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WE O TEENNL) WRAIBRPFHEINOEINE, ARECEXEIRERE, RERA
Wi, T 20184 8 A 17 H~11 A 3 B, PLJL4YIE T #F(Litopenaeus vannamei) % #F 5% 3t %, 24 7
XEEF LA SR AR PR B Sy B AR AR G AR F MR
FMXF, BREF, NERBELEES 21 HFMs, KETA4KXKE, BHEXRSZWHEELSY,

E 138, HEBN 61.9%; HA N R RE, HA 3 M, FREW 143%; HAXED, &
BAH 5%, BAGRAEM, WH e THEEA N 0.71x107 ind /L, FHEMEN K 11.72 mg/L,
KRR FRFIAERE LY., ok REXYHBHELTRE—NE LW F . LHEF I
41 Shannon-Wiener % # M 453 (H)E 0.52~1.64 2 |83k 3h, WAL BEKE A, &HAHHFEK, M
KMEMRE &, FiEs B E T HESRE R F A X (P<0.05), 54t 5 4 A7 (Canonical

correspondence analysis, CCA)E 7=, HZ . pH, EFREF R M F AW EFHELNELZR X,
FRERFFENAR G ES I T R R iy B L SR A Y ol B3k

Kigia

hESERE S917.4 SCEkERIEAD A

17 1% 811 W) (Zooplankton) 48 5 V7 Ui A= 1 1) 7K A= 3
Yo ME—ERARTUN , TCieFh i 2B i+ 53 e
K, MNELAH I R AR B 2 e S 2 IR B R, A
SEIK A B 0 40 A T T I S ) e s (B TR 5 AR
WA RGEEEH . DR f A A7 it gs vh 5 A
S AL 1) I B W) — MO )R AR 3 W) (Protozoa) . 48 IR
(Rotifera) . A% ffi25(Cladocera) FIA% /& 2 (Copepoda) Pl
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KIE FUEPIE KISAES RGP EE—IF, %
T Ao R ) Ui e RN U MR VR A A, T DUE
RVFZ G MRIAR TR ARERE, ZE L Az 7=
A 2 L 84 T Y M7 (Maberly et al, 2002; Boudreau
etal, 2011; FNFIK, 1992), [FIE, VRiEsh¥0 270
TRARA 25 2R G2 o W) S A A RN RE B I sl i R YT,
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2 R ERAES

SENRIPII . BRI VA OC, B BRSNS W R
S5 1 4 77 M RE (Pinel-Alloul et al, 1991; %' & 3%,
2004), — /™I B H RRUE 1T Uit S0 W R 7 PR IR A
(4 R0 R B R AR, JC BRI AE— @ B AR
R VRN NI RETE AR IE AR S A, kA R4
255 X R P A AR 3 ol — 2 Y5

PO TN b 7c Py {2 i IR < = 0 b € NG B ]
A EEANIRE, TETHEIGET 20 22 90 4E48.
HET, B N2 T Mgl i (Litopenaeus vannamei) T
I AT R G Z 5 TR HOR 5 345
%fﬁ(ﬁfﬁ%, 2018; 41 E,2014; Z=E 4, 20006),
Y64 Mk, T FLANIE X AR T bR 58 K A o 7 Ui 3
YIIRETR S5 RRIE R WL R Ge i 58 44 o RTIR T 4k
FRIANE R —FIBT A SR G A, IRt AR R v I Ui 30 i
T I ZE R FRAE 0K DXl T HA IR A A 7R TR FE A
KT, FRIHKAR IR S PR I 2540 1 A8 sl R sy
M R R R AN Y . R, ARBFE 0T T FLANIEE X
T ARG K AR R S R T S A AR AR LA, B
SRR . IR A R TR, DI XTER T
J A R T A R S

1 #REFE
1.1 EHEMES5FABR

AWFFEAET 5 — K= IR A B A 7T R
FEHH K R MR HoK 5 AR AMNE K, 73RS
JEVERFRIERAK, SRR 21, FRFE A0 AN SR L5y
PERR M, FRFEER (6 mx6 mx1.5 m)JH] EVA %)
POBH <ZEAR B, KR 1 m,

S8 BT FL A I KT R R A B T AR VTR RSE
WA RRA T, BME R 0.5 em, 2017 4E 8 H 17 HlH ,
B3R 30d JEar T, FRAEE R 250 FB/m®, F#54 77 d.

