R GedR ", K AT RE— 7 TS AMA N DD BRI ME LA B A, 55— T S L R
BOH AR B 500 275 AR A0 A2 8] 2 A0 RRAE ANV 2y RDROK X)) G 56, AR EE PR b 0 AH S o i 2 E &
e, (H [ PO LA IE G A B T B G T U STk >0 L AR Sl 0T 14 AN AR I S Sh M R S M BT
M T A X H I BE 2 FEETR B (G245 FRic,FEve FDiv 1 FDis ) ML RERE />4 1200, B 9 7E T A%
51X, iEE 2 RTSEE 2 F S B MR BT e s eV 2 R v i 4 Rr B ApLH].

Tab.1 Environmental factors in the sampled water bodies

HEEH T SRR AREZE d/IME FROCME A5 R AL

1.1 Wit
ABRE UL A S5 LN 14 Ak PR AT
BORAE AR 4 A, KR 10 A, BFAh ks TNV (me/L)

1.44 0.69 0.55 3.24 0.48

sk a3 IOV 0% o om0
g Y AT TR AR SO AT T NH,-N/(mg/L) 067 033 016 1.06  0.50
A48 G AR TSR (F 1) C/N I 81 19 60 122 023
1.2 SZsEE YRR C/P I 139 58 59 307 0.41

PRI E S BE AL 64w PEFAEYIT s rDN . g G TOP . SRR s Chla: A o5 K, :
AR ELHE HORCR AR, PR 290 0.5 m/s, SRAE KRG HRIE 5T 5808 R A C/N I C/P HLAM R 28 64 pm 3§ 9
VR AT A2 1 0.5 m TR, RAEMFE HLIIETETEY C/NILM C/P L.
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TR S S A DR AR R e T AR KSR BT AR ZIE RVE. 2% Vogt 451 BUBIFSE , A SCREHL 5 A2
REPIR T 4047 , A4 - KKK (body length) (B 227 (feeding type) \JH £ B i ( predator defense) 1 5 3
(habitat type) FIEL 4 (trophic group). 7EIX 5 MERH AR K NG LR AR &, HoAr 4 AR50 2878 4. i T
TR TSP B AR N A S AR B R S R 30 A5 A B X T DA SR R IR, TR B R X
5k B PR AR DG, WORT A S i) S ek 2 0 AR AR S R SR B S e T AR IR ) Y
J52, 4320 6 Flt: Bosmina B ( LAAKCSFUEKRIAN K R I8 i B My FEZRRAE ) | Chydorus BY( LRI YRR 11
FRBESRIIOR, A F2 BRI ) \Daphnia 2 (1657 B 75 38 32 86 = F15S 70X 3 IR 8 5% &) (Sida 24 (5 Daphnia
T, AR F FH AT 5 X B B 18 ) 4 & Y (raptorial, S IH RIS Y ) {5 (stationary suspension, £
— AR [ E BB TT R AR ) - AR DA S I o X A £ S AT D e R, A 4 RS T R
PRV I K P RSO BEER P . RS S Ay i AR T B AR, 200 2 Rl R R (RS R Y ) A
WK XA Sy 3 F A BRI B R, S N EARER T AR BHEIE M Ah , H AR R AR X il o A
T RA 2 RA5 AW b 45 Wy 1 ELAR D B PERIR 3% 2.

2 IR s g D RETER

Tab.2 Functional traits of crustacean zooplankton

Wb HR/mm  fEEIA HHEHBH WS o343

75 B 45 17 3% Leptodora kindti 2.55 R TG WK X PP
FHEEANIA T Sida crystallina 0.90 Sida #4 TC 7 MAg=titd A
#IE 3% Daphnia galeata 1.00 Daphnia # Bk gk K X e
T RIFRNE 7 Moina micrura 0.68 Daphnia % Pk Yk K X HEH
AR M L% Ceriodaphnia cornuta 0.45 Daphnia %1 s Tk K X FE
T M S Ceriodaphnia quadrangula 0.50 Daphnia ) R vk K X JiEN=Y S
ZAEARARE Simocephalus vetulus 0.75 Daphnia %1 Bk Bk R e
%% Alona sp. 0.40 Chydorus ) TC N W A
#Mi% Chydorus sp. 0.30 Chydorus % TG R FHE T
S JE S H 3% Pleuroxus hamulatus 0.48 Chydorus %) TCE R e
A NG &% Bosmina coregoni 0.33 Bosmina %! Il 1 ik MK X P
5 KA 1% Bosminopsis deitersi 0.38 Bosmina % JFUIE K SR T
F K% Diaphanosoma sp. 0.68 Sida %) A 1k g vk 5T kR MK X FE A
EIEIREKZ Thermocyclops taihokuensis 0.80 gl A1 3 UK 5 kR K X [SRExin
81 7K & Mesocyclops sp. 0.80 HER o Ik KT Bk R WK X A
RSk G KE Eucyclops serrulatus 0.85 R rf 1k Tk T B ER W THEM
UEAREIK & Cyclops vicinus 1.13 iyl rhkEKOf BEER K X FEME
HRLAEPT K& Sinocalanus dorrii 1.58 A bk R O Bk ER K X FBTE
¥ R K & Neutrodiaptomus incongruens 1.05 PNt rp kK O B ER K X FATPE
1798 B /K & Neodiaptomus schmackeria 1.58 =yt r Lk ek T kiR WK X Z Pk
BRRVF K Schmackeria forbesi 1.08 Bl wh Ik DR O Bk R MK X FBETE
KL /K %& Neodiaptomus yangtsekiangensis 1.35 A A1 3 UK 5 kR MK X Ze ik

