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Abstract: To clarify the effects of Limnodrilus hoffmeisteri, a dominant zoobenthos of Lake Taihu, on lake eutrophication, the con-
trolled indoor experiments of Lake Taihu L. hoffmeisteri’s nutrient excretion were performed by controlling the temperature and den-
sity. The effects of temperature and density changes on the excretion rate of Ammonium nitrogen( NH} -N) and phosphate( PO3™-P)
of L. hoffmeisteri was analyzed. Based on a correlation relationship between temperature and the excretion rate of NH}-N and
PO3"-P of L. hoffmeisteri, and the biomass of L. hoffmeisteri during 2007 —2010, the potential contributions of nitrogen and phos-
phorus released by L. hoffmeisteri to Lake Taihu were estimated. The results showed that with temperature increasing, the excretion
rates of NH}-N and PO} -P of L. hoffmeisteri gradually increased; however, changes in density did not significantly affect the ex-
cretion rate of NH}-N and PO3™-P of L. hoffmeisteri. The annual average amount NH}-N and PO} -P excreted by L. hoffmeisteri
were 1925.5 t and 210.0 t, respectively. They were less than the two main exogenous nutrient sources-indirect lakeside and water
course nitrogen and phosphorus amounts, which account for approximately 19.3% and 23.3% of the annual net fluxes of NH}-N
and PO3"-P in the entire Lake Taihu sediment-water interface. The results of this study showed that nutrient excretion by L.
hoffmeisteri had a significant effect on lake biogeochemical cycles and eutrophication.
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Fig.1 Locations of the 32 sampling sites in Lake Taihu
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Fig.2 NH;-N and PO} -P excretion rates of L. hoffmeisteri at different temperatures

xR B N HA T AR X E A K8 NH, -N PO3 -P BRI ()7 2250 Mr

Tab.1 UNIANOVA of effects of temperature, density and their interaction
on the NH}-N, PO} -P excretion of L. hoffmeisteri

NHj-N PO -P
Ap df MS F P df MS F P
R 5 170.053 13.875 0 5 0.729 22.807 0
g 4 2.757 0.225 0.924 4 0.069 2.156 0.081
R < i 20 5.683 0.464 0.973 20 0.055 1.712 0.046
2 89 12.256 88 0.032
Bt 119 118
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Fig.3 NH;-N and PO} -P excretion rates of L. hoffmeisteri at different temperatures
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RIS DU 328 A BAEAIK.

22 KA /KL NH]-N F1 PO} -P Bl it AU 4EPrrs 1k
Tab.2 Annual change of NH}-N and PO} -P excretion of L. hoffmeisteri in Lake Taihu

Ay EYPKIR/C AW/ (Va) B/ (ind./a)  NHG-N BEiltE/ (va) PO} -P Bt/ (va)
2007 19.0 28478.05 2.27x101? 4173.41 437.43
2008 18.2 11408.29 1.00x 10" 1476.56 161.70
2009 17.1 9157.37 9.67x10" 1336.58 141.44
2010 18.3 10204.11 1.01x10" 715.60 99.42
A 18.2 14811.96 1.31x10" 1925.54 210.00
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TE A EISIE NH;-N BRI 33 mT A8 i TS (5] ST 9 52 30 B s b A (] S8 A A S8 AR TR 1 1, AR
WFFE PTG A T 7K 2285] NH-N BEBCRERTE 15°C IR HABBT S w5 b, 195 H AR [R)IELBE T BB 45 R A1
AL, AT RS L AR A K SRS AU, Postolache 45 A LS04 5 h B 2 7 5 IR 23°C B NH-N B¢
TR TRGH T T R PR T A LA S A BRI S A, T ) S 2 KR AT s 3 25°C LE,
IR B T /K 22 851 A £ PR R BE 57 T oAt bt DX, AR BIF 5 e BRI 8 TT 7K 22 85] NH-N B AE 30°C i 5
M AFAE B 22 5 (P<0.05) /K 2285 POY -P BEHCRAL BAT IR A RR . ABFFERETT7K 2285] NH;-N B
RIE 10~20 F1 20~30°C I Q, fH> 51 2.11 Fl 2.47, 5 Postolache ZRIIBFFTLERAEIT (Q,, =2.52) ). — il
5L QufHAE 2~3 ZINETAHEN IR 22— BB T /K 2208 NH;-N BERCRSZ IR (SR, 5 LATHT
FITFIR S5 SRAH H AT AR I B T K 2215] POY -P BER KR ISR Q, [y 1.5, W5 5T Postolache 4511
WFFTas R ( Q,,=1.31) ,fXF Fukuhara F1 Yasuda [¥J Q]oﬁ( 00=2) o VWA 7K 2285 PO -P BT I T
fri BB . BTN B 7K 22861 NH-N I PO; -P BRI A it 132 10 T g T . 345k B 2 e i
PR AR 2 b M R K A TITBESK T R R U 4R P TRORE B A 8 TR 3. R K 2 BI7E = R A 1F T R
HEREA IR (Y NHE-N F1 POY -P, HoE FR R Al 20 ) W K A i A 7 A AR HEAE .

