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Winter Community Structure of Epilithic Diatoms in Pools,
Runs, and Riffles of Yousheng Stream in Shei-Pa National Park

Mei-Ru Su', Shi-Tsang Chang' and Hsing-Juh Lin*?

'Division of Habitats and Ecosystems, Endemic Species Research Institute, > Department of Life
Sciences, National Chung Hsing University, * Coresponding author (hjlin@dragon.nchu.edu.tw)

ABSTRACT In a mountain stream, riffles, runs, and pools are major microhabitats
characterized by distinct physical conditions such as depth, current velocity, and
substratum. This study was aimed to examine differences in the community structure of
periphyton among these microhabitats. Epilithic diatoms were identified and
environmental factors were measured on a sampling grid in a section of Yousheng
Stream consisting of riffles, runs, and pools in Shei-Pa National Park in January 2008.
Results reveal that Achnanthes spp. accounted for 53.5% of the total abundance and was
the most dominant taxon in the section. ANOSIM analysis shows that diatom
communities were significantly different among these microhabitats. Cocconeis
placentula var. euglypta and Reimeria sinuata were more abundant in riffles (31.7 %)
than in runs (3.5 %) and pools (3.3 %). BioEnv analysis indicates that current velocity
was the main factor contributing to the distinctness in diatom composition. In this study,
it is suggested that periphyton sampling in a stream must take different microhabitats
into consideration, especially those with distinct current velocity regime, in order to
appropriately assess the community structure.
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EEEERAER AT EEAY AR A E
F o MEw R B Y EE K FE A
t Ry HAT KA ARV Bt W) KR - M &
KA AEDRESEAH B (Lock et al. 1984)» RIEERES
SRR RS ET TR AR RSV
TE BT o ZE[E R RRERN TS A TR A
[E] Ay 22 ] KU A H RV R T e 2R
YA ERE R (Borcard et al. 2004) o 1A 2%
RIS N EE/KER) » AR R R n] fE 5 A
B~ AR ~ N R AT RO it
IR 5 ( Stevenson 1997, Pan et al. 1999) » [
TR/ INZE [ KU (B B ) A e S B o AT Y
FRR - EEEEER - RKEREEE
(Stevenson 1997) -

KAt B P —(ER R EE S - NMEP
E R A > e AR Y 22 R oA o
KW B R TR R/ NR B2 TR
SRR AY) & i B EHY A (Biggs and
Stokseth 1996, Stevenson 1996) » HFIEFR &
/N FE E AV HA(Biggs and Gerbeaux 1993) < )i
HREE T A EERPRREEEN
> AR ERAYHBE B/ N AR RS ~ 5
AREESE » TR AR 4R 18 R Rl (B R
THAE ~ %IR58 (Lamb and Lowe 1987) °
Soininen (2005)iAFE-R[ElfT 2R I EEAEAH R AY 72
FEEH » AEHZFHVER AL AR 100 cm/s
BRI 10-40 cm/s N HYSERFEAH AT E A
[E » BAESRETYES E &K - W
Passy(2001) & A 3t 5 AR BRE2 22 [ 43 AT Y U5 025
PRET IR B RURE T JEC 32558 8 o A7 B U7t 2K 1YY R
{4 HHE LR R Ry e VR SRR AR Y 52
ESIE

] R e 7 2 T B A B SR T
KA ERFTREDEAiRHEE & > NEDEE T

=

R AEE SR _OONFHTIEH I

BOCEIFRZRGARE  MEESRE REEY)
BHAZR (AR BT E 4 R
(Steinman and Mclntire 1987, Boston and Hill
1991) - JE& 8 /2 2 It b AR SR SR DL A R Y 4
B JRE AR INRE BRI UKRIVEEST - tiE R
AT AR AR R AR E T - (& TRE R
TE T AR R TAHEL - Cattaneo % A (1997)
TE I AR AR EEHA TR E R/ NS 0 A1 e
SR RIRERK N RTEER » 45
RETNEBRMEYELERNNAERE L7
TEA2 5 Sy AR R AI((life form)&H Rl B
JERER/NAR[FETTEEE - &4ik(filamentous) BiLitS
B 2E (adnate) 53 18 (Y LL 1] B 2 i< B 88 K T 4
il R Eh-35 ¢ M (motile-planktonic) g R HIE
B/ INY R E AR B VAR -

