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Abstract

One of the missions of Shei-Pa National Park is to conserve the natural
resources, especially the Formosan landlocked salmon in the mountain streams
of Wulin area. In order to understand the population dynamics of the Formosan
salmon, it is necessary to characterize the water quality, in the streams.
Therefore, the purposes of this study are: 1. to assess the abundance and
composition of the epilithic periphyton in the streams of Wulin area, and 2.to
assess water quality with indicator of epilithic periphyton. Diatoms were the
most important algal group in wulin area streams. Most of the diatoms belong to
pennatae genera, of which Achnanthes was the most abundant in all sites. The
spceies of Achnanthes genus was exceeded 50% in all streams.There revealed
a change in periphyton communities in wulin area. All of the bioindicators of
water quality, Gl value, TDI value and DAIlpo value showed that Kaoshan
stream had the best water quality whereas Yeausheng stream had the worst
water quality in Wulin area.There were worst water quality in winter in all

streams. In summer - after typhoon water quality were batter than in winter.



PHEAEEF RERKRES 2P :
RS 94-96 E A RS RED A BERL L T TE LR E AR B
Frtr B2 TR Lk ABER R EP A GERL T UHN AR R

B U BB BfE 0 FRERESY PR £2 57 .

AP B G S AN 2 B 7 s R T SO PR RRER T L AT R

2 PEEATRDY 5T R 2 S ST R PR R R - 1
WPy~ RAGZFPAERVP Y~ e It SRR RS s o R LR S
¥kt EH o il%%??ﬁfﬁ%,ﬁl,ﬁ;tﬁ'?ﬁ’ S AT VAR [ s P B BT ﬁ‘zﬁ
BLE R s yE e }”'J#FW;L;JJ/— ( Skulberg ,1995 ; Whitton ,1992 ; Watanabe ,1990 ) ;
YRR P T TS T PR B B S e
(Tang et. al.,, 1998 Solwa ,1999)» =" SPF A [l 1R ~ 1.8 G yS 4 Br VO 7 i) »
190N ( Achnanthes ) ﬁiﬁ@t%( Epithemia ) ¥54™ 3 ( Fragilaria ) f% & #3 ( Micrasterias )
= J]Efir S firfo % S {ERL R BE& (Oscillatoria mougeatii ) ~ 443 ( Scenedemus
quadricauda ) ~ ¥ (Euglena sp.) ~ & ™ (Nitzschia palea) =" VERE - [[[EH5 R4
SUE O (Solwa 1999 5 kR 7 (V5 YR T il AR A 2 AT
A Bl AT S AR (WU, 1986 ; Sushil, 1999 )5 15 EMAP-SW(Environmental
Monitoring and Assessment Program-Surface Water)}-{‘éj’ R e E L SRR %’F’,ff?
(Skulberg ,1995) - ¢y =+ o & [ EI[HIEI HES Popd - i selbpagr=! e~ LM A =
BT RS (H51999) 5 &fﬁﬁ‘?’s@; W PIp il (61,1997 *‘ﬁﬁﬁ
[Tl % T S5 ARSI o T poas e el R R

VPR o R 5 P A BT R mm%\“ﬁm\m#ﬁ<w’w%»
ELB%?F‘ CRUSE > 1999 )~ P 9l (e » 1997 )~ #7435 (FE7> 1985) » — {2350 (7
=71992) = FI 'J Jﬁ/ﬁéﬁjlﬁl [ RIS /“BFUIE’[F{ % E | EPI- D (Dell’Uomo, 1997 ) ~

CEE - CEC ( Descy&Ector, 1997 ) ~ TDI ( Kelly&Whitton, 1995) . ’fi"/?ﬁ-‘éfﬁé%i?ﬁgl\’f (DAIpo)
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G ff 5 25cm*~50 cm’ o B r ok ¢ o RGR A w R SR AL o 1% T3k £ Bk
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I

BT R LNEHE
(Bennion ,1995 ) > # & M ERpL AJE 0 2 IEfEAE e (#,1997) -
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1.7 ik pdp i (GI)

\\\?{r

T3 H 1999 E o A R KFE 0 7 E S R e
X ¥ %% (Achnanthes) + “r2a5 & 4 (Cocconeis ) +;]%%3Es€f§1 (Cymbella )
Y : ] %&% (Cyclotella) + 2 4a% ¥ (Melosira) + % 7} #% % (Nitzschia)
GI=X/Y

Gl >30 % Az i 4 s 11<Gl £<30 2 B> ki % : 5<Gl <11
Car ERFL 15<GI<5 3iD& ¢ BF4 :GI<K15 5 Es jEidh o

