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TEGR P XK ITIT RO B 5 k¥ R BRI B
(B 1D,F 201755 A.2018 4 5 A.2018 4£ 10 A
2019 4F 5 HiEAT T 4 A A BUCRFE 10 d, R
FE ARG =2 WM BN (M EH 1~5 cm, W& 0.6~
1.5 m, MK 100~300 m, & RKAE 3~5 h) & & H
P E 2 cms P 100 m, P& 1.5 m, 7 KAE L
12 h) FIERE (8K 10~30 m, W H 1 cm, & KAIE
12 b, FERIGINHGE & &5 R AL 1 AR DL 1R
LRy ) R IR 2 ot EL R A R A B K TR
B o SR A SFEA SR AT A S 45 8 GHIAL K A A=)
WFSE BT 0 2 WF 98 %5, 19765 W5 BT 3, 19985 % 57 %
19995 AR FT 2000 | 1A A= Py 2 0 L 0 3 46 A
2K (mm) SEK (mm) AEE (2.
1.2 @l kEFRAE

2018 4 5 AEMAI XN HEAT T 1 kil K 7
SR L R BB AF RS 45 2 3l [l 75 R0 4 (Bio-
Sonics DT-X) ZE7K B A #4727 8 FE AL 480 . - 0)
ASC T 5 7 PR A A 0, RSk AZKIRFEZY 0.5 m, SR
H Garmin Mapsource # 4 5 i I 1 55 48 W0 A 38
BRI 8 ~ 12 km/h 8 I B0 45 R 4 4 Visual
Acquisition 5.0.3, BN S RO B WLE 1,
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Fig.1 Sampling site locations for the fish resource survey
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Tab.1 Echo sounder parameter settings

EXil B Li<R V2
R IR 199 kHz
e gt 2T 249 3 Split-beam
W £ 6.8 )
KPR 221 dB
el R A -51.3 dB
Jok w58 0.4 ms
Jik o 451 2 5 ping/s
i 25 3 25 40 TVG
5 {E - 130 dB
1.3 HIESH

1.3.1 gk 4 2 e 2 A0 43 i RV T O AR HE
DS 1) AR ) B AT o A . Gt AR M) Rl 26
ERMEH GRS MENEEE OO BEA
30 CFIIREE (@) S dE bR . Ol FUEAS AE R AR
VI 2% 5, % ) origin 2018 #F 47 ¥a 3K W 19 B 2K 4y
Br. >R A XT B 2 35 40 (index of relative impor-
tance, IRD) (Pinkas L et al, 1970) X} £ 28 fff # F
Fror2ds . HA 4 bR fE N IRIZ=1000 4 3 Fl (domi-
nant species) ; 100<CIRI<C1000 WV ## (subdomi-
nant species); 10 <CIRI<C100 £ 4 Fl ( companion
species) ; IRI<C10 fH# WLFH (rare species)

1.3.2 F 3 B oA XK S 00 B s R
H Echoview 4.9 8443 #7 24 98020 2% 3 T 40 S 4800
B XX RSB, G BUKTE T 1 m 2R
#RE 0.5 m Z[E] A5 5 B s b BR M BT . AR5 Ak BN
01 8 T I 4 R VP 45 (2010) B 5 A HEAT L
2o BE s ] 43 A R AreGIS 10.2 234l

2 ERE5SMH

2.1 BEMEAM
AR YA A MR A 0 25 83 A Al (3£ 2), 45

B0 BRI XA A A 2 154 B SRR 11 B
25 Bk 85 Jm. HP g H 99 B, o5 a2 R A
64. 28%; R MBS H .21 B, 5 13.63%; 559 H
17 B, o5 11,040 SR H 5 F, b 3,250 83E H
4, 2.58%0 B H 3 Fh. b 1L 95 %0 @A AL A
it 5, &P B, 68 H MEEE H & 1, & A
0.65%,

KAVLT R R 2 62 Fl, Py 523 A 1Y 147
Fep Y 92 PR SR A2 5, B B AP 7 M, o 0] O 2R 52
3 I BE /N4 (Microphysogobio tungtingensis) .
#5 (Cirrhinus molitorella) BE#8E (Cyprinus carpio
var. specularis)  BE 55 Rl (Ictalurus puncta-
tus) JEE W F 8% (Clarias gariepinus) {7 J1] Vb I il
(Odontobutis potamophila), F PN 1E K £ 7]
02 51 Fi, A 77 Rl 26 R RAER], 1E
TS L b o R W K S B A A o A iy R, A
78 it A AE RV oA
2.2 EIRYISH