W~ R ROE Ry B BN L B B it B
7T BAREIZEE - RS EE R - 5tk
o i 72 S 2 A DU b AR SR AT 2

S8 7 BIAATE - AE LR [E st 54
PREERVAZR KL RME N TIREREEH -
HRAREES0 em/sLL - (P45 S48 3R ik
M E R EE 2= BN K (Korte and Blinn1983,
Oemke and Burton 1986, Sobczak and Burton
1996) < {H2 » BEUISE/KE  SUNRRU#EE
SRS AR100 cn/s o Rl - i ABFSEAE R
AIE MR G - [ESHRE - RIS
AR DU T R © FEE R R - B A
DEEL P ey, i Wl (e uAal Y e
BEHEARVERAR  HEERER TS
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e RR NG E P HEHERE AER
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FRIEA0 - SRR - MRSER)

URZA © AR EE4-5 m > £&11.4 km »
KR 12.8°C ~ R EEIE (NOL+NO3) RS
£45.65 mg/L ~ BEREEE(PO,)ERE £50.02 mg/L -
EEEE 5239 us/cm (Yu and Lin 2009) © iR
K295 N RN - KB B R A AR
H el A o LA A - XD
R EFRAERESINGEEE » SRR
TREWQIS/KE T ERA B EE FHRKE
(E%F 2007) -

o BRERITA

EERN 2008 AR METT - Ry I I %
S ERRERH - BB H(1/4-5) T4 R i
R ] s 3 75 2620/ D 2 PR - RIEE AT RA
T PRER AR BRE B A S5 0 4F R 2 38 VB R Y IR
G o NAREE R A - R EEEM

T V2 B (I 2 278 E DB U (149 500m
R TFESSEEEAE 281524, 2693319) > FHE6
RRAsERI T2 > 7 I ZE AR Rt A 2R AR
TR LIRS0 emEt B —(EERAEEL - SREDZ
Bt f23.4m » P FEMGRET. Tm » HEE
SS{EEREEEG(E 1) -

RERERRE T 7t %0 GIHCEEER T
16 el A= 55E28 » BA100 mIEYIRE ARG -

[l EEp =R DURIRER e R AT E » BRIERaIry
7% DANaphrax#f 5 > PAs PEF b= A 2 082
B E(OLYMPUS » BXS1) » fEHI#71000£% T
e R - WEt B R 2 /D400 {E B %
(Steinman and MclIntire 1986) °

TERGRASER TR » R =R & =
EEAEHKEE - T2 BEREATHIE - [
B PR B R B R 7 BFE/KE - 119
S~ JRE TR B AR AR
HEE ~ pH ~ i FTRIEE S -

Ryt o REREE IR KA EEUKCH ~ B4
FRGN T2 HREE  NIILRER ST
SRR AT — (BN A SE R o PUR B Gt
(SonTek FlowTrakcer * Handheld ADV) JHI&E
PR OK R3S Rl E B fUR  IRE RS
M E B R EHCERR 2 %A URNES
FE R R AR > AR ~ AR - HEE - pHDL
FKERE(Y ST 556)HETT &M - A i 7 25 & DA
B izt % (Nikon Coolpix 5000)F% fa R #5555 [
EREELS mAYMIZE - = E L PRARS
o doRERERE BTG - FFRAGLA (Gap Light
Analyzer)§{ B R52 5 B B Ry B (RTTED) 1 (R 2E)
g Mt B MR EE Y E 2L » DULIE S
R F TR EEE -
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LAANOVA fg fI i it BR B R 7 2 &
HEEZR  FHERZ/KED < 0.05) » FH2L
Fisher's PLSD#ETT 19 {H 2 [l 72 EAE Ve
H o

