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Fig. 1 Map of the Wuyuan Bay.showing the

macrobenthos sampling stations between 2011 —2013
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Tab.1 AMBI and M-AMBI values and their ecological classifications
AMBI {§ W% M-AMBI 4 A IR TR B
0. 0<AMBI<1. 2 T s 0. 77<<M-AMBI<1 foE
1. 2<<AMBI<(3. 3 RS 0. 53<<M-AMBI<0. 77 R
3. 3<CAMBI<(5. 0 ) 0. 38<<M-AMBI<0. 53 — i
5. 0< AMBI<Z6. 0 i Eh 0. 20<<M-AMBI<0. 38 s
6. 0<CAMBI<7. 0 DT Rz 0<<M-AMBI<0. 20 o
0.008),
3 4k :
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Tab.2 Results of density,biomass, frequency and IRI of dominant species
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G 77 ol ity 12 0.3 0. 36 101 1l
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Fig. 2 Maps displaying mean density and biomass of macrobenthos, Wuyuan Bay
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Tab.3 Results of AMBI and M-AMBI for each stations between 2011—2013

Ay FE L FGL FGI BGL BG IV EG Y AGER AMBL 8% %  FE H M-AMBI I
/% /% /% /% /% /% MR
2011 #HZE W1 7.6 83.3 3.8 5.3 0.0 0.0 1.60  #pEEHE) 12 1. 87 0. 49 — i
w2 10.9 86. 3 1.1 1.7 0.0 0.0 1.41  pEERE 18 1. 39 0.51 — i
w3 2.0 94. 0 3.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.55  REWHBh 11 1. 06 0. 44 — %
W4 2.2 87.5 10. 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.62 82 8 1. 29 0.43 — %
W5 10. 6 72.3 5.3 11.7 0.0 0.0 1.77  RERS 16 2.23 0.52 —
W6 5.6 51.7 40. 5 2.2 0.0 1.3 2.09  RREEHE 22 2.31 0. 54 e B
W7 13.6 80. 3 3.8 2.3 0.0 0.0 1.42 PR 16 1. 66 0.51 — i
®E Wl 8.5 79. 3 12.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.55 BB 17 2. 14 0. 54 e R
W2 32.5 33.3 28. 1 6.1 0.0 5.0 1.62  REHRE 31 4. 26 0.73 e B
W3 15.2 58.7 15.2 10. 9 0.0 4.2 1.83 I 13 2.75 0.53 i B
Wi 42.9 41.7 15.5 0.0 0.0 2.3 1. 09 ToHk B 21 3.76 0. 69 e B
W5 18.8 40. 6 36. 2 4.3 0.0 19.8 1.89 BB 29 4.23 0.70 e R
W6 - 26.1 35.9 14.1 22.8 1.1 34.3 2.05 D 34 3.91 0.70 e R
W7 29.8 21.9 19.3 28.9 0.0 8.1 2.21 R 36 4.42 0.73 e B
2012 #HZ&E W1 14.2 79. 4 4.5 1.9 0.0 2.5 .41 BpEEE 24 2. 69 0. 62 e B
W2 8.8 88. 4 1.1 1.7 0.0 1.1 1.43 BB 18 1.77 0.53 — i
W3 18.2 75. 0 3.4 3.4 0.0 0.0 1.38  RRpEERE 14 2.63 0. 56 i R
W4 12.5 83.3 2.8 1.4 0.0 2.0 1.40  REERE 20 2.31 0.57 e B
W5 25.8 64. 2 6.7 3.3 0.0 2.4 1.31  &pEEdka) 24 3.08 0. 65 iAsS
W6 7.6 17.6 74. 8 0.0 0.0 2.5 2.51 B 23 2.07 0. 50 — %
W7 33.0 43.6 10. 6 12.2 0.5 3.6 1.56  REEHRE) 42 4. 62 0. 82 g
#®ZE W1 28.3 53.3 10. 0 8.3 0.0 1.6 1.48  RBEEHRE 17 3. 24 0. 61 e B
w2 43.9 23.4 3.7 28.6 0.4 0.4 .77 REPG 23 3.03 0. 61 B
W3 40.6 24. 8 6.9 27.7 0.0 1.0 1.83  RRBEEHEE) 22 3.67 0. 64 e R
W4 37.5 25.0 0.0 37.5 0.0 5.9 2.06 D 11 3. 26 0. 54 i R
W5 19.0 12.2 5.0 63.8 0.0 2.2 3.20 D 33 3.09 0. 56 e B
W6 46.1 20. 3 10. 8 22.8 0.0 2.4 1.66  REMP 38 3.43 0.72 B
w7 22.1 10. 3 4.7 61.9 0.9 3.4 3.14  RED) 37 2.91 0.58 Nt
2013 HZE Wl 15.0 55. 8 20. 8 8.3 0.0 2.4 1.84  REEHET) 18 3.25 0.59 B
w2 119 50. 0 26. 2 11.9 0.0 1.2 2.07 R 19 3.17 0.57 e B
W3 13.5 56. 1 22.3 8.1 0.0 1.3 1.88  REM 25 3.42 0.63 B
W4 11. 4 79.5 7.0 2.2 0.0 0.0 1.50  ®BEWHsh 15 1. 49 0.49 — %
W5 19.9 48.0 25.1 7.0 0.0 0.6 1.79  REEHRE 32 3.77 0.70 B
W6 14.7 27.7 19.0 38. 6 0.0 1.1 2.72  RPEEH D 37 3.99 0.67 e B
W7 28.5 43. 6 22. 4 5.5 0.0 4.6 1.57  iRpEHRE) 55 4. 98 0.91 o i
®E Wl 19.0 65.1 14. 3 1.6 0.0 1.6 1.48  BREFEWBh 12 2.26 0.52 — %
W2 32.0 44.0 8.0 16. 0 0.0 0.0 1.62 82 17 3.89 0. 64 =3
W3 3.3 93.3 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.50 RS 3 0.42 0. 36 LS
Wi 17.4 56. 5 8.7 17.4 0.0 2.8 1.89  RpEEHE 16 2.67 0. 54 e B
W5 50.9 35. 8 5.7 7.5 0.0 0.0 1.05 Ttk B 7 2.28 0.53 e B
W6 48. 4 29.7 21.9 0.0 0.0 5.9 1. 10 T sh 28 4.20 0.75 it R

