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e HRFXA(DXMBELHREEERETHRAY TRUEXNE, FRERZ, LRE
B EXRPUTLEEEA AT NAENES TRELL,H2011 £8 AREAXM L T
LEEX;()RNBELFRLAFHNRERAF LS FLEEXRMREE RN GHIMHE
R, FRERGMEARD A XR YA ARFAEAFHFESIAL, ZEZHEFNER K
KA LREEFMNER ANARDNOFLES, TRRYHET THRETRBE S 0T H
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1.1 HERESFE

I BF WS K IR T 2009—2013 4F 45 4F fy
8 J1 1 it ol i X I A, JE A X 119, 25° ~
120.25°E,37.25° ~38°N, 441 11 3 S (& 1)
Vel %% T AL 8 A LT 205 kW XU i A 15 T
LA A, BRSO R E S 6 m, W E
22.6 m, W OJEK 1740 H, M H 63 mm, 3 % [
H 20 mm, i3 3 kn, & o S04 1 h, 5% &l
WAR Y0 S i (kg) M B ALl 45 8% ) i (CPUE,
kg/h) XA AT R R M Il R B — R R
CPUE FI i (4>) o T AV U8 V0 4F B i o B0 8%
T8 33T 1 K SO (B 2) .

BEWE : H A A RB 24 (31072250) 528 45 PEAT A (A0l ) BEBT & 35T (201303050 ) 5 % Ml 358 2 48 5 368 o B 58 26 852 5 5 B S0 B 22 0L

003 3 R 111 AR A 8 L 2 R TR R (2008467 )
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38.5 R, BRI AL R ER B EEKE, 4
, ,:‘# P=0.05 i} , A EE2Z R AR E; 24 0.01<P<
38.0":‘5‘{'}"& g4 5183 524 e 0.05, Pids G EfE7E B B MEL T 1S « " H£57: Y
6151 6251 6351 . P <0.01 B, A5 A 22 il B3, S == " FoR,
175 6183 6274 6294 1.4 #HFAIE
7252 73425 BOHEGE T v g R AL FRR A R
37.0° , . . . Microsoft Excel, 4 ¥ #f v 722 & 0] A 5¢ ¥ 31 55 1]
11857 1190° 11957  1200°  120.5° E SPSS 16. 0., 3 3 1 [ 5% i i £ Surfer 8 52,
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Fig.1 Sampling stations in the Laizhou Bay
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Fig.2 Annual variation of the sediment discharge into

the Yellow Sea at Lijin station

1.2 B

Wil B W RE ¥ R A # B 26 R Pinkas
2 04BN A X T S B (IRT) B E

IRI = (N +W) xF

Ao N O — R AR AR B BN R B T
B %) ;W HF—Fh A Wi 5 B R
SR (%o ) s F R HYBUA R, ]I L — A 2 41 B 1 3
Bk A BB T 4R (% ) o

— R, IRT A > 500 7 Ay {5 Flr , IRT {H1E
100 ~500 >k B Zff, IRI {ET 10 ~ 100 4 A & U

B IRT A < 10 g 55 AR
1.3 #HxH
Xof A ) Tk T R R AR AR e 1) R S 43 A 3 H

FHIC R EL r RN 21 P L3l s 34 SPSS X i A i
PEAT A X PE 4 AT ( Bivariate ) £ r P fE .

R R % r 22 7m I 728 ik ) G A2 3 BBl e
~1~1 20, rh 0, FAERAMHE: [r[H1,
U9 25 52 A 56 5 r 5 Sk IE B, T A i AR OE A

2.1 FMEBEIFFERENS
AU A X 2009—2013 43 7 i 11 4>

ot A P4 ) L A AR DL BEA T GE 0 (181 3) 6

300 1 —e— 1)L ZE YR fishery resources
=5 950 | -t | 462K pelagic fish
28 - & -JK)Z a2 demersal fish
5 200 —¥- 32 cephalopods

= e H=

WJ&% 150 o -FA 732K crustaceans

K = L

% gﬁ 100

N S L

bl A R ,

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Fhr
year

B3 2009—2013 £ 8 A 3N & i b & Fh 2K F 3 70 5%
Fig.3 Average weight of catch per haul in the