SRR EE F ZA FI Primer 647 51 B
{753 M1(Clarke and Warwick 2001) > £ 5347 2 Fif
S o5 A SR R A A 2 8 7T oot square
» DURRIESAET52 28 )7 > LABray-CurtistH
L MEFE B E AR AP - FEDAZS 7T K22
HEFE A (Non-metric Multi-Dimensional Scaling,
MDS) B B2 %5 43 M7 7£ (Hierarchical Cluster
Analysis) LEEEA [F] I st ] 538 e 4H B Y AH ML
FEE -

e SRR AR EMDS — & 2= & |
HIFERERCT - AR IR psAE (- &
Phgs i > HIZ 2 - 55 LLANOSIM (Analysis of
Similarities) g I [F (RUBE ] - SSEAHEFEERYY)
T E O ARE AR -

ANOSIMAY4EEHER A IRI- 12 [ > R =
IR RN A DM S B SR S R =
ORF B E N A B E2 A =
F R < 0 RFERERERBEAHDMES R

WA [E] St e R SR R AH
B = B > H F| F SIMPER(Similarity
Percentages-Species Contribution) £, H 2 £ 5
SRR = R RS Y)RE -

A E A Y SRR =
BRI (%) » B S RF 5 T AE E R YRR TS (%)
ARHNH - FRREE RS Ry By BEH Y -
%1% » LLBioEnv (Biota and/or Environment
Matching) $¢ H 52 B 5 A RE 5 72 Fe Ay F 28RN
ESIR

BioEnv (Y& 2 ReI i 4H B AR (UM 73 A
HIMDS [ 81 i A [F] 3R 55 R - 4H & P I ey
MDS &8 & » &1 H R AfE R 2 AHRE M - AHEE
Y= S B A R S R A SRV IR R
R4 -

=

R AEE SR _OONFHTIEH I

AR AR 2 Al A By SRR i

—  BERT

PRERIRER 2R~ B =S g > K
SEAMA11.58-12.03°C ~ pHYMA8.09-8.17 ~ 5%,
11 126.60-7.77 mg/L K 28 i 1) 52 0.27-0.28
mS/cm > AFHEAARAEL > (HEEKZE ~ [RERL
&~ T~ AOR ~ BRKE S EEEEE
TEIEZRER]D -

R A RN 7K 5€33.07£13.61 om K2
INETEERIRT.68+2.51 cm 5 Rl A = R
T EEST.4+3.77 % BB AR EH 7R
49.6+47.03 cm/s ~ I5%7.49+0.23 mg/L Kz /K
11.9+0.05°C - 1fjJEE -5 R BAK > 1
=B R R A2 2 - BRFSN > & fiE
b R R P S R AR S (FR2) -

T~ ERAEAERY

A FE AR RS ORE(FR3) - Hor
a4 (Centricae) f —7f » HLERES Ry PIST R4
(Pennatae) ¥ % » H. 1 /7% %% H (Araphidiales)
H5HE > (2B % > BEREHE
(Monoraphidales) H 14f&E {528 % - #EFL4E H
(Biraphidinales) 5 30fE {60 % o 4HAEAH %
7 EEMESE B Achnanthes biasolettiana Grunow
var. biasolettiana > {G4HFEAEEL 38% » H A
Nitzschia inconspicua Grunow {5 11 % K
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta (Ehrenberg)
Grunow(§ 9% » =fad(ELAHE LS8 % -
Achnanthes }; Cocconeisiy /& £ BE#R 45 TE I - i
SRR AT R (G S A By 28 %0 (Bt MY
HHRE RN G LE AR ELHI62 %