2. % ¥ ¥ 1p 8 TDI ( Tropic Diatom Index ) -~ Watanabe # % ¥ ¥ 4p #i(DAlpo) =

Shannon-Weaver Diversity Index

k&% %45 % (TDID) IDI = (WMS x25)—-25

Al BBz AAERE (%) Si AR REERE (1-5) ,Via
#HmME (1-3)-TDI /7 0 2 10000 A& FHBFH - 100
HoEEADS R -TDI BA R M F ey kR &) #4853
MERERGEDIERE ST RHAAKEEECER -

DAI, =50+%[i){i —isj}
i=1 J=1

IX; B3 A RAEMZAIRE (%) IS A4F5 MRy
$HE (%) 440 » DAL,AN# 02 100 0~15 A FAK R ES
o 16~50 Y EFTH > 51~85 AWA T4 > 86~100 AH (k)
% 75§ - DAL, B#| A it 2 MLy & RARRI KK 69 A MM T R i
B ReyFa 3 0 AT RMAKE -

Watanabe 27 # 3f 3 45 #t (DAI,,)

Shannon-Weaver Diversity Index m
B 4 H=-)Plog, P,

r=]
PAF rfRAHBTaaiE (%) HAESHEEHRZY
fyt (evenness) RGHMBZYUE - — M mT » F LMW ARARER
DARBEBHARE MALFI A TRERAETHE B
ReEmeyg gt B 5EAKRRT » H AR EK -

(443575 1999)
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- e RN ER

A EAEY 2005 & £ £ 010 R E 07 0 0 E Bk £ 10 7 R o AR
FLIEABRERSIF R SRS R CEESR ALY LTRSS
g d B (Achnanthes spp.) & B%h > % FpFd Bk b RAPEED
69.75% ~ B LiEZ 3 ERIFE 82% 2+ (R - )o@ | FPFZ iEESd BRI
HeT R X b er E AR 48~68% (A2 ) LB h W R BE~ L T E T
34~51% (%= )~

o RBE R ALY E e

- RRE R LR 7HE

Achnanthes atom

0.00 45.56 7.14
Achnanthes lanceolata (Brébisson) Grunow 39.31 6.61 56.32
Achnanthes minutissima Kitzing 2.33 12.92 2.32
Achnanthes spp. 28.11 16.86 15.86
Amphora sp. 0.00 1.08 0.27
Cocconeis pediculus Ehrenberg var. pediculus 0.16 0.20 0.00
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta 0.16 2.66 1.18
Cyclotella sp. 0.00 0.00 0.09
Cymbella cymbiformis var nonpunctata 0.16 0.00 0.00
Cymbella minuta Hilse ex Rabh var. minuta 0.16 0.00 0.00
Cymbella sinuata Gregory var. sinuata 0.52 0.59 0.86
Cymbella spp. 1.21 0.39 0.09
Diatoma hiemale Heiberg var. mesodon (Ehrenberg) Grunow 2.39 0.99 2.73
Diatoma vulgare Bory var. vulgare 0.85 1.97 4.91
Diploneis smithii Cleve var smithii 0.00 0.79 0.00
Fragilaria pseudogaillonii 0.16 0.20 0.00
Fragilaria sp. 0.00 0.00 0.09
Gomphonema parvulum ( Kitzing) var. subcapitata 0.00 0.39 0.00
Gomphonema spp. 21.26 4.34 3.95
Navicula spp. 0.00 0.00 0.36
Nitzschia amphibia Grunow 0.00 0.39 0.36
Nitzschia spp. 0.00 0.00 0.73
Synedra spp. 0.00 0.39 0.73
Oscilliate spp. 0.00 0.20 0.00
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Chroococcus spp. 0.89 0.00 0.00
Lyngbya spp. 1.57 0.00 0.00
Cladophora spp. 0.00 3.35 2.73
A2 FBEERLESLT T RS