1.4 ThEE SR IEH

IIREAE 5 BE (FRic) $5 KL AL AR (convex hull volume ) SRy fet, 273 15 2 4E D it 25 6] v B T A1 ) Fof
PEAETEN I Fop/ D Z TR, 78— 22 ) P R BN 2 10B TAR. iZ0 M G AR 13 3 T Quickhull” 503, 2
— AN R DRI SR

DIREIISIBE (FEve) 48250
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s ; w; *z; ( )
S
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2, FTR PRl @ BOEE k AR V F I U R B TG NG g FR YRR b B LG T R PR B
S FRYIR B A6, IR YR i BN IR T (the center of gravity) BUBEES ; dG /R YRR B T 0192
SRS 500, FR PRl § AR B s Ad FORZF AU R R AR TP HBE B MBS BUE A | d (3R &
EREMA AL B R BBl & AT 20 R B0 4 X S O 5 o RN R VR AN B DRI A B L 5 2, KR
Yol i BB .
1.5 Fit 5

Pfnt 2 8] AR S R0 1 SR T Gower BE B, SRS AT R TR AL - 24 %% (UPGMA ) |, 3@ 2 * helust”
PRECIC L. DREZ AR MRS ECE AL FD A4 i dbFD” pR AL S B, 1 3R 40 A S48 R 3.6. 1. AHOC /M FIZk
PRI M SPSS 17.0 58 ik

2 HEREHM

2.1 FiE R TN THEEE

HET Gower FIES FIARMIALZL - 293k 9 RIS WL 1. SR B SR G0 R (Al (16702857 AR )
T HAT R RIS REMEAR , POARAF b 3Ry — 2, 397 B 45 e P TRT IR 38K, 7 2 0 S s JE I 8038
S AP SRR TR — B H AR BEAR G SR AR AE — &, W A 3 5 I S0k D7 TR I 40 45 0T
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Fig.2 Percentage compositions of functional groups in the sampled water bodies
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A1 FDis YB35 DI RERERCE 1938 i 28 K (P<0.05) (1 4).
3 PRI ST I DI RE AR FR 4

Tab.3 Functional diversity indices of crustacean zooplankton

SRR 1] s FRic FEve FDiv FDis
2014 4F A1 0.479 0.469 0.670 0.303
b 0.188 0.684 0.799 0.189
ZRiMl 0.619 0.393 0.781 0.306
2211 0.311 0.432 0.981 0.330
BUELK 0.512 0.722 0.883 0.290
BB K B 0.217 0.544 0.785 0.350
2015 4 BRI 0.256 0.192 0.968 0.129
XA K A 0.288 0.556 0.883 0.206
AR 2 0.212 0.230 0.787 0.107
BB K 0.673 0.511 0.982 0.280
BT 0.311 0.499 0.967 0.230
F Bk g 0.311 0.430 0.955 0.210
BEWE K 0.509 0.694 0.941 0.141
T T K 2 0.633 0.407 0.683 0.258
LUK 0.085 0.572 0.957 0.122
K WRIK P - — — 0.173

—FIRJGEBUKE T YR EUNT 28 AR oM S B A5 AE i &, JGI5E BEAT FRic FEve F1 FDiv 1971

12 7~
o
10+ oo 6 o o
” sk o ¥=—39.0x+8.90 = sk o o Y=21.9x+5.63
: o o 2 _ 3 R>=0.36, P=0.014
s oo R?>=0.21, P=0.073 % Al N\o€
o Jm=
= 4+ © o R 3+ © o
o
2+ o 2+ o
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 J 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.2 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.13 0.15
TDP/(mg/L) TDP/(mg/L)
H 20p 05
= &© o y=-2.08x+0.38
5 lor o y=—10.3x+1.85 04k o o R=0.66, P<0.001
= 12k R=0.60, P<0.001 o
g S 034
g 0.8}
17} ) 0.21
o 0.4+ 5 o
RoAv)
45 0 L L L L J 0.1 1 1 Il Il Il Il J
=
=001 004 007 010 0.13 0.16 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.11 0.13 0.15
TDP/(mg/L) TDP/(mg/L)