= HEMER R R

FHERBOREGHE ~ i~ HE Ol
TERFER AT Z AR DL MR » HE1T T R 2
[P R 72 0 A (MIDS) ] DU ERASE G 73 s W B
(&2) > Erp— PR R SR Bl - 55—
P phy e LR S5 MR £ R/ D RO o B R
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L AR O U 2 S IHBURIN T S B G E]

i, H (n=14) F (n=23) H (n=18)
K em) 33.1+13.6° 19.2+8.96° 16.5+6.96°
(20-66) (3-33) (5-27)
R o) 7.68+2.51° 12.8+3.95° 12.9+3.32°
(3-12) (7.5-20.5) (7-18)
s 27.8+10.4° 28.1420.6° 49.6+47.0°
PR (em/s) (1.26-39.4) (0.40-64.8) (0.09-153)
19.4+7.31 24.5+16.0 33.1429.7
JEE |75 B (cm/s)
(2.77-28.4) (1.02-54.9) (0.07-102)
e 11.6+0.05° 11.8+0.05 11.9+0.05*
ARE(C) (11.6-11.7) (11.6-11.9) (11.9-12.0)
B (S om) 0.28+0.01 0.27+0.02 0.27+0.01
(0.27-0.28) (0.21-0.28) (0.27-0.27)
o 7.09+0.16" 7.18+0.16° 7.49+0.23"
/5 DO(mg/L) (6.60-7.22) (6.76-7.38) (6.77-1.77)
8.14+0.01 8.14+0.02 8.14+0.02
pH (8.12-8.17) (8.09-8.17) (8.1-8.17)
50.6+1.33° 57.4+3.77° 52.542.20°
BIE (%) (48.8-53.5) (51.3-63.3) (49.3-56.4)
n SRR, AE DR RREEE 2R, p<0.05 ¢
7 2. HIPHE R R B S TE R RS LR
HET-(mg/L) H (n=3) At (n=3) H (n=3)
Li 0.02+0.01 0.02+0.00 0.02+0.00
Na 4.52+0.57 4.36+0.65 4.51+0.35
NH,4 0.13+0.05 0.14+0.04 0.13+0.02
K 2.14+0.24 1.95+0.34 2.13+0.23
Mg 13.15+1.16 12.21+1.73 12.80+1.13
Ca 21.15+1.91 20.5742.21 20.80+1.21
F 0.04+0.03° 0.08+0.02° 0.07+0.01°
Cl 1.03+0.21 1.15+0.10 1.080.09
NO; 2.62+0.41 2.90+0.17 2.80+0.20
o 36.44+3.23 36.59+5.14 34.80+2.84
Fhin SRR RE TR S, p<0.05 -
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% 3. AR RO E Bt gk S S
Pt REER Al HEEE
Achnanthes biasolettiana Grunow var. biasolettiana 1880 1 P 38.4%
Nitzschia inconspicua Grunow 1862 2 P 10.6%
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta (Ehrenberg) Grunow 1884 1 P 8.70%
Planothidium lanceolatum (Brébisson)Round & Bukhtiyarova 1996 1 P 5.43%
Diatoma mesodon (Ehrenberg) Kutzing 1844 0 P 5.11%
Achnanthes sp. 1 1 P 4.19%
Achnanthidium minutissimum (Kiitzing) Czarnecki 1994 1 P 4.09%
Reimeria sinuata (Gregory) Kociolek & Stoermer 1987 2 P 3.97%
Fragilaria rumpens var. fragilarioides (Grunow) Cleve-Euler 1953 0 P 3.63%
Nitzschia dissipata(Kiitzing) Grunow var. dissipata 1862 2 P 2.34%
Diatoma vulgaris Bory 1824 0 P 2.30%
Gomphonema pumilum var. rigidum E. Reichardt et Lange-Bert. 1997 2 P 2.15%
Gomphonema tergestinum Fricke 1902 2 P 1.95%
Nitzschia fonticola Grunow 1978 2 P 1.70%
Achnanthes sp. 5 1 P 0.78%
Nitzschia linearis (Agardh) W. Smith var. linearis 1853 2 P 0.71%
Encyonema minutum (Hilse ex Rabenhorst) D. G. Mann 1990 2 P 0.71%
Navicula seminulum Grunow var. seminulum 1860 2 P 0.62%
Achnanthes sp. 2 1 P 0.48%
Amphora pediculus(Kutzing) Grunow 1880 2 P 0.47%
Gomphoneis heterominuta Mayama et Kawashima 2002 2 P 0.38%
Navicula pseudoreinhardtii Patrick var. pseudoreinhardtii 1959 2 P 0.18%
Synedra rumpens var. familiaris (Kiitzing) Grunow 1881 2 P 0.13%
Navicula capitatoradiata Germain 1981 2 P 0.12%
Navicula cryptocephala Kiitzing 1844 2 P 0.09%
Cocconeis pediculus Ehrenberg 1838 1 P 0.09%
Melosira varians Agardh 1872 0 C 0.08%
Nitzschia palea (Kiitzing) W. Smith 1856 2 P 0.07%
Rhoicosphenia sp. 1 P 0.06%
Achnanthes sp. 6 1 P 0.06%
Fragilaria ulna (Nitzsch) Lange-Bertalot 1980 0 P 0.05%
Cymbella excisa var. excisa 2 P 0.05%
Navicula amphiceropsis Lange-Bertalotb & Rumrich 2000 2 P 0.05%
Achnanthes hustedtii (Krasske) Reimer 1966 1 P 0.04%
Navicula tantula Hustedt 1934 2 p 0.03%
Gomphonema brebissonii Kiitzing var. brebissonii 1849 2 P 0.03%
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* 3. AR RCEEN R A EE ()