HOW I, R BT IMA R I 6% AL B
T 2% ELA BB RDEFER), 4 4 IR, K%
2 h5, JEER SRS, FREVIN1~30 d)fRHE
15 5%~10%, FR5H P I(31~50 d)& KA 20%~30%,
TR HI(50 d LLR), BERHES 50%~60%. HET5 5N
HEHK

1.2 HmHIRESLE

201748 H 25 H~10 H 30 H, &M 7d, L7
10:00 X 1 FIERHFE T oRAEALEE

FEVERE D« SRERRF, 0 U JE R 0 43 R 4R
KEE, FAMRAIG, B L AR, 05823
Je SRV o VR S e PES I SC(2005)

FE R . SRBRR, 7RISR A DU JE K e A
LB ROK B850 0 R BKFE, FEAMIRA, B LTR
AR, TN 5% 1B FGIR (Lugol’s solution) [ 5E
2224 WOLPES , WA 230 ml, FHTIRireise . B s
YRGS Y 2 BRE S ; B0 LKEE, 24042 64 um
(255 IR AE Y M 08, T IN4% 4 R AR, AE
S H S SR E AR A o BT R LUTTE Bk
EFE ST, HRO0.1 mUuTEUREAESIY), B mibHERE
By WS 10 L S8R 5 23 B (R R AT,
2007)o BEFEATIE R, BUOHSFEE.

IREE(T). $HEE(S). pH MIAMA(DO)RA YSI
AKFERE AL B 5E , 5B 1 L 38 KA TR 2
H, ACUKFRDRAE, H T E B A (NH;-NH,-N) . T
S A(NO-N), A (NO5-N), TEHE#E(POI™-P),
W 5k SR WL 1,

£1 FERFUEHERKE

Tab.1 Measuring methods and bases for
environmental factors

i H Items J7 = Methods & Reference
T. S. pH, DO YSI /Ky
NH,"-N PIRFR AL TR G JR(2007)
NO,-N WOTREOOCEE  ESHEFRI(2007)
NO; N PEARIL ST FE SR (2007)
PO,/ -P WEAHIE LRk [ K R1(2007)

KRR A4 SREEKEE 100 ml, T 250 ml
TR BIE L, 4 CIRIELRAT, 2 h NIRAE TR £
P EAREFR3E TCBS,  F K6 I 9 i % i

1.3 HIBELEBSHH

AN v A S RS BRI AR R Al
BAYEBGHBOE LE R 1, RSEY R, Hasy
DU g A A B[] U9 7 F AR (mm) SR 73K HE (mg)

TR sh ) Z R M8 B (H) TR A Shannon-
Wiener ZHMEF54, Al:

n
H'=->RInR
1

Kb, HERTRIE I B Z R n iR s
YRR PR | AP S AE BB AR B

Pt B T2 MR A5 i %) BRI R A A e R
B, MRk FR ., RBENITEAK:

Y=P;xf;

Kb, Y ORRHEE, f RS | W IR,
PEE | AR B MRBCE R R, S Y>
0.02 i}, i L FHFh



2 %

AH IS 4T H Pearson AHOC R %L, 7E SPSS 19.0 &
14 v 58 B o 38 S B XN 3 T (CC AR 8 ) 5 20
BRNFRMERR, STTERE Canocod.5 FH5ERK, 47
Mrid B BE &0t y=log(x+ 1), W E MK A
P<0.05,