%3 NSRS T K225 NH;-N Fil PO} -P BHCH
Tab.3 NH}-N and PO} -P excretion rates reported by several authors for tubificids worms

in different experimental conditions

NH; -N B3/ PO -P BeLR/

R/ C Helm A IR T/°C Hik I
(rg N/(mg(dw) - h)) (pg P/(mg(dw) « h))
0.042~0.073 10 Gardner et al.[®! 0.004 ~0.005 16 Nalepa et al.['”)
0.151 22 Gardner et al.[®] - - -
0.071 20 Fukuhara & Sakamoto'® 0.003 20 Fukuhara & Sakamoto®’
0.025 15 Fukuhara & Yasuda ! 0.002 15 Fukuhara & Yasuda!?’
0.155 23 Risnoveanu et al.[2] 0.006 23 Risnoveanu et al.[ 2]
0.076 4 Postolache et al. 5’ 0.007 4 Postolache et al.[5]
0.266 23 Postolache et al.'®! 0.010 23 Postolache et al.!®!
0.059 5 BN 0.011 5 AHFSE
0.075 10 EN I 0.013 10 BN
0.203 15 EN T 0.018 15 LN
0.158 20 ENTIE 0.020 20 EN A
0.224 25 BN - - -
0.391 30 NI 0.031 30 BN

E FAF 5 B ZEF R 8 B e 8 R B R R Y R e 2 T G T s 285 % R B 2 B R L 1 B BRI
S 0 P50 HR 5 T AR " . ASBIFSY Hh 22 SR B K 22 351 F Rl e 4 4 B NHG-N T PO -P BRI
SR AT R X T RE R R R R T R, B K 2 DL A B AR S R SRR R A Ak
8, ELURWRY 2 B VA M R 5 o M (BN AR AE 3 4 DG R i A
3.2 KHAEMKLE NH;-N 1 POY -P B EH =T

FET 7K 2285 NH;-N 1 POY -P B k38 i H: NH;-N Fl POY -P Bl 207 P Fl AR Wik 8485k 1Y, BT LA
T /K 2235 NH;-N 1 PO -P B 32 /K IR AN A P (g AR . 2 T /K 2235] NH-N 1 PO -P Bl FlA:= )
2 PR 0 SR (4 R R K, R 2010 AF I T K 22 05] NH-N A1 POY -P BECE: 5% 19 IR R AR 7T fig 5 24
AR C(F2). BT, KMEHKLZEERET 35 A) GBI B e SO ET K
#4215 NH;-N #1 PO -P BB TE RSB K. BRI BN K 482 (6—8 H) MAEYRE /N, (H)&H
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TR Z KR SO NHY-N A POY -P BERCEE AR, T 28 H /K 2285] NHG-N I O3 -P BRI AE
Bk A ZERUIR R TR B RIS Y. 2007 4RI YK 2285] NHG-N il POY -P fEZE IS B AR K,
TM7E 2008 — 2010 4B HCER B/ JF A2 LIS TE 2008 AFBEAT 1 ¥ I 100 FT /K 22981 9 A= ) 2 sl
3.3 XKMEMHKLBIX KA NP ik

SR < [21-22]
2007— 2009 4F: o i 78 7 7K 2 38 NH;-N F 4 KN P SRR AR

POY-P B 1 F 29 8 4 WK 1925, 54 Tab.4 Comparison of N and P pollution source in Lake Taihu
210.00 1. H4 SCHk R RE ), 1980 — 1981 A1 TH NHi-N(Va) TP/(Va)
1987 — 1988 4F[A] AW NH-N B4y mik 22 i BB s 1925.54 210.00
Fk 4700 F15362.6 t, ARTFFE I RB R E  HHIEGE 5362.55 1552.22
FK 22 98] NH-N 4R O 3 B e bt 42 A 2 T 7 Febe A 6.69 2.63
1980— 1981 Fl 1987— 1988 4F A NHI-N iaft 0% 15.64 5.90