Pt REER ThEeRr MHEEE
Navicula gregaria Donkin 1861 2 P 0.03%
Navicula suprinii Moser, Lange-Bertalot & Metzeltin 1998 2 P 0.03%
Achnanthes brevipes Agardh 1824 1 P 0.02%
Amphora montana Krasske 1932 2 P 0.02%
Cymbella kappii (Cholnoky) Cholnoky 1956 2 P 0.02%
Cymbella turgidula var. bengalensis 2 P 0.02%
Gomphonema parvulum (Kutzing) Kutzing var. parvulum 1849 2 P 0.02%
Surirella angusta Kutzing 1844 2 P 0.02%
Achnanthes sp. 4 1 P 0.01%
Achnanthes sp. 7 1 P 0.01%
Navicula Vandamii Schoeman & Archibald 1987 2 P 0.01%
Achnanthes sp. 3 1 P 0.00%
Nitzschia amphibia Grunow 1862 2 P 0.00%
Nitzschia clausii Hantzsch 1860 2 P 0.00%

FRAEH ¢ O=FEARAE  |=HERRAE © 2="ERUE N HAM 4071 © P=PIad] C=rful 4

PR R A R 4 S (E3) - 7]
DA PR 2 R B AR S A —E - AEAR DU
66 Yolz 1] LABLHA Ay B Ry B - G R B E
HEE | 3R TERF AR TR A BN - HBRIETER AR
KRR S —FE -

BT RIE AT BB I 23 — B4
5 o FELAANOSIMAgHIA [EIferidesth e SEfd A £
ERNEEZN > STUREEEREIRER=
051, p =0.1 %) EER= 042, p=0.1 %)&
HEEER  MREREER =0.01, p=0.38)
RN AEE AR  NILBE SRR
[ A B R - T A B S R A s R