- REE ®E 7 OBE
Achnanthes atom 21.42 31.75 50.73
Achnanthes lanceolata (Brébisson) Grunow 7.01 1.1 4.23
Achnanthes minutissima Kitzing 7.96 10.16 5.54
Achnanthes spp. 20.78 4.84 7.87
Amphora sp. 0.57 0.48 0.87
Cocconeis pediculus Ehrenberg var. pediculus 0.22 0.63 0.58
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta 8.57 9.84 16.18
Cyclotella sp. 1.15 0.16 0.00
Cymbella minuta Hilse ex Rabh var. minuta 0.00 0.16 0.00
Cymbella sinuata Gregory var. sinuata 1.02 0.00 0.15
Cymbella spp. 0.50 0.00 0.00
Diatoma hiemale Heiberg var. mesodon (Ehrenberg) Grunow 0.83 0.00 3.35
Diatoma vulgare Bory var. vulgare 0.88 5.32 0.73
Diploneis smithii Cleve var smithii 0.00 0.95 1.60
Fragilaria pseudogaillonii 0.43 0.32 0.44
Gomphonema15 1.11 0.00 0.00
Gomphonema spp. 11.79 1.75 3.50
Navicula angusta Grunow 0.00 0.56 0.87
Navicula spp. 0.58 2.78 0.29
Nitzschia amphibia Grunow 0.00 1.75 0.44
Nitzschia 8 0.35 0.00 0.00
Nitzschia spp. 0.53 0.00 0.15
Synedra spp. 0.31 0.79 0.00
Oscilliate spp. 1.36 1.27 1.60
Chroococcus spp. 0.35 0.63 0.00
Lyngbya spp. 0.00 21.59 0.73
Cladophora spp. 0.35 3.17 0.00
Spirogyra spp. 0.00 0.00 0.15
fungi 11.86 0.00 0.00

16



+

LI RBHERLEARL S EAES

S REE OB LIE 3 %E

Achnanthes atom 0.22 6.16 0.00
Achnanthes lanceolata (Brébisson) Grunow 17.15 9.89 42.53
Achnanthes minutissima Kutzing 4.38 3.20 0.99
Achnanthes spp. 14.08 14.38 7.55
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta 0.56 0.91 2.55
Cyclotella sp. 0.45 0.23 0.25
Cymbella cymbiformis var nonpunctata 0.45 0.46 0.00
Cymbella sinuata Gregory var. sinuata 1.57 0.00 29.97
Cymbella spp. 0.67 0.68 0.41

Diatoma hiemale Heiberg var. mesodon (Ehrenberg) Grunow 0.75 0.99 0.00
Fragilaria pseudogaillonii 0.00 0.00 0.49
Gomphonema dichotomum Kiitzing var. dichotomum 1.91 2.89 0.49
Gomphonema parvulum (Kutzing) var. subcapitata 1.05 3.88 0.00
Gomphonema tergestinum Fricke var. tergestinum 10.26 6.85 0.99

Gomphonema spp. 45.84 49.54 12.15
Navicula spp. 0.00 0.00 0.74

Nitzschia spp. 0.22 0.00 0.90

Synedra spp. 0.45 0.00 0.00

hiEEABEE R L LR W g ¥ - B4 L B 4% % (Gomphonema
spp.) - ﬁif,*a“l Wmg it 21.26% > @ B LiEZE § 5ER T 3.95%2% 4.34% - 82
SR A ek A e R RATERL AT 0 e R At %ikd 56.32% i 44954 A
% (Achnanthes Ianceolata (Brebisson) Grunow ) >t fEd S EAARILT A BB § R
¢ ~ & I ehfasg (Loez & Topalian, 1997; Rott et al.,1998; Kelly&Whitton,1995) »
b RAET G AL 39.31% 0 wiFAA o

%iﬁg'ﬁfﬁ%ldnM%PyﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂTm%)K”IWW@@
(Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta) (8.57% ) @ f ~ 2% T i % chid 44259 2 &P
TN 7.01% 5 R R LOGERIG T W R EHF :%ﬁﬁ%#wm¢W®w
Spp.)(21.59%) : @ F BE AR FRF R - BEAL A QP % 0 7 16.18% 0 s A R
b3 v gkt R AR ifE (Che'etelat etal, 1999) 0 7 & if 4 Fefask 4-7) ¥
EERERT NG 423% -

B W18 0 T 5P Z R R A R RS 0 REREAEL > R EYTT
A A R G R - RFILE B \——'H—\ﬁxlﬁ’%ﬁ‘/ﬁ?— BRlie s B o &b
45.84%% 4954% > % - BEAD S EE 0 A HENERBRRAED LY BEE o BT
7 %2 51.07% > % = B 7}%%3/#; (Cymbella sinuate Gregory var. sinuata ) » ¥
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B 20.97% ¢ S PE AV IF R AT BPERC 2L B AR S BES B4
NI B 42.53% % B 4 & ol B R o 9‘%;1“1’ L“B—**y By %:Eﬁ’ﬁ A3 IR R o
J1* Primer #c483- % 2005 & f s T & 0%kin i &ﬁﬂ*’%ﬁﬂiﬂﬁnMﬁ £ 4
Bk P Feerim A W BREG RBRER A7 % ESBE A 2EMA (Achnanthes
lanceolata (Brébisson)Grunow) it# % > 5 36.60% » -~ ##FiE+x 2 (19.94%) F &L
£h b (812%) (22 )-