w7 81.8 18.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 38.9 0. 27 ToHk 3l 10 2.97 0. 64 It K
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3.5 FEYMERRERR

Xof RETE P TR 0 o S i /K K S b o (GB 18668
—2002 F1 GB 3097 —1997) , Ti. % 15 ¥ Sl 370 AR 40 ot
RAF AL By A E &R S S E /&
B — R TR T A s KU BV A AR s AT
B 55— U KK BT A 1 (H K 4 1 TS HIL A (0. 68 £

0.16) mg/L FEE#EBR EE (0. 0740. 04) mg/L KA
VU KR E B IR N EGR O, BINE T 50
BT SRR 2 S K AR v 0 JEHLRURA T Pk B R 8 75 )
TC 25 53 A 26 S B K AR VA i S R T
IV A & 8 (8. 91 1. 4) mg/L & T (7. 4+
0.9) mg/L AT (7. 4£1.3) mg/L,

x4 HAEEBHBHKERARDUESH

Tab.4 Chemical parameters of water mass and sediment sampled between 2011—2013

28 BIME CEhRuEZ) T Hl AL P27

TK AR DO/mg « L' 7.84+1.3 6.2~10.2 13 2k
TeHLE/mg « L1 0.68+0.16 0. 26~0. 99 34 FAUES
1EPEBEBR AL /mg » L) 0.07+0. 04 0. 023~0. 225 34 FAUES