FH [ 4 7 P 7T DA 37 B R 16 1 1 3455
TEAH R P — 20 IR B AR
& H IR T8 = 2 E Y Nitzschia dissipata var.
dissipata - [frj il Y (A Il LN ER T R AR R
RN I EELH YR - BIC. placentula var.
euglypta EIR. sinuata ; [ Wa¥/7fE E[ A
HREY32 9 0 1 C. placentula var. euglypta {7y
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B HIE A A (B 35 A, biasolettiana var.
biasolettiana -

DASIMPER & B HECHELUEE » DL e
i R R A 7 RARA YR - SBIERE
& B R R ] 2 R AR ) s C.
placentula wvar. euglypta - A. biasolettiana
Grunow var. biasolettiana ~ Achnanthes sp. 1 ~
Reimeria sinuata (Gregory) Kociolek &

Stoermer Achnanthidium  minutissimum
(Kiitzing) Czarnecki ~ Nitzschia . inconspicua ~
N. dissipata (Kiitzing) Grunow var. dissipata -
N. fonticola Grunow2:8f& » fHE LTS ERE
TERBELR I F552.7 % » TEMEBLEE 552.3 %
(F24 K5) - HH1C. placentula var. euglypta JR.
sinuata £ 8 & 1Y 5 5 bR RO & B s HY B
% » HAtrotEAITE R R B AR = S - #5H
BioEnv/pAfy » #RJERE EIJ7RER ~ SPERUEE -
AR R R AR A THJ2H & (Rho = 0.58,
p = 1.0 %)REfetA FE AR E b
YA (R R -

e
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(ARBEREE . ORI ERREEL © [ UREE AR
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e

% AEER _OONES T EHE M

71



FRIEA0 - SRR - MRSER)

100%
€l other
0% & Rermeria sinuals
n b
B Coceones placediuls var euglypis
B Miteoia dissipals var. dissipais
#H 0% @ Fagiiana rumpens var. Fagiamcides
# nnnn B Fanoiidium lanceclatm
[EE]
=== ACHIant i M ussimu
B oum |
¢ [ Drsioms mesoden
B Achranihes sp. 1
B MifmsceMa moomsmoug
200
B Achranthers. biasolemans var.
brasoletiana
0 WO 1 1 1

[ i #E

(& 4. HEPRE R B B S A S

® 4 ARRREOR RSO R SRR SR ERIE B2 E S0%HYfE
(Average dissimilarity = 33.52)

YfE W8 Av.Abund.  Ji Av.Abund. Av.Diss. Diss./SD Contrib.% Cum.%
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta 8.82 2.35 4.72 1.56 14.1 14.1
Achnanthes biasolettiana var.

biasolettiana 10.6 13.3 2.71 1.27 8.08 22.2
Achnanthes sp. 1 1.63 4.40 2.19 1.47 6.53 28.7
Reimeria sinuata 5.36 2.66 2.11 1.53 6.30 35.0
Nitzschia dissipata var. dissipata 1.24 3.22 1.65 1.20 4.93 39.9
Achnanthidium minutissimum 2.53 4.16 1.58 1.38 4.73 44.7
Nitzschia fonticola 1.19 3.02 1.37 1.68 4.10 48.8

5F: Av. Abund. = EHEHEE G X R Av. Diss. = SR EM:/ Contrib. % = EENEH 47EE
Cum. % = EHEE EEE L
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e

R 5. ARIAEOR R E A AR SR SRR R E R R E 50%H9fE

(Average dissimilarity = 32.84)

YfE W8 Av.Abund. E Av.Abund. Av.Diss. Diss./SD  Contrib.% Cum.%
Cocconeis placentula var. euglypta 8.82 2.25 4.70 1.57 14.3 14.3
Achnanthes biasolettiana var.

biasolettiana 10.6 12.3 2.35 1.31 7.15 21.5
Achnanthes sp. 1 1.63 4.61 2.17 1.42 6.60 28.1
Reimeria sinuata 5.36 2.68 2.06 1.58 6.27 343
Achnanthidium minutissimum 2.53 4.44 1.81 1.56 5.52 39.9
Nitzschia inconspicua 5.29 7.38 1.56 1.49 4.75 44.6
Nitzschia dissipata var. dissipata 1.24 2.82 1.36 1.45 4.13 48.7