AR A R 521 895 B, ME307. 4 kg,

2.2.1 KL T MR T 5 MILE 4 i
HIBCHE . B 8 (T, fulvidraco) iR 8 (Squalidus
argentatus) NPLHEF 4l 4 (Coreius heterodon) | i
(Parabramis pekinensi ) 7% IR 8 ( Squaliobarbus
curriculus) 58 i (Gnathopogon imberbis) } WAL
SR PR A AP 5 KR 8% (Sini perca kneri) | J8 0
(Acheilognathus barbatulus) . [B 18 W) il (Rhinogo-
bio cylindricus) JJEIETEHAA (T, nitidus) 55 11 F#,
8 W R G 45 ¥ 44 (Creno pharyngodon idellus) 933k
1 (Culter dabryi) \ w. 8UR 0 (S. wolterstor f fi) 55
32 . BORUM L AR R R L B R R, IR B T
S 8406 Al fh b i AR W) 04 F A LE A . O 40,97 %4
(%3,
2.2.2 R¥ M MRS RIEMEGE 1 MTE 4 )
WA O i R DL R (H. bleekeri) MR
2R U RE 0 KR BRI 7/l SR D /v 208 L VA s o T2
LR O R RCE S R B T 63,5400 A1 60.08 %%
(R4, R, F B W) iR 2 (Rhinogobius giuri-
nus) . 8 (Carassius auwratus ). T K ¥ 8 A (T,
vachelli )55 10 F g WAL HAFh, F2 A4 ML FE AL (Cyp-
rinus carpio) .\ & 'l (Hemibarbus labeo ) . 1t Mg
(H. maculatus) 55 7 Ffr, {8 W #4245 6 5 ¢ il
(Saurogobio gymnocheilus) . B 8 1, 1€ B &) V0 6K
(Parabotia fasciata) 5535 Fft,
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Tab.2 Fish species list for the White-Flag Dolphin National Nature Reserve of Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow, Yangtze River

o2

2017 — 2019 4F

ok

2017 — 2019 4F

SHEH
i}
13K [KfF Acipenser dabryanus
2 WHEHT Acipenser sinensis
3 243846 Hybrid sturgeon
A
4 F#3 Psephurus gladius
#HIRER
iR fa B
5 K4t Protosalanx chinensis
6 KWy 0 4R 4 Hemisalanx brachyrostralis
7 ZEAG AR 1 Neosalanx oligodontis
8 KiHIH 4R i Neosalanx taihuensis
9 ‘% TR i Neosalanx anderssoni
58 i B
3 figg o}
10 88 Anguilla japonica
& H
fis o}
11 it Tenualosa reevesii
A}
12 JI1#% Coilia nasus
13 /it Coilia brachygnathus
#1H
i R}
14 FE8E 8 Zacco platypus
15 B O i Opsariichthys bidens
16 HABANEN Aphyocypris chinensis
17 H 1t Mylopharyngodon piceus
18 i Luciobrama macrocephalus
19 ¥ A Cteno pharyngodon idellus
20 JRHR 85 Squaliobarbus curriculus
21 #& Ochetobius elongatus
22 % Elopichthys bambusa
23 Bt Pseudolaubuca sinensis
24 B Pseudolaubuca engraulis
25 Ui Toxabramis swinhonis
26 %Hemiculler leucisculus
27 N E Hemiculter bleekeri
28 L1 4 JF B Cultrichthys erythropterus
29 FWEHA Culter alburnus
30 ST Culter mongolicus
31 2R3 Culter oxycephalus
32 K [CHA Culter dabryi
33 Rk Culter oxycephaloides
34 f Parabramis pekinensis
35 M3k i Megalobrama amblycephala
36 = ffifli Megalobrama terminalis
37 4R 8 Xenocypris argentea
38 B R Xenocypris davidi
39 AMBEEH Xenocypris microlepis
40 R #R Distoechodon tumirostris
A1 Utk Pseudobrama simoni
42 % Aristichthys nobilis
43 #i Hypophthalmichthys molitrizx
44 [ Hemibarbus labeo
45 Wy Hemibarbus maculatus
46 F Hifh Pseudorasbora parva
47 4B 8§ Sarcocheilichthys sinensis
48 MEEWE Sarcocheilichthys nigripinnis