TLRY) A ML /1072 0.81240.28 0.34~1.16 7 —%

Ry /1076 46. 430. 7 12.7~87. 8 7 —%

Cd/10°¢ 0. 0840. 02 0.04~0. 10 7 —2%

Cr/10~¢ 17.546.4 6.7~24.0 7 —%

Cu/1075 24.34+7.2 11.2~29. 6 7 —%

Pb/10~6 32.2+7.5 19. 9~40. 0 7 —%

Zn/1076 104. 3+26. 4 57.5~126.0 7 —2%

Hg/10~¢ 0.05%0. 03 0. 02~0. 10 7 —%

As/1076 5.8+1.3 3.8~7.3 7 —%

£ /106 25.5+13.3 10. 5~49. 0 7 —2%

4 e

i F AMBI BRI, Hy i 44 % 08 A FIAZ 0 e 1
A R AT L 2 A TR [ b S 44 B 4 7 S L
I SEBE A AMBL 47 800 5, A7 28 4 F e 12 o
NHERE YRS L0 S SR ) b 44 S 7E WoRMS [ iy
(http://marinespecies. org/) _F TR X} AETT Y TP 44
SRR AMBLIZTTEAE . WL ARBFFEH s Austino-
gebia wuhsienweni ({fi B W I ¥F) 5 Upogebia wuh-
sienweni | Tellina minuta (/NS PRE) 5 Nitidotellina
minuta 55 J 6 B R 4. AN KRR T 2 BN
(Polychaeta) 70 % Fl (Nereidae) | ¥b %% J& ( Neanthes) [
Wit 3 vb 48 ( Neanthes glandicincta) , AMBI V5. 0 %
PR A EGLLAH 48 2037 27 5 058 R - 1% 1) Rl
FH AT ED B AR R e e 3 A A
RO 2R U K] 0 X8, AT BRI s 7o
T TR — SO RN AT L A B HA A A
EGL {HiZ P Fh i) 4= 2553 4 T e — B R

Z: B ST T A5 10 2 B PR 48 8005 Y R IATY L B

GRS M T 32 15 YR S 2O YO B P TS g
AMBI 32 U] 1] Wiy 5 43 3l Ak %58 B2 40 2 AR 35 T
M-AMBI 33 8875 2 W5 35009 A2 25 20 5 4R 00 o —
UL R o IR AP R R 2 AR R M-
AMBI {f 2575 115 TR o AR 22 5 G iU 28 1A
A3 AR TE VS T i) W6 F1 W7 3t A5r W A A 75 kL v 4
(Tethya aurantium) , §i] §) 3} 3] ( Echinogorgia sp.) .
AN 2 (Cavernularia glans) \JRIE ffi i 2% (Cerian-
thus fili formis) JJ& [ IR 88 (Lituaria amoyensis) \4¢
WM AL B W (Mimachlamys nobilis) . 5 B i B
(Amphioplus spp. ) F1fH % & (Amphiura spp. ) %, 3
RIS 11 ) AR A PR I i A0 TV O 3 mT RE 5 T T 7
fifp A i ROK S BE I I TN G ARAEY
BT I S TG T T P TR ) RN
IKARTEAILZU I 1 9t e B s (EL T AR o e AT AR A
U5 G5 — R DU o AR . T I,
AMBI 8¢ M-AMBI A1 3 fiE 5 Al A 1 28 5 i
S5 RIS BT 1) — Bk

2005 4F 10 J 1 9 £ 45 5 07 - 3% 10 000 R R
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AR MR H 3R 4500 F 2~9 fl 1.7~
220.9 g/m’ 1 0.72 ~ 2.52, AMBI {§ 4~ F 0.61 ~
5. 18, M8l % 9 Oy JoHh 3 — B i 3 . M- AMBI fE A
F 0. 17~0. 63, AE B IAEF FRCR B NI R — 4 (R
5 P BB 3 A I YD 2 /) Sk U (Capitellidae
und. ) (EGV) . ZE £ 2 (Oligochaeta und. ) (EGV) Fl4#
I (Chironomus sp.) (EGI) %, M Z T ,2011 —
2013 AF 2 S 1) 2B 28 BRI i A T AT A X AT RE S

2005 4FJFE FHA 0 95 e 38 T RA 56 , 36 TR o 52
ST L G X B A 0 W3 LA
I P AR A3 13 AR P K P SRSt
PETRET 2007 4ESEAR SRR, 55 4h. M 2010 46 TF 1 oS
U3 T S R R B A B T R TR 0
PR G R ST 11 e T e T )
TR K BN ) Ak ATIF T AR D B 1 2 2
S T TR A SR

RS 2005 £ 10 A RS &L AMBI & M-AMBI 35 1&
Tab.5 Results of AMBI and M-AMBI for each stations in October 2005