5¥: Av. Abund. = ¥ EEI X ITHR) Av. Diss. = SEIgHHEME/ Contrib. % = HEE 59 LE

Cum. % = HRE R E L

ENE

— ~ BURAT

KRR EKEEY) P HEENHFZ
— "D RS R A - LHAE
O/ INZE [ RSN Rt .13 2 I HH (Biggs and
Stokseth 1996, Stevenson 1996, Biggs and
Gerbeaux 1993) - AW IREZERET »
JEE 7R ~ SRR ~ R AR 4N
BRI IN T Y 4H & BN [E R st S S B R 1Y
S R HRR © BEZMEARFIRIERE - ZKORA
HEEAESL EIERAEE/NCE: 11.6£0.05 °C
Jit: 11.8+0.05 °C 5 #: 11.940.05 °C) » TIIBELTE
=l B 2 R Y 22 2R /N (O 7.09+£0.16
mg/L ; /i7.18+0.16 mg/L ; ##7.49+0.23 mg/L) °
i LR & R feig st iy 72 SR AR AT A By O RN
[EI R g Y - PRI 2R i B KU P B
BN EEHN T - IR ERE A TIERbT
gt GRBURR G B YA - B
& ~ 4 EAIEE(Lamb and Lowe 1987, Steinman
and Mclntire 1986, Peterson and Stevenson
1990) » BRI A BT 7 5% BRAFHL/ A ZE ]
RIS TNAURER) - FURE R E SR SR
AF(Wendker 1992, Biggs and Gerbeaux 1993,
Soininen 2005) °

=

R AEE SR _OONFHTIEH I

T~ ERAEAARR

HI R IREE R B TP BB 2 R i
IINEAE R 2R B AL JECE (adnate) Y B 7k g A
B BN ER S e R B R R R
'BERE > M T s MR TG » Mt
see e T2 EUP 2R A (B B8 (Yu and
Lin 2009) - E g7 {BE45HEFEA. biasolettiana var.
biasolettiana & &y 1= LU % it 7Y (4 25 FE
(Noga 2003, Martinez et al. 2003) - FHEEE £ f
B N /KIRIRER - PEREE il T P &
BIK SRR

= ERTERREE SR

B eSS R TAEA [F U - %A
QHRA B 2 5 - 72 B F AT O A aEAEAH
FICHR A B RO o MR RO
C. placentula var. euglypta EiR. sinuata fi¥)
TR A E S HTHE S RE(32 %) » BIFZ R
YITEA FRE R IR AT i BRI AR DAY
FRZ1F Jowett and Biggs (1997)AYRHZEH 54
23 Cocconeis sp.z Reimeria sinuate 7E87 5
T (60-90 cm/s) N A=Y S » 55 Soininen
(2005)HIHFZEEEEIAE 10 ~ 40 ~ 100 cm/s =FE5T
BN ETEAAR - 45 H Cocconeis sp. jz R.
sinuate 1£ 100 cm/s Y& T o B RS
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AR FRAFTHIRFFT A - M Y 2R A = o] DA 2
150 cm/s