oA
oA
Ol

OA

OA
OA
OA
OA
OA

OO d OO0 g O Oal a0
00000000, ,000000 , 000, ,0,000000,0,0,

49 VL.V Sarcocheilichthys kiangsiensis
50 11 Squalidus argentatus

51 524810 Squalidus nitens

52 AU Squalidus wolterstorffi

53 it Coreius heterodon

54 [ 114 4 Coreius guioti

55 Wil Rhinogobio typus

56 [R & Wyl Rhinogobio cylindricus

57 K@é%ﬁﬁ Rhinogobio ventralis

58 W FE W) il Rhinogobio hunanensis

59 S RS Platysmacheilus nudiventris
60 £ B 8l Platysmacheilus longibarbatus
61 HJE ] Platysmacheilus exiguus

62 BEAE 1A Abbottina rivularis

63 L L /NE Microphysogobio kiatingensis
64 il g /INEER) Microphysogobio tungtingensis
65 i) Pseudogobio vaillanti

66 K Mgl Saurogobio dumerili

67 g fify Saurogobio dabryi

68 Y Jis g fify Saurogobio gymnocheilus

69 AWM AT Saurogobio gracilicaudatus
70 ‘H B 8k Gobiobotia filifer

71 ® 7K EE Gobiobotia meridionalis

72 SEEREKEE Xenophysogobio boulengeri
73 WK E Gobiobotia brevirostris

74 EREEEE Rhodeus ocellatus

75 B A B Rhodeus Lighti

76 K fif Acheilognathus macropterus
77 WRWE % Acheilognathus omeiensis

78 it i Acheilognathus tonkinensis

79 %GNG Acheilognathus babatulus

80 E W% Acheilognathus hypselonotus
81 LA Acheilognathus gracilis

82 MY fif% Acheilognathus chankaensis

83 %R Paracheilognathus imberbis
84 HAEE Y Spinibarbus sinensis

85 T 6B Acrossocheilus monticolus
86 i 1 W 1 Scaphesthes macrolepis
87 H B i Onychostoma sima

88 #% Cirrhinus molitorella

89 # Cyprinus carpio

90 Bt Cyprinus carpio var. specularis

~

©

Do

N

o

©

91 #l Carassius auratus
DiARE:R=
92 B AR 5 Myxocyprinus asiaticus
kL
93 I BRI B}k Paracobitis variegatus
94 JE AR RN Bk Paracobitis potanini
95 AV Botia superciliaris
96 FEBKERI VP Parabotia fasciata
97 SRV Parabotia maculosa
98 I B FI VL Parabotia banarescui
99 K ffk Leprobotia elongata
100 238 Leprobotia taeniops
101 2L )8 M6 Leptobotia rubrilabris
102 %7 Wik Leptobotia orientalis

103 MUK i B i 8K Leptobotia tietaiensis hanshuiensis

104 F 4888k Cobitis sinensis
105 etk Misgurnus anguillicaudatus
106 KR Ve, Paramisgurnus anus

O
o
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oA
oA
OA
o
[
OA
OA
OA
OA
OA
[
OA
ONA
OA
OA
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oA
OA
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OA
OA
OA
o
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Bk 2