Wify @ /indem 2 EYRE/gem? T H AMBI EIEIE R M-AMBI HBIER B
1 60 1.7 7 2.52 0.63 T A 3 0.63 A=,
2 24 117.7 5 2.25 1. 00 Je e 5l 0. 56 A=,
3 2784 220.9 9 1.48 0.61 Jetksh 0.57 B
4 500 3.6 2 0.72 3. 60 P 0. 23 g
5 440 1.8 3 0. 94 5.18 %] 0.17 P
5 sk AF VA S IR Ath B MR A EG A i A 4

2011—2013 4E 6 MUK 42 3l R 3L %58 KR A
P 9171 106 B 193 i, 2 £ (83 Fl) L H 7235 (53
i) AR A Bl 9 (25 Bl J2 12 065 300 32 B AL S 2K B
PRI AT 20 1 T 249 6 % B AR W a4 i
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e R R el Ay T SR 1 24 o G B R L O 84 8 L
BT A IRT B 43 3 AT 3K (170 179) ind/m’ 0. 83
13 726, LA HAFD (IRI>100) 7 45 L5 e L 75 75 {8l
AL 22 BAE U R A R R R — R IR R R
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{BLAA IR 25 2315 BB BE AR o 2% 98 SR 1) A 285 B 58 o AR
DU BEAR FOR VR IR S8 A 3 S 9 B FE AL Bl AR 3
HEE RO T — MO0 RLZ 18] 1 1A AR S 3 0
SR AL T35 A L3 R] RE S I BRI A A Sk B
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SER SV AL BURGR S SN SEPTTE T
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fE ST IR K
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Assessing benthic ecological status in stressed Wuyuan Bay
(Xiamen, China) using AMBI and M-AMBI

Lin Heshan', Yu Weiwei' , Liu Kun' , He Xuebao' , Lin Junhui' , Huang Yaqin',
Chen Bin' ,Zheng Chengxing' , Wang Jianjun'

(1. Laboratory of Marine Biology and Ecology . Third Institute of Oceanography » State Oceanic Administration , Xiamen 361005,
China)

Abstract: Six surveys were conducted during 2011 — 2013 to assess the benthic ecological status of the stressed
Wuyuan Bay (Xiamen,China) by the AZTT’'S Marine Biotic Index (AMBI) and multivariatee AMBI (M-AMBD. A
total of 193 species of macrobenthos were identified, which were belonged to 9 phyla and 106 families. The domina-
ted ones were polychaetes, crustaceans and mollusks,which have 83,53,and 25 species, respectively. The dominant
species of polychaetes were Pista brevibranchia ,Ruditapes philippinarum , Tharyx sp. s Amaeana trilobata , Prion-
ospio malmgreni , Terebellides stroemii ,Melita longidactyla , Austinogebia wuhsienweni and Amaeana occidentalis.
The average density and biomass (mean £ SD across all stations) of the total macrobenthos were (518+292) ind/
m’ and (54. 8+88.9) g/m’,respectively. The results showed that most sampling stations were slightly disturbed,
and the benthic ecological status of Wuyuan Bay were between “moderate” and “good”. Compared with the results
of 2005,the average taxa numbers, the average density, biodiversity and M-AMBI values in the stressed Wuyuan
Bay were increased, which might benefit from the uncork rebuilt of Wuyuan and Gaoji Causeway, treatment of ma-
rine environmental and improvement of water exchange in Wuyuan Bay and Xiamen area.

