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of Yangtze River, Zhaotong, 657000, PR.China)

Abstract: Seasonal hydroacoustic surveys combined with net fishing data were used to investigate the spatiotemporal distribution
of fish resources in the lower Chishui River in 2023. The results revealed that the fish communities were predominantly composed
of demersal species such as Squalidus argentatus, Pelteobagrus vachelli, Pseudobrama simoni and Spinibarbus sinensis.
Significant variations in the composition of the fish communities were observed between the Chishui and Hejiang reaches. The
highest net fishing density was observed in the waters around Xianshi Town and Qiejiaoya. Hydroacoustic results showed that
the mean target strength (TS) of the fish was -56.43 dB, -58.83 dB, -61.14 dB and -57.37 dB respectively, with an estimated mean
total length of 12.1 cm, 6.1 cm, 5.5 cm and 8.1 cm respectively. This showed a trend of February > October > June > August.
Furthermore, temporal variation in fish density was observed, with the highest mean density (10.61 ind/1000 m?) in June, followed
by August (8.80 ind/1000 m? ), October (5.07 ind/1000 m?) and February (1.65 ind/1000 m?). The horizontal distribution showed
higher densities in Zhenlong, Xianshi, and Fuxing towns, with average densities of 16.12, 21.16, and 17.46 ind/1000 m?,
respectively. In terms of vertical distribution, fish density was primarily concentrated in the lower layers. ArcGIS spatial statistical
analysis estimated fish resources to range from 5.3 t in August to 12.1 t in February, exhibiting a patchy distribution related to
water depth and channel morphology. Compared to historical data, our results indicated an initial recovery of fish communities
following the implementation of the '10-year fishing ban' policy in the Chishui River. We recommend integrating acoustic methods
into routine fish resource monitoring.
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Fig.1 Sampling area in the lower reaches of the Chishui River
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Tab.1 Statistics of Statistics of fishing survey information
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Tab.2 Basic information of hydroacoustic survey in the lower reaches of the Chishui River
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Fig.2 Distribution of fish total length in the lower reaches of the Chishui River based on net fishing
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Fig.3 Distribution of fish total length in the lower reaches of the Chishui River based on hydroacoustics
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Fig.5 1 Distribution of fish densities in the lower reaches of the Chishui River based on hydroacoustics
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Fig.6 Vertical distribution of fish in the lower reaches of the Chishui River based on net fishing (a) and hydroacoustics (b)
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Attached Tab.I Fish community structure and dominance in different months in the lower reaches of the Chishui River
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H
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Rhinogobio typus
1efy
Sarcocheilichthys  sinensis  12.4 43.6 0.32 0.11 17 11.8 39.7 0.34 0.24 20 10.6 24.2 0.38 0.22 33 125 45.1 0.43 0.17 17
sinensis
g i)
16.4 58.7 6.76 231 725 12.6 26.5 1.95 0.91 263 12.3 235 2.87 1.13 327 15.0 36.5 3.14 0.98 379

Saurogobio dabryi dabryi



2 H 6 H 8 H 10 H

2k Fige PHK K E OEE Fe FHK K E OEE FHAe PRk B E OE R FHe PR K E OEE
IRI IRI IRI IRI

£/em /g tb/%  E/% £/em /g th/% /% £/cm /g te/%  E/% K/em /g te/%  Hi%

S e fiy
12.0 195 0.25 0.11 16

Saurogobio gymnocheilus
B s iy

17.2 84.8 5.71 2.30 694 16.9 60.5 1.50 1.50 231 16.0 40.7 0.79 0.60 89 16.9 54.8 1.36 0.67 122
Saurogobio punctatus
R

9.0 15.1 247 0.21 161 74 116 17.00 1.64 1865 7.7 243 20.72 280 2351 7.6 6.8 3.89 0.24 314
Squalidus argentatus
JER=1 75

8.7 139 0.01 0.00 0

Gobiobotia filifer
fi

18.1 202.0 0.92 1.40 154 141 1215 0.73 1.56 167 9.2 49.8 2.76 2.68 445 139 107.0 324 3.10 482
Carassius auratus auratus
PN ERY D) 173 161.9 0.01 0.02 0 19.0 186.1 0.02 0.04 0
filf

27.1 771.8 0.25 1.47 92 13.8 397.5 0.14 1.00 35 112 124.9 0.38 1.12 96 25.6 532.9 0.30 1.44 42
Cyprinus carpio
I

16.7 123.9 1.95 1.82 277 13.6 109.6 144 2.74 402 12.2 51.6 2.08 251 417 16.8 179.9 4.00 6.43 834
Procypris rabaudi
EARpr =41