U S 2017 - 2019 4§ ook 2017 - 2019 4§
107 - FFJE 22 O 6k Vanmanenia pingchowensis OA R
108 J¢ L LB W 8K Para protomyzon lungkowensis OA 134 H % Oryzias latipes OA
- fig kR MmstE
109 B3kt Lepturichthys fimbriata OA fik B}
110 ALV Jinshaia sinensis OA 135 [a] F fi Hyporamphus intermedius [ )
111 BUAK S - fék Metahomaloptera omeiensis hangshuiensis OM | & EH
112 W WH 5 -5 Metahomaloptera omeiensis OA 4 i a B
RS 136 #ifiE Monopterus albus [ ]
it} LB ]
113 # it Tachysurus fulvidraco [ J fig ®h
114 KA G Pelteobagrus eupogon [ J 137 8% Siniperca chuatsi [ }
115 FLIC # it Pelteobagrus vachelli [ ] 138 KR Siniperca kneri Garman [ ]
116 6% 18 it Pelteobagrus nitidus [ ) 139 BE8E Siniperca scherzeri Steindachner [ ]
117 KWy fifi Leiocassis longirostris [ ] 140 K B i Siniperca roulei OA
118 WEME Leiocassis crassilabris [ ) i fi R
119 [& Bl #2 Pseudobagrus tenuis [ ) 141 Y YE6E Odontobutis obscurus [ )
120 B I8 Pseudobagrus ussuriensis oA 142 W )1 V5 Y56 Odontobutis potamophila [ ] §'¢
121 Y B8 Pseudobagrus truncatus [ ) 143 /NEE ) i Micro percops swinhonis OA
122 ML Pseudobagrus emarginatus O R g £ R}
123 YR8 Pseudobagrus pratti O 144 G Bz B 85 0% 1 Mugilogobius myzxodermus OA
124 %5 B Pseudobagrus brevicaudatus O 145 F W R % 4 Rhinogobius giurinus [ )
125 KEEHE Mystus macropterus [ ] 146 & W) 5 55 £ Rhinogobius brunneus OA
il b 147 I [CW) R 5% 8 Rhinogobius clifford popei OA
126 il Silurus asotus [ ) S| Af R
127 B Silurus meridionalis [ ) 148 [ B 3} fi Macropodus chinensis OA
il A} 149 X 3| it Macropodus opercularis [ ]
128 BE & XA Ictalurus punctatus ONMA| F
i S ol Bl 150 &1 Channa argus [ ]
129 {0 Liobagrus marginatus OA 151 A # Channa asiatica oA
130 A&kl Liobagrus marginatoides OA o] 5 R
ik Bl 152 BRI Bk Mastacembelus sinensis [ ]
131 @ L Motk Glyprothorax fokiensis OA 153 KMk Mastacembelus armatus OA
132 e g fk Glyprothorax sinensis OA | #ZH
133 F W 7l Clarias gariepinus OWMA| HiFl
2 B 154 BEBUHR It Taki fugu fasciatus OA

T - OZR YOI 2 A SR AR B B0 17 510 SR A28, @ 7R I YA A R AR B A% . AR TTT T i A9 R 28, A YR 285 1 R 2, Sk S il

Note: O represents species not collected in this survey but recorded historically, @ species collected in this survey. A species found only in

the main stream of the Yangtze River, lnew categories in this survey, % exotic species

x3 KITRERWAEN

Tab.3 Composition of fish catches in the main stem of the Yangtze River

i % HAEL/ % RAL/ % %/ % ¥ /g IRI
WA Tachysurus fulvidraco 1.56 54.87 55.85 41.28 3152
A Squalidus argentatus 0.73 14.38 91.09 5.95 1376
it Coreius heterodon 40.97 8.99 19.48 228.75 973
filg Parabramis pekinensi 13.76 2.25 16.88 307.20 270
IR 88 Squaliobarbus curriculus 10.60 1.85 16.88 287.50 210
HRAH Gnathopogon imberbis 1.87 2.31 24.68 40.55 103
KHUR W Siniperca kneri 5.22 1.16 15.58 226.45 99
BWUE Acheilognathus barbatulus 0.11 2.45 18.18 3.14 47
5] 155 Wy fiy Rhinogobio cylindricus 2.01 0.69 12.99 145.43 35
YeFEFith Tachysurus nitidus 1.48 1.49 10.39 49.99 31

B 21.69 9.56

TE 3.61~4.84; RIEM B R 1 28, 5 RILTREESAK
BEE R T 7,28, RALEFEM, RIS EE 1Y
RBEEM S KT TRAER KX S E 2),

2.2.3 KN HWIARYHRK RERIHK
BREE N 2 AR ZERE . RICTWBE O H .
USTRSINUPSIFRCETIRNE -5/ 0 W N SRS & SN0} )
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Tab.4 Composition of fish catches in Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow
i B ER/ % R/ % IR/ % ¥ /g IRI
Y 8 Fith Tachysurus nitidus 63.54 60.08 100. 00 11.40 12362
n EE%,L Hemiculter bleekeri 8.13 7.10 86.08 10.94 1311
R4 Squalidus argentatus 3.12 5.59 81.01 4.83 706
F BV E 1 Rhinogobius giurinus 1.54 3.31 91.14 3.82 442
#l Carassius auratus 2.50 5.40 55.70 13.04 440
R M Tachysurusvachelli 4.30 1.35 65.82 26.31 372
L8 Pseudobrama simoni 3.74 1.59 58.23 19.46 310
g fi Saurogobio dabryi 2.08 2.13 51.90 10.17 219
R S ) 8 ik Paramisgurnus dabryanus 1.79 0.87 56.96 16.88 152
HE8R Sarcocheilichthys sinensis 2.23 0.73 44.30 25.35 131
fifi Silurus asotus 1.41 1.37 43.04 17.29 120
KM Fih Tachysurus eupogon Boulenger 1.29 0.69 51.90 16.12 103
M 4.33 9.79
8 (1.1040.83) FI (1. 13+ 0.85) BB /m® . f i ik 5] T
o 3.48 & /m® . i r (] X ) 285 R A L i I
, B A SK 0,01 & /m* (I 1),
.‘gﬁ ] '—|—|
S 4
N
A 29°51°0” NF
2-