Laizhou Bay in August from 2009 to 2013

2009 4 8 H ,JRMME 11 A BURE 3 109 el
PR R A 72.27 kg/h, FE DA T,
Hrpdp |22 R 3k & 32,12 kg/h, iR 2
O M 4K i 18,43 ke/h, Sk 2 87 1 W 3k 6
4.62 kg/h, H 5 3 - [ 45 5 15. 44 kg/h ([
3) o ML )2 S AR AR R O, T 1
[ 6183 1 5084 3l {37 ¥ Y A= W e 1 o

2010 4F 8 H , ¥k B J5°F ¥ W 4K 1 o 256. 40
kg/h, 32 % DL 25 O F2, Hoop B 88 ( Konosirus
punctatus ) 'Y SRR LR & R BB IEE T
93.07% (F 1), " I )2 0257 W 5K &5 245. 27
kg/h, G2 @AW Akt Ry 2.27 kg/h, 3k 22
YW gt 3. 31 kg/h, 5828 Y R gk 28 5. 49
keg/h([&3),

2011 4F 8 F 3NV 1 fill 0% U5 7 2 1 3K it
3 46.43 kg/h, FEDIH R T Hh B2
FF YRR 6. 65 kg/h, JIE )= 1 28F- 1y [ 3 iy
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12.79 kg/h, 3k & 26 ¥ W k& 4. 35 kg/h, Hi 5%
KM RN 21.58 kg/h(El 3) .

2012 4% 8 J1, ol 5% P57 34 B 4K 5 o 20. 96
kg/h, FE I 32, Hivpp |2 48 287 B ) 3k
i 10. 22 kg/h, K2 AR MK &Y 3. 97
kg/h, 3k R MK & 1.43 kg/h, 522871
M3k 5.30 kg/h (& 3)

2013 4% 8 H, il T /KB R am Za, ia b 5% IR
AR AL, K B Y W ARk A 2 1232, 81 kg/h,
T I Y R ke 5. 64 kg/h, Hh FJE a2k
SRR G 2. 21 kg/h, %2 S AR Y
1.50 kg/h, 3 £ K FH R A 0. 16 kg/h, 55K
T3 Pkt H 169 ke/h( ] 3)

2009—2013 474 W 1 b 5% i 5 B A AN AR ], 3
BAFEBERA DL 2O 32 o B2 A0 288 0
P, 2013 A8 UK BRI L, R E RS
FLABAFEAAH E BB T B, 11 2010 4F 8 BESE (1) 9% IR
it SR BT AR A R IR A A AR R R .
2.2 BERRREN

2009 4 8 H 4fi gk el ¢ P Fh 25 2L 63 Ff, Horp
02540 B, @ T 7 H 23 Bl 34 )@, e 4R 5T U

AIDEEARI L 6 i, DLDESRE AR 1) 5 fie e, Y6 AR W) e 4K
Bk 60.54% A8 E 4 bl 20.67% ;2010
AF 8 Al AR il BT PR AL 47 B, JLop £ 28 28 B, R
J&T 7 H 18 BL25 J& , L HFh H A R — T, 052
A 92.13% , A Wi | ok b 93.07% ;
2011 4F 8 H SR JH I fili g el b 2R AL A7 63 A, Hovp
#1234 Fp SRR T 7 H 23 B33 J& I H Rk 6 Fir,
Horpor B#jg 4 ( Chaeturichthys stigmatias) 11 1 #F
ik ( Oratosquilla oratoria) (5% K WWHE , M3 B3
F 3oy B o 21.32% #1012, 17% , A= W) & A 43 L
41505 8.96% Fi1 20.86% ;2012 4FE 8 H M /& i 4K
FR Ol BT PRI 35 i, 828 28 B, R E T 7 H 19 B
25 J@ A g 8 Filr, DLBESE AN 1R ik A= ) i O
e, AR ) R 43 L 733 0 13.68% HI8. 04% , A
YIEE 4y il 28.22% Fiil5.46% ;2013 48 A
M A il BT Pk 38 Fb, b #1128 21 B, SR
JET 6 H 13 B 18 J& , I ¥ Fi A ok L4k i ( Thrissa
kammalensis) /N7 4 ( Eupleurogrammus muticus )
O HR ity 3 Fof, 5 FE R 23 L3l Ol 33..09%
21.73% F15.18% , ¥t @ 43 e 7 11.33% |
11.62% F110.74% (% 1),