12.3 39.0 0.11 0.03 3 122 441 0.34 0.25 30 114 28.3 0.08 0.05 2 13.8 60.6 0.06 0.04 1
Acrossocheilus monticola
=K

25.0 591.6 3.67 16.08 1185 239 512.2 0.31 2.79 143 233 734.9 0.14 2.35 68 28.6 623.2 0.84 4.70 332
Onychostoma sima
Nl

205 106.9 0.03 0.07 1

Barbus capito
rh AR

24.9 573.1 6.05 26.19 3009 12.7 171.9 251 6.93 835 14.6 151.5 2.79 6.59 767 21.7 370.3 5.49 18.17 2177

Spinibarbus sinensis
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16 IRF N iz

Bangana rendahli

figs

Cirrhinus molitorella
B

Garra pingi pingi
fRfR#aRl Catostomidae
JiYiEREER

Myxocyprinus asiaticus
TekRl Cobitidae

Ve

Misgurnus anguillicaudatus
PN
Paramisgurnus dabryanus
LRSS

Botia superciliaris
QSEATE

Leptobotia elongata
Leptobotia taeniops
KR 8k

Parabotia bimaculata

TEBEEI VD

30.4

20.5

221

26.0

888.5

450.3

241.4

435.3

0.11

0.05

0.02

0.32

0.77

0.04

1.05

24

46

23.4

22.4

20.5

8.6

16.8

15.2

171

406.0

250.0

259.1

10.7

52.0

52.8

76.3

0.07

0.01

0.13

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.04

051

0.03

0.61

0.00

0.01

0.01

0.05

29

31.2

9.0

9.1

650.7

53

14.2

0.03

0.08

0.05

0.03

0.03

0.42

0.01

0.44

0.08

0.02

0.04

129

27.6

16.0

25.4

10.0

8.7

9.6

17.0

626.7

181.6

449.3

10.7

6.7

10.4

59.3

0.22

0.09

0.52

0.06

0.02

0.02

121

0.14

2.08

0.02

0.00

0.00

0.01

17

104
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/g

HoE HE
te/oe  Lb/%

Parabotia fasciata
JesFl Balitorinae
Jid B b ik
Jinshaia abbreviata
V5 B HEIR

Sinogastromyzon 6.9 6.5

74 6.2 0.11

0.02
sichuangensis

4 ) 1| 5

Sinogastromyzon 6.5 6.0 0.14
szechuanensis

Bl AR

Amblycipitidae

Liobagrus marginatoides

#5%} Siluridae

fif

Silurus asotus

7

Silurus meridionalis

#28} Bagridae

PN

0.82

Hemibagrus macropterus

TS 1.12

0.01

0.00

0.01

0.57

74

104

8.1

51

6.4

22.6

16.1

17.7

16.9

8.2

24

6.8

181.3

58.1

67.3

76.4

0.01

0.01

0.03

0.04

4.24

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.48

0.04

3.84

4.75

24

604

865

4.9 4.1 0.05

72 4.3 0.03

21.2 155.6 0.36

16.0 54.5 4.84

13.34

0.01

0.00

1.29

5.09

16.84

7.4

5.8

105 43.7

812 20.5

3018 16.5

55

44

2961.7

80.7

59.3

0.04 0.00

0.28 0.01

0.06 1.72

3.55 2.56

4.58 2.43

21

391

617



2 H 6 H 8 H 10 H
R Fige PHK K E OEE Fe FHK K E OEE FHAe PRk B E OE R FHe PR K E OEE
IRI IRI IRI IRI
£/em /g tb/%  E/% £/em /g th/% /% £/cm /g te/%  E/% K/em /g te/%  Hi%
Leiocassis crassilabris
KWyffe
11.3 19.8 0.03 0.01 0 224 147.3 0.02 0.03 0
Leiocassis longirostris
T
14.8 67.9 0.08 0.09 5 9.4 24.9 0.19 0.11 14 14.7 59.5 0.17 0.09 5
Pelteobagrus fulvidraco
p oy kil
13.6 34.8 3.14 0.69 358 133 427 7.40 3.55 1095 12.7 24.2 4.89 277 766 13.7 28.1 2.81 0.71 310
Pelteobaggrus nitidus
TR i
175 74.8 7.15 3.94 1035 174 91.0 1113 1441 2555 155 80.4 17.38 2021 3759 17.3 725 1131  7.06 1763
Pelteobagrus vachelli
8.6 9.7 0.43 0.07 25 11.8 21.0 0.22 0.11 12 11.2 18.1 0.06 0.01 1
Pseudobagrus truncatus
fig#iRl Percichthyidea
5%
16.4 110.7 0.44 0.36 48 141 66.4 1.05 1.22 218 14.9 82.8 0.49 0.95 131 125 62.3 0.91 0.51 74
Siniperca chuatsi
KR 5
159 94.4 0.14 0.10 6 15.7 82.9 0.05 0.07 1 14.9 89.0 1.23 0.98 124
Siniperca knerii
T 65k
21.0 220.0 0.01 0.03 0
Siniperca scherzeri
B8} Percidae
Rty
455 1376.1 0.01 0.19 1
Lucioperca lucioperca
HRpR#E% Gobiidae
FREWIIE R 5.8 5.2 2.22 0.15 182 5.8 9.0 1.89 0.17 131 5.3 2.3 0.22 0.00 4