, NI T R 5.80 2.19
[ 50% F1 36%. 1994 A1 1998 4F K MIFRWIME

SR 32072.5 F1 32053.32 ¢, I o 042 2950
AR/ : 32K KA 731.27 60.13
%‘ﬂ(%EI NHZ-N ﬁzqzi@*¥ﬁi%ﬁ%?"]ﬁ ]994 j(/i“[g%/jlg 111'54 3298
F1 1998 AE AW AN 6% F1 6%. I 1994 4EA jal4 A UG 1253.76 302.68

H: REE/CLY/h 0L o My N7 1 I BTE WX 0 NG B Y
H2690.6 t, WA ST AL B 1 82 F /K 2248 PO -P HEH & 5 WA WILE B 1 7.8% . 2001 — 2002 4 KA W) TP
TR 1029 t, AN AT K 2285145 POY -P HEMHE g 1239 +, B T K 2285149 PO -P AU STk AT iA ) 16.9% . LA
1987— 1988 - A X4 | A AR A R /K 2205 NH;-N F1 POT -P Bl 5k A K& RIS YL I N P e (1)
ZF(F4). EH/KLE NH;-N FER080E B m TR AR K % 91 i S8 NH;-N
B R TS B9 NH;-N Heilc. 548005 Y IRHER A PO -P ML, B Hi 7K 228 POY -P A3 Be il
AR TR0 S A Rl A POY -P i,

KR R HE X, NH,-N 1 POY-P (R T 7K 2285] 2007 — 2010 457 S4B hic i 5 BT R Tl 2 1 L A 22
KI(FRS) , BT K L8] 8 SRR REHCTE R WA PRI (5 H8 A R b B 76 A2 L VS 0 P 3V e b X 2B T K 24

5 BH/KZE S5UURY NH,-N PO -P 4E BRIy L&

Tab.5 Release amount of NH}-N and PO’ -P released by L. hoffmeisteri comparison with sediment
4 4 y p

TR FERI K 2215
[X 35,
NH;-N/(t/a) PO3 -P/(1/a) NH;-N/(t/a) PO3-P/(1/a)

IR AL -18.8 0.9 1.76 0.20
i ] 46.5 1.2 0.41 0.05
NS 205.7 -15.5 3.88 0.36
ME LS L 326.5 -0.5 20.84 2.29
iyl F -241.3 1.9 25.34 0.29
BT 51.6 43.6 12.42 1.39
eqiipe] 159.6 14.1 223.52 26.34
PUEBI 1067 145.9 1538.45 165.19
PUR I 1030.8 -75.2 0.92 0.14
VH RV 1621.7 219.4 0.81 0.10
lieg 923.3 5.7 5.58 0.74
N 301.8 3.7 0.58 0.08
T BE PG 1LV 1500.7 133.1 0.52 0.06
FOE -274.4 63.0 6.94 0.74

IR K ) B A 3868.9 358.1 11.53 1.16




396 J. Lake Sci. (#ia#H3) ,2017,29(2)

5] NH;-N BERCE$ 2 5 TR R, BB K 2215 POY -P RS 7642 1L b X b, 35 F IR 1 B
TR , 74 S 0 X ) 2 300 DT R A0 ) R . ARl S T S T 4 A P TR SR R T Y AR B, NN AR
PO -P RYAEREHCE 53510 9960.3 Fil 899.4 224 A Hi7K 2245 NH;-N I PO -P AE$5 R Bl 43 1] ik 31 4 A
PR NH;-N F1 PO -P 9 19.3% F1 23.3% . MiASHFFE 45 H A9 WA B 7K 2285 NH,-N A1 PO} -P Bl It
AT R 43078 F kORI T 7K 2205 5% I K A L 08 B 94 S B D ik i ] RESE K. ARAIFSE 3R B
WA T 7K 22 15] B SRR B R = A B R, (R B IR A B A DL e OO, B3R M Ak Py
FRIRUREE AT A AL PR A IR T A b R A0 SR R R R AR ) R T 1 g K R A
&, 0] WL T K 22 M 0 SRR RO T A B SR N A S R G HA B .
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