2 HERESN

2.1 iR EXRERIBEAEFRRE

SCEGHANE], R EREE . pH ANA M EIEAAE L
BLANE 1 PR o B FRAEINE], KR 18.30°C~31.30°C,
H IR I RS T %, $hE A 20.83~22.51, pH K
8.20~8.42, A4 N 6.81~8.63 mg/L, SZUHAME], &
AR WIHASR . ARG Mg ol an & 2 fr
TN o M AN 0.02~1.53 mg/L, — H4ERFAEEAR KT .
WAEAZCH 0.05~10.90 mg/L, F#5EATHIAL T A KK
-, PG T, R R K. AR N
0.61~18.13 mg/L, BlEFRIHMIEAT, A AR &
Wil . TEEREN 0.02~1.59 mg/L, FEIRAE AT,
HHR B — B AR IR K AR o

35 126
P30t 125
o
8 20 | 1425
£ {22 &
S 15 21 El(
% 10 + 0 48
st 19
=36 25 35 40 47 54 ol 75 °
i) Time/d
9.0 190  ~
85+ ‘__-..-.._‘___*___*___*___*___*_7_4 185 2
8.0+ w180 E
o 75T X 175 % §
Bgop ¥ TNTH X 170 1% g
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K1 SR IRFE AR AR . FREE . pH FIVA R S 1L
Fig.1 Changes of temperature, salinity, pH and
dissolved oxygen in shrimp ponds

2.2 R FRIEK M AR R RGE RN R R A

XPHRAN [ F5 5 o B D e S B sh A LI 3. A
B3 ATLAE Y, T i GO A SR A I 0 S B 2
5.26x107 cell/L, V% E LN 5.84x10° cell/L, 1E5
23 FIRFN B BE R RME(1.99%107 cell/L), 45 47 KF|ik

SRS IR TR SR v S R AR 1 2 AL 133
25
~ —e— MR NH,-NHI-N
2207 B WRE NOIN §
E 5| ¢ BENON e
B8 | e iEHEBEPOT-P N
® g 10k i
0

9 16 23 33
ffE] Time/d

40 47 54 61 75

K2 IR FRFE KR B E A AR
i 2 AN P Y 281k
Fig.2 Changes of total ammonia nitrogen, nitrite nitrogen,
nitrate nitrogen, and active phosphorus in shrimp ponds

2500

— [\
1% (=
[=3 (=
S S
T T

1000

TR BE

Density of planktonic
microalgae/(10* ccell-L™)

500

33 40 47 54 61 75
[} /8] Time/d

9 16 23

K3 R[] SR A B B i e S i
Fig.3 Total number of planktonic microalgae in
different culture stages of prawn
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SO R] AR SR A KA b I R R A R
4, TERT 23 d PIREWE S LIS TR, 1616 d
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Fig.4 Changes of vibrio concentration in shrimp ponds
2.3 ENHERSMRBEEEMRESENE
Frsad e, LA TRl sh Y 21 A, EE R
Y R BURSERIBE 2R 4 RIF IS AN,
BRI 2. P2 RS, L 13 F,
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R B 619%, HON AR RIS, YN 3
B, W EAR R 14.3%, KoMk, SR
BB 5%,

x2 FHIMHMEENRFEEENSS
Tab.2  Species composition and abundance of zooplankton
LEC G FT g
Category comri)e:slie‘;on Latin name Abundance
EA iy B Tintinnidium entzii b
Protozoa K [FIWb7e Difflugia oblonga +++
RIS 7E Difflugia acuminata +
Jie ks Srobidium gyrans -
W RBHE Actinophrys sol +
Al Amoeba ++
Ee R Coleps hirtus E——
JiE 34 Leprotintinnus o+
FIF Tl Tintinnopsia +++
i A Sylonychia o+
{8 1A b Euplotes eurystomus +
i it \orticella +
R4l Zoothamnium +
o fHAUEEI M Brachionusplicatilis  +++
e s S
TR RS dL Brachionus urceus T+
SLES FT IR % Moina mongolica +
Cladocera
gk TATEIKFE  Cyclopidaeleuckarti  +++
Copepoda FiH &k  Cyclopidae strennus +
EMME/KE  Nitocra pietschmanni +
B2 & -+
e o+ DU -+ FIA; e EEH