2 H 6 H 8 H 10 H
2k Fige PHK K E OEE Fe FHK K E OEE FHAe PRk B E OE R FHe PR K E OEE
IRI IRI IRI
£/em /g tb/%  E/% £/em /g th/% /% £/cm /g te/%  E/% K/em /g te/%  Hi%
Rhinogobius giurinus
#EB} Channidae
=h
16.8 61.7 0.03 0.04
Channa argus
U5 B Wi N e i i Nl TR Y Bl
Attached Tab.II Spatial changes of fish communities in the lower reaches of Chishui River
AL 7K
ok 2 A 6 H 8 H 10H 2 H 6 H 8 H 10H
B HEw HEE #HEkR # 8 AEW E=E HE EE HEl HEE HER EER HENk BRI HER =R
IRI IRI
1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
381 Acipenseridae
KIL6
1.83 3.58 0.39 3.13 0.14 1.68 4.86 9.56 379 0.05 0.85 1

Acipenser dabryanus
HeALHF G 0.01 0.22 0.03 0.69 1
##A} Cyprinidae
Hrfa

0.1 0.01 0
Opsariichthys bidens
T HEAR

0.01 0.01 0.03 0.01 0 0.07 0.07 0
Zacco platypus
B
0.2 3.24 0.02 1 0.2 1.49 0.11 131 34 0.11 1.15 1

Ctenopharyngodon idella
HA 0.03 0.57 0



G ARk
- 2 A 6 H 8 H 10H 2 H 6 H 8 H 104
B HE == HElk # 8l HER =El HEl &R RI Kl HEWL HE EEL HENR =8 HER E8R RI

1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
Mylopharyngodon piceus
[ S AR
Ancherythroculter 3.85 3.15 0.84 0.81 0.56 0.35 3.14 131 226 0.33 0.07 10.29 7.7 0.87 1.52 13.75 455 667
kurematsui
Syl
Ancherythroculter 5.36 6.03 1.32 2.35 1.07 1.29 3.36 3.33 430 0.15 0.33 0.11 0.15 2
nigrocauda
VE IRITZL6A

0.04 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.11 0.14 1 0.07 0.15 0
Ancherythroculter wangi
LA}
Chanodichthys dabryi 0.15 0.3 0.05 0.07 3
dabryi
e
Chanodichthys mongolicus 0.95 0.61 0.63 1.08 0.56 1.79 1.13 0.73 113 0.27 0.49 0.52 0.17 14
mongolicus
il

0.75 0.67 0.3 0.54 0.31 0.29 0.38 0.85 61 0.11 0.04 0.11 0.11 2
Culter alburnus
AR

0.09 0.13 0.2 0.02 0.19 0.21 5
Cultrichthys erythropterus
MIRE
0.04 0.02 0.11 0.04 0.43 0.07 3

Hemiculter bleekeri



AT FRK
2 A 6 H 8 H 10H 2 A 6 H 8 H 104
S
el HEEW HER =52l HEl #ER SER EE RI el HER HER E=E HEl &2l HER =8 RI
1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
-
0.04 0.01 0.03 0 0 0.11 0.01 0
Hemiculter leucisculus
ik IR
0.79 0.7 0.38 0.33 0.08 0.13 0.83 0.73 60 0.16 0.04 0.19 0.11 4
Hemiculter tchangi
IS N
0.16 0.08 0.05 0.05 0.13 0.07 2
Megalobrama elongata
J52 4Fid5
7.5 10.48 1.29 2.46 0.59 6.31 422 9.68 818 0.87 1.94 0.6 05 1.88 4.05 107
Megalobrama pellegrini
S
0.29 0.15 2
Pseudolaubuca engraulis
b Re
0.24 0.13 311 3.99 0.51 0.78 2.53 1.04 303 041 0.44 0.78 0.35 17
Pseudolaubuca sinensis
{1 A
0 1.49 1.87 12
Sinibrama wui
[E3] Py i
1.23 211 0.51 1.72 0 0 1.37 2.89 173 0.65 0.57 2.66 2.02 21
Distoechodon tumirostris
AL B
23.77 9.16 31.92 30.14 8.04 5.17 21.33 8.75 4068 0.87 0.26 0.56 0.56 4.55 1.92 75
Pseudobrama simoni
KRN
0.01 0.01 0.05 0.1 0
Xenocypris argentea
2 i
0.4 0.96 0.31 1.44 0.34 11 1.07 2.83 127 1.12 1.74 0.11 0.23 14