R1FEMEKSBMBEM (IR >500) B8 Al T 2

Tab.1 Kinds of dominant species (7RI >500) in Laizhou Bay
iR 7R R A ) i REEp X EE
H LiES T4 N/% HH W/ % F/% 15 % IRI
date species percengages of percentages of occurrence index of relative

individuals biomass frequency importance

2009-08 B K. punctatus 60.54 20.67 100. 00 8 120.47
/Nt Larimichthys polyactis 5.57 16.33 80. 00 1752.49

wlll Setipinna taty 7.63 16.82 50.00 1222.78

1R, O. oratoria 2.10 10. 86 90.00 1 165.80

H A%l Charybdis japonica 2.27 .38 100. 00 1164.37

H A 5, Loligo japonica 4.46 5.73 100. 00 1 019.01

2010-08 P K. punctatus 92.13 93.07 100. 00 18 519.62
2011-08 RS C. stigmatias 21.32 8.96 90.91 2 752.55
[ 4R % O. oratoria 12.17 20. 86 81.82 2 702.70

H A 8 L. japonica 11.25 7.06 90.91 1 664.30

P K. punctatus 10.77 8.94 81.82 1613.35

H A&l C. japonica 2.57 7.35 100. 00 991.22

G5 #5 Cynoglossus joyneri 3.53 .07 90.91 690.92

2012-08 P K. punctatus 13.68 28.22 60.00 2 513.76
HiRs O. oratoria 8.04 15.46 90.00 2114.82
Hm /N T Sardinella zunasi 16.31 .39 70.00 1659.15

/N f E. muticus 12.40 3.65 100. 00 1 605.19

H A W L. japonica 9.59 6.83 80.00 1313.23

H A &% Engraulis japonicus 18.06 3.56 60.00 1297.29

JNEE A L. polyactis 1.76 10.95 90.00 1144.12

Wl S. taty 6.25 5.00 60. 00 674.52

2013-08 I B T. kammalensis 33.09 11.33 50.00 2 220. 80
JNHF 8 E. muticus 21.73 11.62 50.00 1 667.14

1R, O. oratoria 5.18 10.74 70.00 1114.68
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H1 2009—2013 474 |6 3 5 45 2R 1] A1, 3 JH %
8 J1 3 ¥l E R 32 DL B L O o A BT U R A
NEHE .
2.3 BEAAOANBREDERBESFRMNEE S
MEEXX R

AR 2009—2013 4F 5 ] A i 8 70 4F P i
5 2R M S 4% A 252 R ¥ B R AT AR S5 o BT (3R
2), RWHFIERS P LJRMI F Rk KL
2 A Wy B A AR Wy B AR B AR A A A TE I R R
PE(P >0.05) 5 55 1208 GAY BE I | 0 R Y 2R 1) KL
BAFTE R F A RNE (P <0.05) 15 H A Y i A

FEAE 5835 AH SCE (P >0.05) 5 7% 0 28 35 Y Mk Uy 1,
N U VDA B3 £ 5 0 28 B KORP AN W AN ) 2R
B B A W AN A A B A DG (P > 0.05) 1M
I I il £ 28 10 A ) 20 5 AT DR VD A B e A
FHRFRYE(P <0.05) o AMgJR VN AF Brfl & XK 2
AW IR, SRR AKMAEY R 2
BEEME(P<0.05,r=0.882,n=5), 54
HEH R EEAMX(P<0.01,r=0.980,n=5),
XM TS TUAS F2 B AR HFh AT 70 B, WA kI
FH S 5 5 U V0 4F Bl 12 AF 7E B 2 A Gk
(P>0.05),

®2 EAOANBREIVERBESEVEFHEXXER

Tab.2 Correlations between sediment discharge into Yellow Sea and different fishery resource factors