Note: +: Rare species; ++: Common species; +++:
Dominant species

XoPMRAN [F) 75 5 o B Ui sh ) e gl i . B 8
AUnE 5 FEL 6 BT o IF RS PR 77 A 0 Y S B
H 6.41x10% ind./L Z£47, FXI#BE A 0.71x10° ind./L,
TR Eh Y AR 105.60 me/L 224y, SEXEA N
n7m¢,misﬁiﬁﬁﬂ TEREA SR AR

SR VRSN AR R A O R R IR

ﬁ?ﬂFHE{tj$$¢2§ 1L Al 200 R A S T e e
s i (Srobidium gyrans), Bk fE 7 B (Tintinnidium
entzii). FR¥ HL(Leprotinti nnus) . JBiE L (Sylonychia)
L 7E H (Tintinnopsia) . £ [7f07¢ #1 (Difflugia oblonga) .
F M5 B (Coleps hirtus) A4 H (Vorticella); 2 Bz
I F 48 4 R 46t (Brachionus plicatilis) ; 35 s #17)
K2 T i A b 817K 2% (Cyclopidae leuckarti)Filks

U R
Zooplankton

density/(10° ind-L")

9 16 23 33 40 47 54 61 75
fif ] Time/d
Bl 5 XPURASTR SREH B B i s e o

Fig.5 Total number of zooplankton in different
culture stages of prawn
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Fig.6 Total biomass of zooplankton in different
culture stages of prawn

JERL

FEEHHT , DURA ST R e Il pe s dy . LK f
FoaU RRE AL, R L, ST AR AR, f
B TR A R R, T R sh ) A Rk
H AR LA LSRN B FRH A IE K, P2l
R AR R A sh W TR AR 5T R . B e AL R
Ay, A A RE A R e UM S sh W 1T R be
JEA L JE IR IR B AR, B LR A ST R
H K BEREDFEHL, BRI  BEMIRES | S
R fE e AU AR . TEBA TR R, B2 A
TE 1 WRHRE P B 1 9K

XPUR T AR5, Il s 22 M e HioH A8 1k
TEOLINET, 2L 0.52~1.64. R SR T
AR, 23 AN RIEA A S A (1.64), TR IHEHET TR

2.4 ENHIZFRGRIGIE 5EENWHX R

T SO R TR 5 TR S AR M R B 3.
MEEANFRFH A FERTE , PRI R 5 e B ) K
A IE(P<0.05); FRIFMEELCE 5IF s Y A
HHOME, BARF(P>0.05); INEEE SEIEY
o MY R A DC, B B3 (P>0.05).
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Fig.7 Variations in diversity index of zooplankton
in shrimp ponds

Fz 3 FHAMEANUNESIZENA Pearson HHXRE
Tab.3 Pearson correlation coefficient of vibrio and
planktonic with zooplankton

i H [ERIIZSIEY/E 4§y ERIEIEY/IEX /by
Items Zooplankton number Zooplankton biomass
RS
Planktonic -0.728" 0.387
microalgae
number
e
IR 0.655 0.176
Vibrio number
*Fn 35 M1 (P<0.05)

* Represents significant correlation (P<0.05)

2.5 SRHFERIMAEEMERERFRLXRENCCA

S

VEHL 11 Mz sh i 5 Fh it 1T DCA 28, 171
SRS LR 385 0 WoR K I BE BE KBy 4116,
KT 4, Hik, SEEEXTYREE 5 58 R 5 50 1
CCA 4r#r, RIEHL 8 /KB A+ & 11 Fhiziizsl
WA SR BRI , WFFE PRI Sh P 5 AR R E) A 56
Fo BREIR, W 2 MHRRHEE SR 0.656 Fil
0.604, 73 I B T PRI s R I 78 SRR E Y 32.1% 11
29.6%, YIRS A OC R B A R 1, ROAHE
JT Re AR AT 1 S WP Ui sl 5 7K 5 R TR DG R