KEEN  HT O AHE  Ex MO RSO
K
Group

B2 AERERERYBESH

Fig.2 Cluster analysis of fish caught at different
sampling sites

23 ZEESZESH
231 KITmaxzpaod KRPFXKILTR
KR (028 % B R (0,40 = 0.38) 8 /m?, a2k
WA B BRI 22 5 . B BB SR
R, T L7205 B /m® s 1 TR X B
BB AR TR (0.3240.36) B /m* (] 3.,

29°55'0"Nf ’ I
29°50°0"
. t
. L
5
29°45'0" /’
P ] \ *
s BB ot
E0.30 } 5km
M £:0.01 £ fo—
29°40'0" r L : : L
112°25'0" 112°35°0" 112°45'0"E

3 KIFREESH
Fig.3 Fish density distribution in the main

stem of the Yangtze River
232 R¥EMNEEaRXZE 24 RIPXKIEN
BACE K SR A £ 28 P 2 B O (0,94 £+ 0.81) & /m” .
HEZK TN H K PR AS X8R s 8 R A, A i

29°500"t

29°49'0" ¢

20°48°0"F
2]
a5 /4> + I
343 1km
0,01 % — | ki :
112°330" 112°35'0" 112°37'0"E

B4 RBMEXZTEZHESH
Fig.4 Fish density distribution in the Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow
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AR YRR A 45 R B, AR A XK VT R R K G
2 DK S B IRAEAE AR 25 5, F AR AE
FpR 2T R BE . IR AR B R X
FTA 1 154 Fp a2 TR R XK RIL 40 A A 78
T 01 8 AR R VT 9 0 A G K B0 A Al A 4y
b, B b RS KSR T KT R
1972 AR W5 - 5 SR A W 5 KV AH 38 , KR8
YK SR 11 i 20 D5 0 b 70 R B AR R
T H5RICA KRS MR . IR B Ak A 27
KT RGP K I P A P 35 R 32 2 g S8 B i D
T VR S /N AL IS 0B £ S B R 3 N R UK R
R A TR SRR 2 TE RV T, i R A
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SR CA/INALE IS Sy 32, G B 30 40 | AR 45 [ I 4
0 [ R W ) A A K A T A R B e 0
2, AT R, KRG I K B A £1 268 % 8 J
T RVL T . — M = L AR (R B R Y B A
B UK PR Y 0 2 R R R IR TR OK R L X 2
H T K PR3 P B T D S AR A S R A ) R
TR KPR TR ) Y R 0 2 R R I OE
FHOCHE CRABIAE,2019)
32 RPREEXFFENTHES

WAL PR RER M 83 M, LR A
71 Fhok R £ B, A ] (Psephurus gladius) . i
( Luciobrama
reevesii) SRS A ALAE A QR AP X A I8 A 3] A
MRAILK R P EZAFERI, R WP ARG
(Acipenser sinensis) JWAR A (Myzocy prinus asiat-
icus) ik 3 (Aci penser dabryanus)iX 3 Ff [E % 2%
PR #0120 2 1 58 I 1 A, T A R SR AR B T 2
SCEGFIAT)I YD G i 2 Fh AR Tl g Ab i 3R i KL
FEAERF S A2 /)N LU A8 R 441, 2001 — 2003 4 19
R R 72 g (X445, 2005) , 2010 — 2011 42
52.52 g(UARHEAE,2012) . AR A K 49.68 g, LA
AR X R IR AR B S KR
RAE Zh e — S (B SCE 5, 2007) B R E MR
PRI D 2 M i A £ 28 KR BAR AD, il K 4 Ah
SRR N AR )N AR Y Bk TR 2k