DU ~ I SR Ry i it B8 e bl s il
LHRRAIRAZEA R 2% © Oemke and Burton (1986)
DA R A BRI R EEECY SR AR
(] 5 s B S e S SRR R AH B 72 52 - 465
TREEH » MEPNEBEE W - SRS AR K
LA A ZE 5 - (BRI RS R 2=
S NME 2 1% 59 DLCocconeis spp. Fy{EE:
T 1%l A RIE 2252 - Korte and Blinn
(1983)HIIHFTRFER R 44t (plexiglass) A TRE
BRI PHIREOR 48 cm/s) KR & (BRI
0 cn/s) » [FIRFELEA [E5 P B E A Rl 3%
B WATEfE T — BRLGEY DA R A AR B A4
Efy#fEAchnanthes iz Cocconeis & 1 » FiffE 2
HT% 1% 17 M8 1 1 3R 881K e LIRS - 4
Gomphonema Jz Nitzschia o A~ #E {28 A 2l 5=
BiRpIFRN&  HE g BB E AR
£ FINEBEA R aEa PuRime o bk
WA{ERAFT i 43T E ) il S R S AR A AR
TERFEE S I i BN I - SRR BRI H 7=
FLo N R ZE HR Al ] DL SRR E
ARG s 4H B BLR RO YR B BRI AT
REAE S A A B 28 IR\ T JER /88 T PR B 1Y i
8 HEEPRHITEERAY R ZR(< 50 em/s) iR
T A B R R R AR 704 » 383
TSR ERME S URERES > TRE(EHIE
PRI RSN Iy e E il = =t

Y~ JKiZEERA T2

RTYIMCERER T8RS Es g
KRR B KRRt g Em B R a2
SRR~ AV E KB E (Rosemond et al.
1993, Steinman et al. 1989, Steinman et al.
1992) o pFHIE 7K B i A =l L FRLAE 2
R ReEARATHITH (F5 2008) - FHEZEHIER
BRI O EH_ I A3 AR - /KR Ea
AR BT B K 5 B HER2007)
R ZR B4 i2 2] A%
W A2 S S PT SR EN I 8R A 7 1A =i 2297 %0
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HHAIA - BRI RSO EE S
REATHIRAZE ST 2485 - ) Cocconeis
placentula var. euglypta 5z Reimeria sinuataff 5
AT 2548 H By S /K SR N Y1
i R FMHIETE BRI AR
et 72 S /K s BT BN T ERZ A K £
HEBURAEAR -

71~ A REEHIHYIE

R HI DRI B 4 A Ror A 7K E Y
VIR - & 2 RS R 50 R Y
'8 (Kutka and Richards 1996, Pan et al.
2004) - FHEARIFEFZLNPIBI (Periphyton Index of
Biotic Integrity, Hill et al. 2000) 5z TDI(Trophic
Diatom Index, Kelly and Whitton 1995) » 5
1] ] 38 el 36 BRI PR~ 2 B Py LRI 2l A 7K
ISERI o B M AR R R AR S S AR AL
TR BB EN R - LAY
2245 B B 5] > Van Dam et al. (1994)/C.
euglypta E§
B-mesosaprobous - eutraphenticfESH » BHYEE
FoKE HIRMIA - fIN. inconspicuatsy i f
c-mesosaprobous - eutraphentic » B EE =4k/K
B HIRYIRE - fEARZES 0 C. placentula var.
euglyptaff A & REAE R SORIE E4Y1.5 % 0 2
FERBlE A5 723 % [fiN. inconspicuaft it K&
& B Ry o (B - RIS L BREE I S5 A
g E R KEREN S ERERECE
& HIl S AR ERKERER - 878U
K SRR G 100 cm/s 2R LAY
TEI R R AR DU 2 UK E
B BRI R G EAREM - THAER
HAHE AR EL - RN [F A Y BRAE
A REH B R E /K E R -

placentula  wvar.

S

FEAFHIER % » At AW SEr B S
$H 2 o T I o R PR 85 2 B R A R %
(Achnanthes) » ZYLHLSIERYS53.5 % « EIREER
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SRR RIE AR R R
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sinuata i fE Y SURE (31.7 o) BHEE = R I 2L
GEIIT (3.5 %) FURE (3.3%) ° S Ry HEUE
PO RS SRR B e R i E IR R T - AR
WHIE4ESRBUR - BT IR RSN
I5F > JH RN [E B A ERAR - CHAE 28
FRIF - A e D E R IZ R B R R R4S

fi o
B
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