CCAZMTHERF (FI8) i/ , HEFF 4l 1 5 pHAY 1IEAH
el R, MHXERECN0.6783, HIRIRE, X R
90.5354, HEF il 15 B 2 A (NH3-NH,-N) 9 7R G
K, HXRECH-0.7011, HKEMSA(NO-N),
TAHAS ZU(NOL-N)FIIE PEBE (PO;-P) , AHOC R B 1R
—0.6646, —0.6604F1-0.5901; HEFF 425 pHIF A&
%K (0.3480), 1 5 R 2 A E(-0.2758) . VRIFEN
YIS Th 5 K BRES N T B CC AR BT 45 SR DL I8, CCA
SYBTEE A R, S U I 2 ) LS Y S K g R T
NH;-NH; . pH. DO. PO;-P. NO3-N. T. NO;-N,

3
S7AS8
o 54
o
S1
A
i S10 H S3
p
PO;-P igd 16 4
NO3-N DO Mll
N lJ\ } H 4;; S 7A
NO;-N I
S SAdAS6 3
A
- 4754
r /\ SPECIES
O SAMPLES
—> ENV. VARIABLES
B33 3

K8 RSP LSS EREE T CCA 34T
Fig.8 Canonical correspondence analysis of the
dominant zooplankton species-environmental relationship in
the industrial shrimp farming ponds

T: 7Kifk; DO: HAE4E; S: #hEE; pH: MR
NH3-NH;-N: SZA; NO-N: WAESA;
NO;-N: A% PO -P: WhPE®E; S JE M fkis i
S2: RUMEsEH; S3: M ; S4: Ut TCR;

S5: KEWFCH; S6: FRISH; S7: BARFCM; S8: fhly;
S9: WAVF R HL; S10: JAirh &K ; S11: HEAELh L
SAMPLES {255 JLRHURE
T: Temperature; DO: Dissolved oxygen; S: Salinity;
NH;-NH;-N: Total ammonia nitrogen; NO3-N: Nitrite
nitrogen; NO3-N: Nitrate nitrogen; PO3 -P: Active
phosphorus; S1: S. gyrans; S2: T. entzii; S3: Sylonychia; S4:
Tintinnopsia; S5: D. oblonga; S6: Leprotintinnus; S7: C.
hirtus; S8: Vorticella; S9: B. plicatilis; S10: C. leuckarti;
S11: Copepoda larva; SAMPLES denoted sample day

3 itig
3.0 FLYAERNEHR T4k 55 58 ith B 7k R4S 4E

AHFGEFI, JLYNIEXT IR T AL 37 58 it 3 K A i)
pH. R | WA E . B TAHEZ I & B
F14) 5 B 2 ) kg R R 25 R O M, 3 it FH S A
R, RIRIEREEC2E , M T IR IR — e R 2 T
B, Pk, BRI SRR CRRAME ) ), AR
(NH3-NH;-N), A ZNO-N), fEAZ(NO3-N),
T PEBE (POL™-P) Fr i 359 i 37 58 i) A9 B < i 38 o, 7
SEG S T b K BT bR GB11607-89 YA
BR  IEH IR P KR B TR AN 2 R A A A K
ZHBRH], Reynolds(1984)IAKy, N/P>15 B, PRI
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2 R ERAES