Key words: AMBI; M-AMBI; macrobenthos; benthic ecological status; Wuyuan Bay
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Appendix 1 Species list and their ecological group assignation (V5 November 2014) in the Wuyuan Bay
A A ) 25 41
L& FLT 4 . L& BT % .
(EG) (EG)
EZ RS Porifera B )i 4i 1% Azorinus coarctatus 1
A7 725 A5 1 4 Tethya aurantium 1 VAL Cultellus scal prum I
T e 3 4 Cnidaria oy W (5] i Cycladicama cumingii m
Al Cavernularia glans 1 s [ ey Cycladicama semiasperoides Il
BRI A ifg 2% Cerianthus fili formis I o iR R Cylichna biplicata il
%% Cerianthus sp. I R B b iy Gari pallida I
490 30 588 Echinogorgia sp. N. A. WL % = ih Gari truncata 1
T R T Lituaria amoyensis N. A. ) G Lyonsia sp. Il
r AR T Y Pteroeides chinense N.A. || dpi Mactra sp. T
g 1 Veretillum sp. N. A. A S HIFL IR DL Mimachlamys nobilis 1
Vg Virgularia sp. 1 1% 12 Mitrella bella 1
HIE 5 Nemertea 2 IR A T Modiolus modulaides i
i AL H Cephalothrizx sp. T1 B AR Moerella culter 1
i 21 Cerebratulus sp. AR Ay Nassarius succinctus 1l
EZCEN Polychaeta CRALY 15 Nucula faba T
XL P 45 15 7 Aglaophamus dibranchis I A EIAAT Ruditapes philippinarum m
45 N 3 U 7 Aglaophamus lobatus il IR Wk /N HE ey Saccella cuspidata 1
N 15 7= Aglaophamus sp. Il K &in Sanguinolaria tellinoides N. A.
(LR S Amaeana occidentalis I R Solen brevissimus 1
814 oy Amaeana trilobata 1 e A Tellina minuta 11
Iy PG Aphelochaeta marioni v JHE AR Tellina pinguis 1
g Aricidea sp. 1 B #h Theora lata 1
i) 7 Armandia sp. 1 By Trigonothracia jinxingae 1
U Auchenoplax sp. N.AL | BHiG Yoldia similis 1
N3 Capitellidae und. v e Crustacean
i U 7% Ceratonereis mirabilis Il i H Alpheus brevicristatus 1]
T RE 1 1L Chloeia parva 1l H A B R Alpheus japonicus I
S F b 7R Diopatra chiliensis il B Alpheus sp. 1
ERUE Drilonereis filum I S F WUHR %4 IR Ampelisca brevicornis 1
A5 Eteone sp. I} X BUHR 4 R Ampelisca furcigera 1
WL & Eunice indica Jii 25 J5 XL 44 R Ampelisca miharaensis 1
LY & Euniphysa aculeata N. A. Ji S S o IR Aty popenaeus stenodactylus N. A.
- E Flabelligeridae und. I fH ER 5 B R Austinogebia wuhsienweni 1
KWy b g Glycera chirori 1l ERNUEAET Byblis japonicus I
W) v & Glycera sp. 1 [58] f8 22 FT 1R Caprella penantis 1]
ST H v A Glycinde gurjanovae Il JBE N V5 AR 4 Caviphazus jiaozhouwanensis I]
K Ha ploscoloplos elongatus \} B Charybdis variegata ii
A i Harmothoé sp. | i & 2 W Clorida decorata N. A.
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g1
A FLT 4 A hXA T4 EEXS%H%U
(EG (EG)

J5 48 1 Laonice cirrata Il T oy 3 e FEocuma latum 11
25 Leocrates chinensis N. A. I3} 53 Ericthonius pugnax I
HeRAG Vb A& Leonnates persicus I} FEV) IRV 54 IR Eriopisella sechellensis 1
SRk Leonnates sp. Il [SREEEALN Gammaropsis utinomii 1
Jiit 8 Loimia medusa Il A AR # 3 Grandidierella japonica m
W% Lumbrineris cruzensis I R N Hezapinus granuli ferus N. A.
SRR E Lumbrineris heteropoda 11 KL A Hyastenus diacanthus
IR & Lumbrineris nagae Il ECE R N ANEAL AN Idunella curvidactyla I