Fow ~ 2005 # AR R LR BT

= RAE B oLE 3 OB E
Average similarity 47.75 39.55 28.68
Achnanthes atom 38.74 10.22
Achnanthes spp. 30.41 20.58 18.29
Achnanthes minutissima Kutzing 6.33 14.20 4.97
Achnanthes lanceolata (Brebisson) Grunow 19.94 8.12 36.60
Gomphonema spp. 36.04 7.29 14.95
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta 3.35 5.49
Total 92.72 92.28 90.52

FHFREMRERETELF L BRI FZLFFPHLE > Y OV RES
“ﬂi%%% p81m°’wzéw &E%RJGQM%’¢24m%pﬂﬁ&W%
47;, %5 30.98% il 450 B B R FH G 156.80% (£ 7 )o 1t kHEF F

FEoRFABI A F R
+ 1 ~2005 & 7 FNE S RERTA
Winter Summer

Average similarity 41.79 37.28
Achnanthes spp. 36.47 21.52
Achnanthes lanceolata (Brebisson) Grunow 30.98 15.80
Gomphonema spp. 9.25 24.16
Achnanthes atom 7.80 15.38
Achnanthes minutissima Kutzing 5.96 8.16
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta 6.62
Total 90.46 91.64
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C N ENHE

1.Shannon-Weaver diversity index
~ T RURERFVBUE T WP Y e 2 A R T;‘? [ (2 iRl gy R YR
S R G S ’%ﬁiﬁ'ﬁ‘ 2R R o B R B S

PR EVEYE 5 )7 2 AT ST AR S R (SR R, 15

# = ~ 2005 & # B % EZ50 &% Shannon-Weaver diversity index

- R B oL Fo%IE
x 1.55 1.81 1.57
7 2.17 1.95 2.15
10 1.98 1.99 1.53

v 2002~2005 & & Eenu B OR 0 g 3R 2002~2005 £ 5 R B R R 5
Eon o A B R B H.2002 £ 5 B g 2003 &£ > H=xik 5 2005 & (£ - )

» fif‘u{,"l Shannon-Weaver diversity index % 5 - 2005 # vk F £ 7 -

%= ~ 7B+ % 2002~2005 & Shannon-Weaver diversity index

- REE B Lk 7 %
2002 2.67+0.66 2.57+0.61 2.57+0.71
2003 1.77+0.37 1.88+0.32 1.55+0.59
2004 2.64+0.55 2.37+0.35 2.350.57
2005 1.90+0.26 1.92+0.08 1.75+0.28

2.% % % 4p #(Gl value)
Flr = i kw Fl (F B R AHFTR TR 2 ZEAEER RS O R
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FAE FUR) P E AR EEARBE RFESHLE L FARR G L% G
Erag 30 (2~ ) 8RB Lk GI ERHEESIEENLZE e B Gl B
035/ Als iR s % 0 mE A 7L %2 £ B o vt $2.2002~2005 # 11 Gl & >
FIL 2002 £ Gl EE K BLELZ B (Misd ) = ?\;gﬁ/;; Ca (ERFL)
A3 %EL DB (P RAA) a2 RE 2003 &G %KL Bt A a2 R
2 Gl EHeL 30 » BLEF AR R FRERESFELERR (R4 ) e =0
EEEEBE A G IR ERNRF ARG FL e g SRR
i Gl e B ARk Y R d - SRR AP NERY 0 ais A
o XH A ‘épﬁﬂ&uﬁ%‘uﬁ@ {dz wﬁe—’ e {1— ?ﬁiv’ % iﬁ;&g Y% @ ohf 457

308 2005 & F B F L R #(G])
Stream Y , .
= = K B L% % Bk
Month bl i P
. © 157.5 71.1
7 31.8 146.3 30.8
10 58.3 156.0 68.4

4~ FHF F 2002~2005 # & ke B4 #(Gl)

Stream
= RAEE B Lk 4 k%
Year
2002 6.0+6.8 14.0+7.0 2.0£1.7
2003 100.6+75.2 378.0+250.2 20.1x22.7
2004 36.0+27.5 488.0+224 .4 41.0+28.9
2005 45.0+13.3 153.0+5.0 57.0+18.4