YA K2 B SRR B FR 1 o A ZE H, SRR N/P
M AL B R 10.22~76.60, it kT 15, Hitk, #
BN AS I 5 1 U A A A A B — BRI R

32 FALAEMENT] WFREKERZEREDYEELS
AV EZ =S

XU T A SR 5 A58 2O 78 /N AR T i AT 1Y 2
FEEL TR, ZAE AN T3 N 3 | F 50 2 B v
PR KON R AT, TEFR I R v 237 A K Y R 1 2
i, JLHIEAE R TR B, B XA AR, b
WA IR, KA H SRS E, [FA,
58 1th v ) SO A A B S A S A K MR b R i Bh
Y HE 7% R AR 6 9K D) T O Al 7 A R X Gl R A
2008), VEIiF B W Fh 2 4 R A AN [ BV 28 R Y
BHBZAMRIG . B/ RS (2013) 76 W 0 5 07 LA BA K 5%
FEAR TG IRl sh Y 61 A, EEMEAESY .
H BRI S 4 WS AL . AR,
ARG HHIFWESh 21 B, BRI . R B
FRRE S 4 IR sh A, TR T 1K F 1Y
PR BT , SR AR R AR, RiEsh
LY/ B SY L [Bay G rve vy [0 A =TE VA LB 17k S

B/ KA (2013) 78 X e A7 10 A 5 7K SR 58 7K AR
IBFFELE R B, B sl F- 4% B 307.16 ind./L,
S Rt U Sh ) T Y A W) i 2.69 mg/L. A
e, SIS I R U ) W A R B T B B R 6.41 ¢
10° ind /LAy, P H0.71x10° ind./L, 77H75h
YR B ON105.60 mg/LA A, FHAYE RN
11.7 mg/L . V3% B A A i v 1 s or th A PR oK 2 5
B, ORM T T R0 A Rl i, T 1k
TR R . Bepl 2 | ok MR, &E SRR
FEAIXT R R, KR AR SN . [FE, B Xt
LINNAE P i A 1A ke o [y s R T = R VAL A VA ]
Ty, S A R KR AR S R B [ A R
. Aok, NESHIEG6R LIEH, AR,
T Ui 20 1 5 i AR A e A ER s BN AR AR, XTI RE S
J ISR B AR AR TR AT A5G, AN ) il B %o 37 Ui 3 40 2 3
SRR BN, R AR TR A AR
(Bottrell, 1975; Orcutt et al, 1983, 1984; Giebelhausen
etal, 2010),

W) 2o A P O B R — DX A% Bl A A 1R
B AR M, FESHEAX, hTAEYE
BEPE R 155 A4 Y A g AR 1 AR AR A S (X BR,
1999), K, ZFEVEFEECR RPN oK 804 Yy b
KL M) ZREMEAKOT o IR Sl ) 2 A s B Ak, )

BNt K TR 55 v V7 it s ) T 235 KB T B, (A P
—, R, BEEEORRE (IMESE, 1998),
DL G 2 i IR AR X B R S T o BRI 6
(201 3)FE XTI w55 47 L 2 7K SR 5 K A 2 1) A 2
N, TEIRYETRIG S 2 REYEFR BUTE 1.01~2.08 Z [H] 3
g, JFE BT, A, Wil 2R
AEIE IR 0.52~1.64, AL TRz sh ) ZAE b
TEEFR AT e RS THE , R, TR RS
WA, 5 0 AR FR K SR A AR A BT ASIR] . R0 i
W1, AR R MR T K SR S SR G, 3 st e
s A R R R b, B AR ERS BUR A -
BEE SR ELT, SRR, AR REBERE, £
FEVERS B N3G N, 2] 7 32585 0, A SRR M
ZUSCE SRR B, BRIy kR, $#
IR TR SN ) 22 AR VS BOS IR AIG , LR B A s 2 25
R REMER %,