TR R & Lumbrineris shiinoi I I i 4 U Iphimedia sp. I
R & Lumbrineris sp. Il ;- 3SiAGEAEN Jassa marmorata \'
HEL T ER Lygdamis giardi 1 IK B 55 B HR Latreutes anoplonyx 1
5T o Maldanidae und. 1 23 BB 4 MR Leptochela aculeocaudata m
g Marphysa sanguinea i 2 sk Leptochelia dubia i
HESHR Marphysa stragulum I H 75 K R Macrophthalmus de finitus 1
] oy Mediomastus sp. Il £ F8 I R th 4 R Melita longidactyla 1
K ) i Melinna sp. |l J1 %0 o u Meta penaeus ensis I
IR S Neanthes sp. Il R B 4 R T Neoxenophthalmus obscurus I
R Nectoneanthes oxypoda I 7N Ay 1 Nursia minor I
Sl Vb B Nectoneanthes sp. 1 T MR 55 4 R Orchomene sp. if
EA SR Nephtys polybranchia 1l H A 7€ 2 7K &l Paranthura japonica 1
VSR S Nephtys sp. il TR o Parapanope euagora N. A.
bOES Nereis sp. | [ERECEIV = AT Paraphotis sinensis il
o ) Notomastus sp. Il K55 8 H AR Pareurystheus amakusaensis N. A.
W% 3E B Onuphis eremita Il EENE SO Penaeus japonicus N. AL
16T £ 10 B Ophelina grandis 1 Xif UF 4l A Penaeus sp. N. A.
ViR Ophelina sp. 1 SRR S B I Photis hawaiensis I
HE Skl Orbinia sp. 1 e b 25 ) R Pontocrates altamarinus 11
P A0 b v Oxydromus angusti frons Il SRR Porcellana pulchra 1
LR 20 R Paralacydonia paradoxa Il qFR T8 Portunus gracilimanus 1
WL T A Paraleonnates uschakovi I} RMER TR Portunus iranjae 1
S AHE A Paraprionospio pinnata v 2R R L B 1 44 R Pseudambasia acuticaudata N. A.

LR & Pectinaria papillosa 1 W I it JB H Pseudosphyrapus anomalus m
-2 Ha Phyllodocidae und. Il 9B a0 L Raphidopus ciliatus 1
NEET N Phylo ornatus 1 T R 2 Sinocorophium lamellatum il
5 AR o Pista brevibranchiata Il I 21 L g 0 Sinoediceros sp. I
e e Pista sp. Il rp A A5 AR Solenocera crassicornis Il
HE R Pista typha Il S M i 4 BR Stenothoe valida Il
[ A e Poecilochaetus serpens 1 e 5 i Trissoplax dentata Il
Bl Poecilochaetus sp. I i I 00 7 A Typhlocarcinops denticarpus I
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g1
A5 A
A FLT 4 hXA T4

(EG (EG)
Al Polydora sp. I\ Y K R Xenophthalmus pinnotheroides 11
Z i Polynoidae und. N. A. Tk Kz B Echinodermata
[ECEP RIS Praxillella gracilis I UG ke Amphioplus depressus i
LAY Praxillella sp. 1li W5 e 2 Amphioplus laevis il
27 R HE 5 Prionospio malmgreni I rh AR e R Amphioplus sinicus I
HEth Prionospio sp. v O3 U BH % Amphiura divaricata Il
25 Sabellidae und. 1 FH % 2 & Amphiura sp. I
B H Samytha sp. 1 X T JE YT Phyllophorella liuwutiensis N. A.
PECITE i Schistomeringos sp. I GRERUPURS Phyllophorus spiculata N. A.
W 95 Hy Scolelepis sp. Il A 4 2 Protankyra bidentata I
T 3 2 A Scoloplos marsupialis 1 MBS Ascidiacea
N Scoloplos sp. 1 44 M Botryllus sp. 1
VAR ES: Sigambra hanaokai I LT B Y Herdmania momus 1
EN B Sternaspis scutata Il 90 6 Styela plicata I
o 40 1 7 0 1l Sthenelais fusca I i Fish
H 7 5 fi dy Sthenolepis japonica Il ERL L F Rt Apocryptodon madurensis N. A.
ELN Syllidae und. 1l el 18 fifsy Callionymus huguenini N. A.
B8 A Tambalagamia fauveli N. A. A6 25 Cirrhimuraena chinensis N. A.
i i Terebellides stroemii 1 i b i 4 Muraenichthys gymnopterus N. A.
pUIEEL Tharyx sp. 1\l ZTAR G LR Odontamblyo pus rubicundus N. A.
By Tylonereis bogoyawlenskyi I L7 R R R £ Parachaeturichthys polynema N. A.
BRIy Sipuncula B3 i) Solea ovata N. A.
SEEREE R Phascolosoma arcuatum 1 i 2 853 i} P £A1 Taenioides anguillaris N. A.
AR BhY) Mollusca FLAE 2t Trypauchen vagina N. A.
H R s Arcuatula japonica i

7 :N. A. =Not assigned, 4= 24 5l K & Fh 2,