Xenocypris davidi
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e HEEl
1% 1%

6 H
etk HEL
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1%

1%

HELL
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et HE

1%
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1%

IRI

S 6]

Xenocypris microlepis

ik

Aristichthys nobilis

fife

Hypophthalmichthys 0.32 0.91

0.04 0.15

0.04 0.35

molitrix

ML
Acheilognathus
chankaensis

Te i
Acheilognathus gracilis
RAE i
Acheilognathus
macropterus

e A 5 6
Rhodeus ocellatus
th A% i
Rhodeus sinensis
PRAE

Abbottina rivularis

i ta 0.32 1.23

0.11 0.23

0.01 0.13

0.26 0.66

0.07 0.02

0.42 0.01

0.04 0

0.03 0

0.08 0.12

0.08 0

0.03 0

0.35 0.87

0.03 0

0.05 0.21

0.03 0

0.08 0

0.16 0

0.05 0

0.03 0.1

14

17

0.04

0.04

0.03

0.01



G FRK
- 2 A 6 H 8 H 10H 2 H 6 H 8 H 104
B HE == HElk # 8l HER =El HEl &R RI el HER HER E=E HEl &2l HER =8 RI

1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
Coreius heterodon

6.83 5.04 3.05 3.38 7.96 9.72 4.19 331 840 5.97 2.58 5.41 6.64 51 2.88 724
Hemibarbus labeo
e

0.24 0.15 0.03 0.01 0.32 0.24 5 0.33 0.18 0.07 0.06 0.55 0.24 7
Hemibarbus maculatus
PRI =t
Platysmacheilus 0.37 0.02 0.62 0.06 0.03 0 10 0.11 0.01 0
nudiventris
B il

0.09 0 0

Pseudorashora parva
[E3] 5 W i

1.03 1.74 0.2 0.63 0.03 0.09 0.03 0.03 22 0.15 0.49 3
Rhinogobio cylindricus
Wy )

4.05 41 0.99 1.76 0.2 0.53 1.29 1.29 211 46.26 16.86 6.42 9.02 16.41 9.06 2331
Rhinogobio typus
ey
Sarcocheilichthys sinensis 0.48 0.19 0.12 0.07 0.4 0.22 0.51 0.22 17 0.11 0.02 1.16 0.76 0.11 0.03 16
sinensis
dre:fif

8.93 3.06 2.07 0.86 2.96 1.15 2.58 0.86 416 3.8 151 1.49 1.04 5.43 1.35 328
Saurogobio dabryi dabryi
6 e

0.25 0.11 1

Saurogobio gymnocheilus



AT FRK
2 A 6 H 8 H 10H 2 A 6 H 8 H 10 H
S
el HEEW HER =52l HEl #ER SER EE RI el HER HER E=E HEl &2l HER =8 RI

1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
B s i)

0.71 0.31 0.52 0.55 0.79 0.58 0.64 0.34 66 12.53 4.44 5.15 451 0.87 1.66 4.32 1.66 947
Saurogobio punctatus
i

0.4 0.03 19.05 1.73 20.63 2,77 3.82 023 1243 531 0.41 9.4 1.37 23.48 4.03 421 0.26 740
Squalidus argentatus
B B e
0.01 0 0 0 0

Gobiobotia filifer
fi)

0.99 1.69 0.89 1.94 2.85 2.73 3.92 4 415 0.81 1.08 0.11 0.37 0.44 0.33 24
Carassius auratus auratus
M= CRFD 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.05 0
il

0.16 1.16 0.17 0.61 04 114 0.38 191 58 0.38 18 0.04 2.22 31
Cyprinus carpio
T

3.02 221 0.96 1.95 1.75 2.15 2.23 3.04 316 0.49 141 3.25 5.21 12.17 21.75 11.31 16.81 861
Procypris rabaudi
AR =]

0.16 0.06 0.1 0.05 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.02 3 0.05 0.01 1.23 0.88 0.11 0.08 31
Acrossocheilus monticola
B