3.3 FLEXTER T L FRFE K& iR i 3 5 0F F
R X &

KRRV, SAGIAMEY N EZEm 1T
OV FET], BVGEIR AT AR PE R SRS E o anvrliEfE
PEFRERFD G R, WS R ], B
TiEsh ) (o AR S T4 il % (Mcqueen et al, 1989).
WEFERW, W) 4548 7T 5E [F] i 52 2R 47 200 145
il A e PR sh Wy e SR e sh B | i sh A
7 F FH %) %5 (Carpenter et al, 1985). It4h, 19754F
ShapiroZ 3 H T A= W1 #4\ (Biomanipulation) I i 72,
RV 32008 7K A= A A B A S M — R SR, DARY
SO A LS EAR ], AR VR A R R
TX 2O A0 A ST A D O e 1 AR BE U T IR B )
XoF U R R A Y — R IR . BREE T 55 (1995)0F
GER IR, KA FE 0 9 XoF I e A 0 1) 42 T A P 2 )
1), WHER KT LB, KIS KRB PRI
REFE B A W 5 I AE A 7K o R R B I3 3
YRR TR A Y AR B — R SO . R
(2000)BIF5E A B, 7 1 s W) A4 20 AT RE X P WP AE 4™

SO, BB T TR R 2 B R R A A A G
ABEFE, VRSP RN TEE I PE A h TUAE OG
I R ER= -0.728(P< 0.05); 77U 214 b A= ) it RV
e A ERNAMEKL, MXRUR
—0.302(P>0.05). A AN N ABE GG AIE 1 LA W Ao
FEXTUR T A5, 30 b ] DI S ek L BRT Ui
B 7 ROk BN BERROR | (EXTIR IR K AT A R AT
AR, TR T
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3.4 MNMEXMIEI UFEKEFZREIVEINE

SEORNER A, A5 4H P R A HLAE JE FIE B A
AR, BEEHPEEIEE, HERAERESY.
BRULZ AN, A NEBAAEKEEB RS, BRAHEAE
KARM, (B8 — B AR — AR KO L, X
H5RFWER, FERAMRKEHEAE K, §LH%
(2006) 7 [ 22 Fb S 2 9 XoF 57 B /K AR T i A 400 1) 5 i) B
AYIBR RS R 2 B, e g EL S KR
HF I Sh W R ORI A RN, 3R IV O Sh ) R T
WL E A TR, AW LB, FR5E R A SR 5
TP BB EAAATEIEM R LR, MK R
R=0.655; FRHMIN], JREECE 5 B AEY
BATEIEMHIE R, MR R=0.176, HF5EHEM,
Fol ot ot X W 55 7 B 58 v G IR B EL AT — 52 A 1 7
(P4, 2000, 2001; Ohta et al, 1993), HFPEMBE S
S FRUTE Z (A TE B VI G & (Jones, 1982), AHF5EH,
Tl s B S PR B A 3 U 5(P<0.05),
A 8 PR A VR i sh W 5o T i e 1) K il 8, S 807
T VAR XS T I %) 400 o PR st 555 o 77 U 8 4 %o I R
(1) B A AT i — A%

3.5 FALAEXENT) L FREKE R IEREN YA E T
EEREERFHXR

TF G S W B A i — R A R L
BIE AR, PLRAFAE— BB AR IR S W
TEARHE o PN XTI T b 35 B 7K A4 b (8 P2 i sh B b
R, JEASY AL, R RRIbe Rk,
MR A ZILT-BA o FEXTERSRAE A2, s 2B
TRZERPLEF, FE HURIe I 28 RAERT .t WA L Fh,
L ENSVE o) L /D B 78N E ) VA i o LN D i e R =R VA
L RIAE 21 K R 3t 2 B Y R LR (BN S, 2013,
WA, 2013), T fFRmamil 2 h B AE s i
s, PREI/NAEIG . BR TSR ZA, HRih
s BT AN B SR ARKIR I HE 7Rl Bl | R4
(Zoothamnium) . & F17i#{ b 41 (Eupl otes eurystomu) 3