K 3 WyRhkc D REREEL DI RERE Shannon-Wiener $5 £0 A1 DI RE 3 HUZ (FDis) 55 TDP ¥ B2 2 ] 4 [l 51 4347
Fig.3 Regression analyses of species number, number and Shannon-Wiener index of functional groups

as well as FDis to TDP concentration
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IREZ FENESR BOAN TR J7 T 20 im0 1 HEVE DI REMER B A 5. FRic R — AN i 0 e o 48 64 2
A 1) A K/ T — PR Bl B BE PR TS, A 3 AN B S Rl s RO e AR g,
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A NBEZ RIS BCS HRBEN 2 el FRic SYRERERRF IEME(R=0.77, P=0.001),
Spearman A 3¢/ 4 {HREE KA TDP e B 13K, i 2 8 i AR E T

Tab.4 Spearman correlation between functional — F&#434 FRic 5 TDP ¥ i 2 [A)th 2 AR B HAHE X R
diversity indices and environmental factors (R=-0.31, P=0.259). A MHF5E & B0, IR R 22 5h
WEiHT  FRic  FEve  FDiv  FDis MITIRE 5 B 5 TP i 2 [ 52 BRI 3 A ol 2 M 97 A G
AR R A IR SR B R R R K

e e ORI I 1044 LA — CHE I Jeppesen
Chl.a n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. é‘gu”kﬂl(%ﬂﬁﬁ]%Eg%ﬂéﬁ%7kﬁgﬂ§?§7quﬁgj_ﬂﬁlﬁ
Ky n.s. n.s. ns. n.s. TR s Dodson %52 % B i 30 () M0 Rl 50 S W0 9 A 7
NH;-N msooms s -06457 ZJAIGER N MG AR FRic (/N RN B
N memsomsns R (H S04 R BT R BRI FRic,
or P me s OO IR TUAR R AE A 0 Bassler 45 B % B
f FOR BN, P<0.0S; w»x FoRb WM,  BEZEHAR I, & 68 RETE 1 D RS B0 F W, (0 Fh
P<0.01; n.s RNHREARE, P>0.05. PRI LT, B PN T R IR RIAT A 4

R RIS . 7E— AR M an SR [ i 1 B
HPTK S A RBER E RV K 2, 5 A P i — DR A L, FRic AT REJF AN 222 B Z K. 11
AW, THRERE RO BE A TDP W2 A3 il R, M0 HL FRic 5 D) RERFRCEE 22 A 12 1035 IE AR 5. 7E /KA RT
BIRALR AR, PR T 7 sl D RERE R i T R DL PR e PR A T RIS REMER A R ] T i R B
EAT DGR FE I HIRE J7 B B 3 T BRI g 7 SR A A T B e S A ) ) R A2 028 00 T R PR =2 —.

0.80 0451
»=0.118x-0.121 7=0.036x+0.082
0.651 R2-043, P=0.008 o o 035k =026, P=0.04 ¢
2 0.50F o [ o é 02 9 o °
& 25l
k0351 S &
o
020F o o o 0.15f e . o
0.05 Q 1 1 1 J 0'05 1 1 1 1 1 J
2 3 4 5 6 7 12 3 4 s 6 7
AR AR

P 4 PR e sh Wy DI REF & (FRic) MIYTRE M B (FDis ) 15 D RERF R 2 18] 4 [0 5 23 B

Fig.4 Regression analyses of FRic and FDis to the number of functional groups of crustacean zooplankton

LS WP T RS R FEve F1 FDiv WANSZ BT SRS R T 2. — ok it , SR AL R A 72 D ik
2SI B2, FDiv iR, F WA A AL S, Wy ) B2 558 4 50555 5 T2, BRI b 5 3 2 R 2 [ s
FDiv /N, YR IR 98 U5 3% il AEACBR ST, FDiv 35 35 i, U8 W AR 95 0 ] 1 53 B 59 4910 0 4 e
/I FDiv BRI A4 i, 2588 Az e e 97 K 2 0 0l o B BE A 62.5% A1 27.9% , P2 M AR AR AE 16 71 UK X,
PADE B0 T (H AT RESE i 0 B My OB R /N 0 0 S BRAE 2567 (9 704k, T A/INBDRE g =, J 28 000 AR
Rk F=2 . FEve JEASGMIAE 0.5 2ot , HK/INAMU 2 Wy o 6] B 285 10 5 060 , 36 32 0 =2 JEE A S B 23 18] 4304 119 5
M. & 13k FRic Bihe st BT BUK A s & IR0 S B0F 0 1 52 sh iy SRR R mib , IR R Rl e D g =3 (6]
RE, YAhI MR R, X SR R AR 00 N B B8 b FDiv Fl FEve 2375 /N B ERTPIE TR Z Y Fh
FRETE D RE S )70 A1 YR, BT AASBI 00 RN 5 77 7K 922 A U AR ME 2 1 5 SR A i . 5 B 31X
SRR AR SR AEAE AL FRFE TS 0 SR AL T A TR0 T RE B T B AE R AR Li AT O e R VL B2
NZETE 52 e 3 L B K R Th 7 sh W) A VR 4540 32 i T s, 5 B SRR R R R A K. skt
A R REAE AR KU PRI X 220 P A T R AR, DT 5 A AR R e, T i v
VA SRETE LSRRI D RE S 51 B T RE RS MR AR Mk i BRI 2 AR oe R B PR R 5 s ) T
AWy 5 Chla YREEAFFAE A OGN, HAT 78% /KR TDP ¥R FZ 5 T 0.07 mg/L. 7T R iFH9EK
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W TR, 2 BB KT 0.097 me/ L I, i Y sE s i A ) 2 DR 2Rl B AR AR E , i T30 i 45
{9 K PR RIS A T P UMl 37 B , 0200 B LRV S5 R Rl 22 R PR R B i R 7 2200