04 0.29 0.15 0.9 0.14 2.39 0.75 461 97 8.13 33 0.9 8.72 1.22 4,95 1283
Onychostoma sima
PN
0.03 0.07 0

Barbus capito
Hh AR5 s i

6.59 24,78 291 4.65 2.88 6.71 5.59 14.62 1534 5.31 27.7 1.04 14.09 5.1 29.04 1598

Spinibarbus sinensis



et HER fHEt EEl
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A6 PR i
Bangana rendahli

i

Cirrhinus molitorella

sk
Garra pingi pingi

JERE Rl Catostomidae

JIR A

Myxocyprinus asiaticus

FESHFBE Cobitidae
Vet

Misgurnus
anguillicaudatus

PN IR

Paramisgurnus dabryanus

bt

Botia superciliaris
S

Leptobotia elongata
SR

Leptobotia taeniops

8 H
etk =R HE
1% 1% 1%
0.05
0.11
0.03 0.42 0.62
0.08 0.01 0.24
0.08
1.64 0.44 0.03
0.06 0.08
0.03 0.02

0.2

0.19

2.7

0.02

0.01

56



AL ARK
2 H 6 H 8 H 10 H 2 H 6 H 8 H 10 A
FElk =i HER HELR HER EER HENR EEW etk HEWR HER ZEk HEk #5E5k HEk =R

IRI IRI
1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

UG B b

Parabotia bimaculata

TEBEEN 7Dt

Parabotia fasciata

fegkRt Balitorinae

LG &I

Jinshaia abbreviata

(SRS

Sinogastromyzon 0.04 0 0.01 0 0.06 0.01 0

0.03 0.04 0 0.04 0.03

0.02 0.03 0 0.11 0.13 0.11 0.05

0.2 0.01 0.05 0 0 0.04 0

sichuangensis

VO 1] A itk

Sinogastromyzon 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.13 0.01 2 0.89 0.02
szechuanensis

BlsLEEAL Amblycipitidae

L

Liobagrus marginatoides

#5%} Siluridae

i

Silurus asotus

7t

0.03 0 0

0.09 0.49 0.37 1.32 0.05 0.03 13 0.37 0.44 0.11 6.86 34

0.05 0.05 0
Silurus meridionalis



G ARk
2 A 6 H 8 H 10H 2 H 6 H 8 H 104
N
HE == HElk # 8l HER =El HEl &R RI Kl HEWL HE EEL HENR =8 HER E8R RI
1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
R} Bagridae
PN
143 11 3.76 4.36 4.99 5.18 4.33 3.35 674 1.57 2.24 0.33 0.11 33
Hemibagrus macropterus
s fife
1.87 1.14 471 5.76 13.49 17.02 5.32 3.05 1088 0.11 0.03 2.54 1.58 8.7 7.05 1.55 0.53 168
Leiocassis crassilabris
KWyt
0.03 0.01 0.03 0.04 0
Leiocassis longirostris
kil
0.07 0.1 0.2 0.11 0.21 0.12 6 0.11 0.08 0
Pelteobagrus fulvidraco
SR
433 1.05 213 121 3.84 2.19 247 0.67 370 152 0.32 26.93 10.89 37.39 33.54 421 0.83 1814
Pelteobaggrus nitidus
FLIKHE it
8.89 5.9 10.45 15.13 17.44 20.05 11.18 7.72 2282 477 1.84 13.69 12.17 15.65 28.44 11.86 5.03 1570
Pelteobagrus vachelli
)N
0.52 0.09 0.23 0.11 0.08 0.01 13 0.07 0.01 0
Pseudobagrus truncatus
fEH5RL Percichthyidea
%
0.48 0.36 0.83 113 0.48 0.93 0.75 0.35 105 0.38 0.37 1.83 151 0.87 2.02 1.55 0.99 160
Siniperca chuatsi
KR %
0.24 0.19 0.06 0.09 1.53 13 30
Siniperca knerii
B 0.01 0.04 0



G FRK
- 2 A 6 H 8 H 10H 2 H 6 H 8 H 104
B HE == HElk # 8l HER =El HEl &R RI Kl HEWL HE EEL HENR =8 HER E8R RI
1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
Siniperca scherzeri
R} Percidae
Wby
0.01 0.25 0
Lucioperca lucioperca
SFREM Gobiidae
T BT 5T A
2.58 0.17 1.95 0.17 0.27 0.01 90 0.86 0.07 11
Rhinogobius giurinus
##Fl Channidae
=
0.03 0.04 0

Channa argus