W) KR quantity

4 M) biomass

25K A R KL AR TELY/ S8 LEP 354 A KL

significant correlation sample significant correlation sample

level coefficient number level coefficient number
P n 4 r n
Wl % Y5 fishery resources 0.016 " -0.944 5 0.898 0.080 5
i |- J2 4% pelagic fish 0.194 ~0.693 5 0.683 0.252 5
JiE /2 .25 demersal fish 0.048 " . 882 5 0.003 ™ 0.980 5
WR## 2% crustaceans 0.792 -0.164 5 0.061 -0.861 5
3k JE 2% cephalopods 0.076 -0.838 5 0.110 -0.792 5
1 Fh 25 %% fish species number 0.036 " -0.902 5 0.759 0.191 5
[PZ & F warm temperate species 0.345 -0.542 5 0.036 " -0.903 5
[ 7K Fih warm water species 0.352 -0.536 5 0.643 0.285 5
¥R cold temperature species 0.343 -0.545 5 0.707 0.232 5
B K. punctatus 0.912 .069 5 0.638 0.289 5
[THRMY O. oratoria 0.367 -0.522 5 0.124 -0.775 5
INEE L. polyactis 0. 140 -0.755 5 0.168 -0.723 5

T R AR = RN 225 W3 (P <0.05) bR = B8 22 5 8 3% (P <0.01)

Notes: values with * mean significant difference( P <0.05) , #* mean extremely significant difference (P <0.01)

3 e

3.1 HAONBRDVERBEE

BT DL AR 5 A T U v AR I i
FHE K SR SE 1, 1950—1975 4 # ] £ 4F -
PAERR R N 448.7 {2 m* | ZA4E -1 A Y8 Vil
W13 2 67 BFSESE H R ,2009—2013 45
WO AE B VD R AR B (H R AR R
FRoV ok &, AR Y & FE RS E R
1.343 442t HARRAET ML 80% Ay & Il At e
YOULRRAETT O = M RHE S, | 2002 457 A,
BE] K R 28 03 23 St T B0 K IR T R A

PR 199 DR B K kAT K R O % Kl il
i N 3 i e 14 0 0l R R AR TR A R YD AE 20 d A2
AR, SE UL T HRRE T 8K A
AR B o AT A R S S 3 R
IR B T B AT T BRI R KR T
B YR VMR 1T TN TR B 2 RE A% AN B 802 B3]
AW ERM I B AL GRS R R
BT PR Al 1 A K R R SR G, B 2 AP
A RE T AR B 3K H 29 300 42 m’, (5 RARFR TR
B 52% 5 [A) s B v ORI Y K b PR
B, /IR R R Y Az T, A R B B R R AR
AR ], BT A 2 IR S b B SRR T R
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A Ay i B ) e J T, 52 B0 52 ) e K
3.2 TEARSHBF

9 235 SR 3 Y 8 TR) AU )8 U 1Y) AT s B 6T i
TS 0 S 0 9% R A A ) e R IR R 8 2 Y AR
Pyt i 2 (P <0.05) , X% J2 268 7Y 52 i i
R, AT VD R SRR AR AR Y R B
WEMEIEARSG, 54 & B A W T EA G, X
B TR VP A B IR K T H S BT TR
PERT, D8 U0 T e 208 K RS 22, RN e v o i) 38 3
JUR FEAEM TIRZ K8, W 2010 4/ A g
vh e E 2009 4EME N T 197. 68% ,2009 4E 8 H
FE M VS A 1 2 40 T, 2010 4F 128 28 Fir, AL
2009 4E T 30% H BT IR A G N T81.44%
HRRZEAEPRGEENFR, WREE, T
TS o BE A R A S TR NG By T
1 T K Sl R R S 8 0 T B, 2011—
2013 4F 2K & dL 3 4k 34 .28 F1 21 Fh, 1fij 1998
AR KT A LR A 2 66 Fir, 3k
T 45 B0 AR 2006 473 7 2R Bk T 0 A
o 37 FY