Ko LB, FKIRIE 5 P e W Ak S0
FEVE A AN L B AR A RN B 25 20 A0 A5 A SR 2R 12
— (Dumont, 1983; Dussart et al, 1984; Bkt 4%,
2008), ABFgEHr, WFHMIPRHESIYIARN ISR BRI
i B SR K IR T R E 0k, [FEF, CCASM Tl
R, ZMERFSKIREIEMEER KR FINH;
FINH-NAL F2h &7, YR fpHIG R, BT
(NHZ-N) [ JE B T2 (NHy) e Ak, ik B 52 %k A= A
YA EM(Yu et al,1986; Jana et al, 1993; Monda

et al, 1995), Arauzo(2003)W75 &P, MAEE TR K
WeBE K T2.5 mg/LET, 17U s 19 A W i KA i 2D
AR R SRR AT, E SRR R T, 1F
s B A — e RNk . [FIRS, BlE KA
EFRER RGN, IS R S5 B R B R T Sh )
7 DU AR Sy INBL R sl ) o5 A3, /N LI S 1
AW AR R I 50%~90%, T H., X AR SEPEAE
SN Bl ) (AN £ 6 ) He s 81 B A7 BH I (Blancher,
1984; Bays et al, 1983; Pace, 1986), AMWFF5CCAZ T
H, RER IR A S 5B SR R EAHOCC R, R
HE wEFAOMKIAEE, MESE R . T e
KR FIRE R R S E SRR R O OC, R E
FRREEAR A AR, IR T WS o FRFE K AR pH XS
TR B EE S, R EA R sy,
HEEAKNpHAR,. CCAMNrER, ANREIEHMS
pHAHSCHEANTR, R . RaUE e . T hhal
K& e R 24l AR XS e B L KIEIb e | RS
Ho S5 T B pHAH e 1 KA o 35 H: B 1 BR AR 3
A K o CCASTHTHE T 1 R B 42 4 b sz ;4 o 15 B4 5%
KR Z R, g b [F A e AR 80 By
ZE5 . WIREEEE A . B R R4 BT B B
B, RAENEAESA LB R miF—
WP AN (] A A 0 1% 7 T 3l 0 X B 35 T U A0 R A
AIRBfAE—E 255, Wb B2y &K & 5 H 4l
TEHEF R P A BT, P PREE IR ER AN TA]
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Changes in Zooplankton Community Structure in
Industrial Shrimp Farming Ponds

LUO Qiang"*?, LI Jian"**", CHANG Zhigiang®*, CHEN Zhao>*, QIAO Ling*’, YANG Ligan®*

(1. National Demonstration Center for Experimental Fisheries Science Education, Shanghai Ocean University,

Shanghai  201306; 2. Pilot National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology (Qingdao), Laboratory for Marine Fisheries
Science and Food Production Processes, Qingdao  266071; 3. Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Institute, Chinese Academy of
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Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Qingdao 266071)

Abstract To explore the variations in zooplankton community in the shrimp factory aquaculture
process, effectively manage water quality, and improve aquaculture efficiency, the characteristics and
succession of zooplankton community structure, as well as the relationship between the community and
Vibrio, phytoplankton, and the environment were analyzed. A total of 21 species, belonging to 4 categories
were identified from August to November 2018. Protozoan zooplankton species were the most diverse,
accounting for 61.9% of the total species, followed by Rotifera (14.3%), Copepoda (14.3%), and
Cladocera (5%). The average density and biomass of zooplankton in the experimental pond was about
0.71x10° ind./L and 11.72 mg/L, respectively. The Shannon-Wiener diversity index (H') of the
zooplankton fluctuated between 0.52 and 1.64. Correlation analysis showed that the zooplankton density
was significantly negatively correlated with the phytoplankton density (P<0.05). Canonical
correspondence analysis showed that temperature, pH, nutrients, etc. are important factors influencing the
succession of dominant species of zooplankton. The results provide basic data for understanding the
zooplankton community structure in the factory aquaculture of Litopenaeus vannamei.

Key words Litopenaeus vannamei; Industrial aquaculture; Zooplankton; Community structure;
Environmental factors
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