FDiv LETHR O, AU BT R 2 A A TOA (IO 85 << R0 X Bz (9 i Al e, ELACHE TH58 0 b
BT RO B E) TR AR FDis 7R B AR BRI A4 S 4 R AR AR , T LR T O A
R A 0 S A R T Al AR WU FDis H FDiv B B S W)l 7E 2 B 2 1] i B 4
TR TEAHISE D, FDis L5 3745 (TDN [ TDP \NH,-N) ¥k & & i 25 5AHOC, T ELiR 5 I RE R 4R & B 3%
TEMIE , WA S SR AL P T IR 37 WP 75 S0 REVS Dh e IR A A 25007 23 [ A SR 4E. Valdivia 251 76 39 18] 45 1)
PRI, W T B ER AR (i ) ) A A O REIR 1 FRic A FDis S5, F B0 Mool ] , i 22 iR A A%
P (IR ) FRic F1 FDis Sk, R MR BEE AAE TR0 BT, RBRAR S T 7% 11 Zh g
PEAR B ZREE R T A5 A K RS TEAT SR T BEVEAR (9 FDis Bl 1 R A 38 i i 22 K. i
Segh R BRI FDis 2 R A R (BN ARS8 ) i B i, KA B SR A SR 3 b A
YIS RS IR A S B TS BT 4580 5300, FDis 58034 C/P L5 W3 EAHDC. AT
FEKAR A B TR C/P i AL TR P 52 3h i R R B i i R Y MG R R /P H AT RE
X U S B A A K B G R DT S TR 9 4R A R T, BT AR IR C/P HERYIE 24 4
RUTBEEA R T 2R Fh iy Sz

TRERE AR th A A I RE AN EE S . FEL IR PEIY /K AE S DI BERE R 43 i, MR/ HR B 2B AN
Bk B T34, A0 Krzton 250 AR 3 SRR AEKG A8 2T 6 iy 50 sEURIIF 0 TR 52 S0 78 P9 10 T2 3 3 i e A
5 6 ASThEAHE; Heino ™ Sl it 45t £ FIAT e L A AL A K ST S 0 Kl 20 Ry 24 ASSIRERE. AR STk 5 42
REMEPORH R T 5SS s W SRS A0 HT R IR, TE 43282 EAE A (W AT S A TE R G R E ARG LR
BAE™ ) I REEIR A9 25 St /N, ARSI S BE , R W D B MR T RE AT HE AL b A A~ L
HMEAFIEAE B AR A A 28 K BN E K 2 A Bl [ 558 DRtk i i T, iz s 5 sUR & k.
WEE K AR TDP Y B2 (Y [, TR TR 52 3h ) B e 3 1 40 il Shannon-Wiener Z2FE M504 L 3 F I, R T UY
B E TR RV T R 1) B 7 4 T ER 5 A D B R SR B . Heino! ™! 4 % BUK Ak b TP ¥k J3 444
TNERAR T A Sh Y T RERE 00 ZRE MR ) M. BT M B YN R R B — M & S BRI s R i ).
TEARTFEH ARE FRARALL 2 ANMEH I BERE N &, 248 Daphnia  Sinocalanus Bosmina FF4 L 5 , F 45 B AR
7B B 75% DL 7R R SR KT BAKAR I AR KR AERRAK RN E K, — AT Re RE ki aE 5 2
VR EERG T0% LA F, X BeE AT RERE I A LA Daphnia B, Sinocalanus B Y. Y Daphnia F1 Sinocalanus
BEAUIEAEIE ,— L Daphnia BEAL O3 A X EA B85 RO TR J5 3 o0h BUEL A B i ok R
VIR AR A T T RE A AR .
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