i 3 8 A R I R A2 Ak R, 2009—
2013 AEARAFIE ST 5 6.1 .6 .8 F1 3 Fh, Hrp,
th R A 2R AE 2009—2012 4F DL B8 32,2013 4F
R AR B B 5 DI 2 £ 28 2009 4 I Ry /)
2011 4y oF J2 i % A0 A IR B, T 2012 0
2013 4F LAV 0 325 B e 0 Sk 2 2R I 34 b ik
ALRFFAAS , DL R B A s FH A 5 N
Fo 1520 el 80 A= AXAH L, i 101 i e R 2R R
o AR L] e Se B, SRR AR B | H AR B A
e BALH R ER a2, F R )
N AR B AE 5 ( Lateolabrax japonicus) | 75 225§
B g i ( Chaeturichthys hexanema) i M PG 3 1
JRIZ 02 L FRT, 3N 7 B H A0 T I R B T
D H Ao i v B — T AR fig— S B 2 o) 5 B /N AL A
19 7 1) 38R o R OR & BTG SR B X s s AL
B AR LS R FEMH K (P >0.05) . X
A RE S 2o B A 5 AR S IR AL AE MR R A S R G
MIVR A2 3 o8 B VE R AIG, A2 25 R g8 R M A2 22
S5 S
3.3 Nigie i E Xt A 3 IR 00

ekl R A DL 8 H y HhiE ,6—7 H & E) e
22 B0 Ml 5% 5 R 28 1 BB I (R]  [] i Ak TR v
PRI 2 B 8 3 A Sy o A B ] HEBR T U R AR

b Y IR R AR B R E 0% SN & WA A
52 e A ¥ U8 7 3T o 3 T Y R ) B TR
I B ] 42 4F AR A% U REAE P ZE 6—10 H L6 A T
R K JE b TR, B A U R A IR K BRAE
7—8 A7,

WFFE 22 W1, e AT I 485405 K ik 7 37 5k A0 ik
KNI, E I 0] 1 2 1] 5% 0 9 3 32 3L X 45 H: 4R
AT TR 1) 5 37 45 B 4 A, T S M i B
PSSR T AR ) b T e K 5 3 M
3 b, 9 R 2 B 2 o K BB A U D8 VD AR B AR
5L AR B 3, Xt IR 2 25 B R AR e OE A
S, AR VD B SR A RS2 fa 2 BORE
B R L H R KA T R IR I T K
AL S L 5 R A s 5 0 1 L
2K Wy kA DR VD A e BT S D B, 2
b B T R K R U 0 i T e ok R R
5 TR FE N 1 A R S b R RS T
ZR AR 7 1) (R, 76 28 0 11 BREIIE L 2 o 4 1) TG 96
AL 5 #E T A P8 U B T B0 S AR R R T O
Fe = AN I, 33 55 30 N v IS )2 £ 28 A0 A i 3ok
R —3,

sk g 7545 1 BF Y E A R A RL
BB TC WU f) 5 8, 3R AE 1 2005 4F 51 6 K 34 v
N B R V0 6 B 1A T B BT B A R
T R K R v A R Y 3 1) AR R 7 1 B A
N5, fEL S SO 0 5 B T T U 1) A TG i, S PR A
B, 38 A i 58 £ 6 1) 28 50 000 ), 5k = 98 75
TR E R I . AR OK B G
I8 T AU 8 0 B B L K Vb BT
A ENEE

A YR Y ot i VR AR S A Y R
ERFER R L B 2 o K b i Ok 9 IR
L4591 %30T FR VA Ok T w0 FRdh 7
B E I ) H Bk AL 2 1 R R % AR
FITT L xS A A SR O 2 T O A R
PR AR BE 45 1 o 76 A W 2 v i) LR B, Bk
i3 £ BT 3N S ) 5183 6183 SR, i T
L], 753N 1 A, A7 A6 2R 7 1] £ BE AR
SRR B B, — R E R R, '
Z LR/ o TE BT H B R K B ARy, B B
JEASL AR G o 3 Rl A0 A AR AIE , AT RE 9 3R R
T BT e K R T R A

HET A VR Y 1 7E B0 X T 1 7 2 P S
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IRV BCE IR G . KRILh A B AR R A R
I E SR AU S AR T 3 1 S O [ i
TE AR ) R Ui Sl W) A7 3 R ) R R T X —
] S R i< B St ) /1 G €95 1 R D)
ARSI N = N W G T NS (R Al
0 AR R W ) K 7 2 R 0, A TR U i R
TE A =AU AT BRI R o AR i A8 A X T
L2 R T T8 X 3 BE o3 A B 5% ) 2 LU R B E A 2
R B A YR X R oA, 5 1R R
] ]2 R SR AR o AR A KA ki v
SR EIIR ACRIECIR /K T7 9 A8 4 R T 3 ) b 2 A1
T B/ e R R 28 B R B R, LR
380 M 9 VR 1 B8O A RS AR AL

