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Biodiversity of Macrobenthos of Sea Area in Daishan
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2. East China Sea Branch of SOA, Shanghai 200137, China)

Abstract: Using the sampling data of Macrobenthos in spring (May) and summer (August) 2015
around the Daishan sea area, the species composition, abundance, biomass, dominant species, di-
versity were analyzed.The main results were listed as the follows.There were collected 15 species
in Spring and 22 species in summer, which belong to Nemertean, Coelenterate, Annelid (Poly-
chaetes) , molluscs, Arthropod, echinoderm and so on.Polychaetes were the species with highest
quantities in two cruises. The dominant species of macrobenthos in spring at the Daishan sea area
were Sternaspis scutata » Dentinephtys glabra » Aglaophamus dibranchis ,and Ophiura kinbergi.
The dominant species of macrobenthos in summer at the Daishan sea area were Sternaspis scuta-

ta yAmaeana occidentalis sand Lumbrineris heteropoda.sternaspis scutata were common dominant
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species in two cruises. The average abundance of all stations were 22 ind./m?”, abundance range

were 0~90ind./m? in spring. The average abundance were 38ind./m?*,abundance range were 0~

165 ind./m?® in summer at Daishan sea area.The average biomass of all stations were 0.81 g/m?,

biomass range were 0~2.65g/m?’ in spring. The average biomass were 2.29 g/m?, biomass range

were 0~16.25g/m? in summer at Daishan sea area. The average biodiversity index value (H') of

all stations were 0.70,range of biodiversity index value were 0~1.75 in spring. The average biodi-

versity index value (H") were 0.67,range of biodiversity index value were 0~1.75 in summer at

Daishan sea area.There was no significant difference between seasons.
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