2 R T AR YA A 1 IS ) A OCORTR R U B AR S
F18 8] e 25 R HURR AT 002 O Sz e D 4 X 1Y £ 25 W 5 R
AR R B 0 R Fh R BONT B LL S PR BLAE (0 R 2R ED
AR W) 45 1 L AN BE S W AT HE 2= 740 14 e gl o B AE 4
J5 R 22T R 1 S PR A M T A
3.3 FRiPHEREY

258 A U A A0 By SRR, AT LUK DR AP XY
A BRI AEAR AT AL T o 3R Y E R v vl B IR LA
T IR 1 DR A7 0 T I 25 B R Bk il . A B X R g
DA [a] 18 X 358 O 70 ) B R BOAS [ 1) L 4P it it . K
T W B TE D B8 E AR S TR R 37 19 7K 8, 0 A VK
PEALTT Z2 (0 PHOREfB, HEIL . (1) % 28 3 i) L A XU 2
AR K F R IR A B It 920 75 G R 0 A [) B
Xof O ] 320 ) AR P SIE i 3R AP ISR U/ K T K R
TR S G s (2) ik N LAl B7 45 i 8% (Elo pich-
thys bambusa ) FEYE A (Culter alburnus)5F XA
MRR R R ST EY; O EEMEY
B N TR LRI R MK AT A R

macrocephalus ). # ( Tenualosa

Z-(Hemiculter leucisculus) 25 VT K B 0 1) 55
i, TR XAV T I DO, ) = 2 DR 13
MBZRE N H ., HAr. /P X RIL R &5
o 3 K 1 W 9 00 [ B Tk o < i o L [ 372
5 5 6] s s TS K TR SR NSRS B i
M,

e

R BB TRME 25,2007 KT R R ). h E
JKFI K B, AR AL

AR, 300 3 L X4 4R, 25, 1980, 4 Y v i GV — 1 BV
BO R W A A S AT A L]0 3 5 W1 . 11
(1):73 - 84.

W BT, 1998, v [ sh i AR B 4R OE B O ) LML b
Bl 2 WAL
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Fish Resource Status in the White-Flag Dolphin National Nature

Reserve of Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow, Yangtze River

DONG Chun-yan'?,LI Jun-yi* ,ZHANG Hui*, YANG Hai-le?,
XIANG Hao®,JIANG Hai-bo' , WU Jin-ming*

(1.College of Animal Science, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025,P.R.China;
2.Yangtze River Fisheries Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery
Sciences, Wuhan 430223,P.R.China)

Abstract: The White-Flag Dolphin National Nature Reserve of Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow is an important habitat
of the Yangtze finless porpoise (Neophocaena asiaeorientalis). The reserve is located in the middle reach
of Yangtze River and includes 89 km of the main stem in addition to the 21 km Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow. As the
principal food of dolphins, fish resources play a key role in the ecosystem health of the reserve. In this
study, we investigated the status of fish resources in the reserve using fish catch analysis and acoustic sur-
veys focusing on species composition, distribution, density and structural characteristics of the fish com-
munity. The objectives were to provide a reference for dolphin protection as well as fishery resource con-
servation and management in the Yangtze River. Fish surveys were carried out at six sampling sites in the
reserve during May of 2017, 2018, 2019 and October 2018. Each survey lasted 10 days and the acoustic
survey was carried out only in May 2018. A total of 83 fish species (including subspecies) were collected
during the investigation, and 7 species were recorded for the first time in the reserve. The field survey da-
ta, combined with historical data, indicate a total of 154 species and subspecies in the reserve, belonging to
11 orders, 25 families and 85 genera. Thus, 71 fish species recorded in the historical data were not ob-
served in this survey. The dominant species and fish density in the Yangtze River main stem varied greatly
from those in the Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow. Tachysurus fulvidraco and Squalidus argentatus dominated in the
main stem, while Tachysurus nitidus and Hemiculter bleekeri dominated in the oxbow. The average fish
densities were (0.40+0.38) ind/m’ in the main stem and (0.94+0.81) ind/m’ in the oxbow. Compared
with historical data, protected species (such as Psephurus gladius) are rare, dominant species in the ma-
instream have changed markedly, and the trend toward miniaturization in the fish community is more obvi-
ous. Results indicate that fish resources are declining and countermeasures are necessary to conserve fish
resources in the White-Flag Dolphin National Nature Reserve.

Key word: fish resource; middle reaches of Yangtze River; Tian-e-Zhou Oxbow; White-Flag Dolphin Na-

tional Nature Reserve