BT I A VD OB T T I R T K R
JE 5508 IR ER 0 0 A1 ks SRy, 0k T R e ) 36 M B U
RPN B TP I R, M IR JZE R RO R R 2R
Py K Wiz 3t b A= i B 52 R JE O WL o ey e
B IR R R A R SR SR A 1 A
P Ao B ) A 138 5 ) )RR V2 9 9 AR Tl
BEUR 5 8 B2 A B ks 2 M T AR B R 2K
A A JEE U] X SE ML BEA TR IR AT ST

0 SRR 7K AR S ] A s S U R
RV TE I B 3 1 S 5 o O DX, o SR R
KA 15% 0 W E TS R E TR
EYAPIUR, O ah e A R FIRERMA T EE MR
Py VR A K i A IR B B TR A
E L U NG N S R TR R I SN
ERES AN S U TN RV B/ = g N i
e (1 f S WU 0TI I 1 A E I B 39
Mo A F = B0, B G BT 7 AR i, 8
AR %™ o I HA 40 L L&) fafe
SR AR O T VAN IR B K A A K
EIRILR IR VD HE AN, Wi 151X — J i
R AR 2 £8. 58 7 B L E AT AR Y )
JIt, 2 8 R A L BT . AR B T 45 2R AT LA
W7 , B IA] AT U8 T T8 R A A B 7 A X 3 M T il
LU BRI B RSSO — R R

I 5 BT AT 8 U0 AT B ol i 1) AR Ak, Xk S M9 i
M BE IR A PR AP B L S SRR A
WS T PSR BE T, far M 25 A W U0 4 Pl
1 78 Bl ok 22 ik i N ¥ i ol R BT e A o A
S AE 1 2R AL S E AR — B IR AT I
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Effects of annual sediment flux from the Yellow River on the
fishery resources structures in the Laizhou Bay

YANG Yaoyao'*’, LI Xiugi*, JIN Xianshi*’, WANG Jun*”’, LI Zhongyi**"
(1. College of Marine Sciences,Shanghai Ocean University ,Shanghai 201306, China;

2. Key Laboratory of Sustainable Development of Marine Fisheries,Ministry of Agriculture,
Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Institute ,Chinese Academy of Fishery Science,Qingdao 266071 ;
3. Shangdong Provincial Key Laboratory for Fishery Resources and Eco-environment,
Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Institute ,Chinese Academy of Fishery Science,Qingdao 266071 ;
4. Freshwater Fishery Research Institute of Shangdong Province, Jinan 250013, China)

Abstract. Based on the data by trawl surveys in August from 2009 to 2013 in the Laizhou Bay, we studied
the fishery resources structures, such as species compositions, dominant species, spatial distribution and
standing stock, to understand the effects of annual sediment flux from the Yellow River on the fishery
resources structures in the Laizhou Bay. The result showed: (1) The relative biomass and species of fishery
varied dramatically in interannual variation. Average catch of fish was more than those of crustaceans and
cephalopods. And the catch of pelagic fish was significantly more than that of demersal fish, but the opposite
phenomenon occurred in Aug. 2011. (2) The composition of dominant species was close to interannual
variation , conducting succession from species which were high economic value and big to lower economic
value and small species. The dominant species were different among 2009 - 2013. Main dominant species
were Konosirus punctatus, Chaeturichthys stigmatias, Oratosquilla oratoria , Eupleurogrammus muticus and
Loligo japonica. K. punctatus became the only dominant specie in 2010. (3) The Yellow River exports large
amount of nutrients to the Laizhou Bay. The estuary of Yellow River and its adjacent area,a major fishery
and spawning ground,have abundant species. The changes of sediment discharge from the Yellow River had
effects on fishery resources structures and quantity of resources. The sediment discharges were significantly
correlated with the number of fish species or demersal fish and the fishery resources. And the Yellow River
sediment discharge was high significantly correlated with the biomass of demersal fish. In conclusion, the
influence of the Yellow River sediment discharge into Laizhou Bay is an indispensable factor when we study
the fishery resources and protect the larvae and juveniles.

Key words: Yellow River estuary; sediment discharge; Laizhou bay; fishery resources; dominant species
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