3.9 % # fiky #(TDI)
AR AR b R h R Sk T TDI B g SBLKFAH BRAES T
o e “ffml\?a&?’??a&ﬁ*m"gﬂ\%&w KER DR R4
kB R Rk A £ e B LRk Bt (£ £ )« i 2002~2005 # TDI
» 2 38 2005 £ 7 TDI & “f.—s Lk s taf B 8 E REB > TS RAIEE S ; B SR
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gk E 2005 £ £ KT AL 2003 ERFEASFS (FL- ) F R
2002~2005 # 324 K B £ i o

21



* -+ F}z#" e KR 'ﬁ?f’ /ﬁ'-i‘}:‘jgt(TDl)E
Stream
= RER B LiE T OERE
Month b ¥ '
I 77 53 87
7 54 52 57
10 63 61 74
# L - ~2002~2005 # 7 b+ % Lin Bk # fdy (TDI)
Stream e . ,
= RAE B-JNEPES 3R
Year
2002 62 60 68
2003 57 49 60
2004 57 57 59
2005 65 55 73

4. Watanabe# 3 % i #(DAlpo)

DAlgo (411 # 2 -k M p S by & alis 67 Jez vt b9t B di2 J\%‘r#ﬂ& DAl & 4@
E'J’k?,ﬁ iE f\‘]‘;f" Fe p;;lfij"lgé J\?ﬁﬁx/’k » % ?’J\?ﬁ L_‘sé(?rg JiE R =
FHEZAM)RF G A FEERGERB G *.i;a PR R A ER
Ao F HERRLYRSL B LEMNI AT T2 RFEG %(%ﬂxﬁ—ﬂb(z\
L =)ot 2002~2005 & FHEF ® H.-muxDAIpox_sr_ IR 2003 E &R ER A
02002 # LR EFAB LD FARRT AR RBE g HIEE L 0 R LIERF A
WS RBEPI AR A R B (£ L=
242~ 2B EEi Watanabes ¥ F 4y di(DAlp)
- REE B % T

1 58 89 35

7 88 92 82

10 82 86 57

22



%+ = ~2002~2005 & 7

b % i%inWatanabe# ¥ % 45 #iz(DAlyo)

- ﬁ%/ﬁ‘— B L T OEIE
2002 67 76 55
2003 86 38 82
2004 80 82 50
2005 76 89 58

~

&K i WQI (Water Quality Index) £ Jsgdh#c2 £ 2

WQI Bl kit §F34oid 3
WA ETRER A RRE N

1

\ifh'%’g\prE];\é?\
H

Mz Fedath o 3

. 15
Wi=——>Wi  wor=21|Smg
7 - @, 0 [; gl

>

Wi %% i8R $8cig o

G = SR

qi: % i SEz kg4 031 100 -

Mﬁ:%i%i&ﬁ
G R o

BB o
n=8

ZLx ~ WQIS 2 -k Bhdic & 50

KEBH W EBEf

0<x<0.7

= BFE
(PB)  07sx<1.4

0<BODS5
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BB (aqi)
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9.6099xB+100.59
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Mg/L(as
N)

Log
(MPN/100

ml)

NTU

mg/L(as P)

pmho/cm

2<pHs5
3.3333xpH2 - 15xpH + 16.667

5< pHS10
- 12.562xpH?2 + 187.78xpH - 601.17

pH>10
6.6667xpH2 - 156.67xpH + 920

0<N=2
- 19.335%N3 + 81.327xN2 - 118.85xN+99.749

2<N=8
0.8271xN2 - 14.106xN+59.906

1.13011xX* - 15.26941X3+66.60307X? - 122.44465%+170.33508

9x10-9%xT5 - 2.9447%x10-6xT4 + 2.615965%10-4xT3 + 6.5787311x10-3xT2 -
2.1631990403xT + 99.4859390033

0<P<0.4
29.9+3.8147/(P+0.054)

0.45P=3
6.592xP? - 36.417xP + 49.906

101.7/ [1+0.0062xEXP(8.32x10-3xC)]
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Temperature(°C) Humidity(%)

Max Min Max Min
T LT 33.59 -4.82 103.80 5.00
=+ RE - 31.12 -5.81 103.60 1.90
=+ L 30.31 -7.33 103.80 6.20
g R o 31.12 -10.01 103.80 -1.60
B TR 29.50 -7.33 104.10 -1.60
R 29.10 -12.29 103.80 -1.60
=54 b 29.90 -12.29 103.70 2.40
B & 31.52 -15.36 104.00 -0.10
B 34.43 -14.73 103.70 0.80
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