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Abstract: To reveal the differences in the plankton community structure in paddy field water under three cultivation
modes, including rice-wheat rotation (RW) , rice-crayfish rotation (RC1) , and rice-crayfish co-cultivation (RC2) , we in-
vestigated the changes in the composition, density, and diversity index of plankton communities in paddy water. Additional-

ly, we explored the relationships between different cultivation modes and the changes of physicochemical factors of paddy

water and the plankton communities. The results showed
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that the total nitrogen ( TN) content in RW mode was
significantly higher than that in RC1 mode and RC2 mode
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(P<0.05). The composition of phytoplankton community
in paddy water under the three modes was similar. The
dominant species of zooplankton were mainly rotifers, and
the dominant species of phytoplankton were mainly Chloro-

phyta phytoplankton and Bacillariophyta phytoplankton.
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During the grain-filling stage, the density of cladocerans and copepods in paddy water under RW mode was significantly

lower than that under RC1 mode and RC2 mode. The average density of phytoplankton in Chlorophyta, Cyanophyta, Eu-

glenophyta and Bacillariophyta in water was also significantly lower than that under RC1 mode and RC2 mode. During the

tillering stage, the phytoplankton diversity index and evenness index in paddy water under RC2 mode were significantly

higher than those under RC1 mode ( P<0.05). During the grain-filling stage, the phytoplankton diversity index and rich-

ness index in paddy water under both the RC1 mode and RC2 mode were significantly higher than those under the RW mode

(P<0.05). The results of redundancy analysis (RDA) demonstrated that nitrite nitrogen ( NO;-N), ammonia nitrogen

(NH;-N) , nitrate nitrogen (NO5-N) , total nitrogen (TN), and total phosphorus ( TP) were key environmental factors

significantly affecting plankton communities in water. In general, the rice-crayfish co-cultivation mode exhibits superior wa-

ter quality and higher plankton diversity and richness.
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Fig.1 Sampling plan for paddy fields under three cultivation modes

1.2 MRAE

TERRERAI I (6 7)) rEE (7 A) HEHRII(8
) WG ) el Ae s~ b B LTS 3
D RCREKIERE o XTI Y, BER B KRG
JAERE L5 &AL E S BT 48 h Jm,
LB WE AR E 30 mL, XFFIRiEsh, Bk 2K
RAJTEH 10 LKL 25 SR Mt it g,
1 U8 S B I S A i B 49 WY R )
TR E A SR = 4 C &0 TR L& ST, O
FHIR SRR AR R AR AT 0] S 56 28 AT /K BRIl
2 B b FOK IR B ot b v ) U G U A FH 7K Ak o
A (NH,-N) | W fil§ /2 38 A (NOS-N) | fif R #h &
(NO;-N) B (TP) A (TN) SR FEhr .,

TE IR T AT IR I s A TR A ) b 2 4 e
KA E, AR LA 1 LKA A 4RI SRR
Z IS B S P EROK IS R R Bk
BY XK R AT 5508, 5% 7 s Y
A8 IR AT it A= WU RIE 2 5 15 ) ) T 4 sl 0 R A5 ) Ao
HRE
1.3 Sita

g A RIS i i A= Wy R v 4l A 1) 22 5
PEHL Shannon-Wiener ZFEPEFEE(H') . Margalef
& EEFEHL( D) M Pielou Y92 FEFE K (J) 5534 77 UiF
SRR ) 0 2 R 22 AR, B Dominance 9
ML (V) AR, HEAKXIT .

Shannon-Wiener gﬁélﬁiﬁéﬁ([-] ")

) s N,
H __lgtlpi : logZPi(Pi_N>

(S-1)
InN

Margalef =& JEFEE0(D) . D=

Pielou 5] B840 ( ) . J =

H’

InS
~, Nl

Dominance fL3#E (Y) :Y:N - fi

K, N FIRTEE R RGN, R R
MBS FORTEE IR BRI, B
BB

WALHE v=0.02 et MR B, &
JeiEEE Y =0.02 MR EEL TR REAS Sl A KR
PR T (DCA) |, B %2 (5 FH T4 434 (RDA)
R¥ A 3T Canono 5 & WX T U7 A W) LK B4R 45 K]
FHTCARHT

2GR

2.1 FEHKEELIER

3 Fife B R IR AR 2R K AR B AL S Bl S 45 R
T Fn, N1 AT, 7EK RS BER , RCT ARk
PR E R EL A & B A A S & W S T RC2 B
(P<0.05) ; KFEHE ], RW Bk iR vp BUAS 12
BFE&ET RC1 RC2 B (P<0.05) . KIEBRALFEAR
D52 25 LW, 2 e R o 7485 2 110 7K 5 48 A 2 1
FREFREE AR,



736 H K&k 2% W

2025 4 45 41 % 5 4

F1 3 MEXEEKEFELISR

Table 1 Physicochemical indicators of paddy water under three cultivation modes

B st A WAL A TR A A ik JER ATy BAAE
(mg/L) (mg/L) (g/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)
A RW / / / / /
RCI 0.72+0.06 0 0.06%0.01 0.06+0.06 2.70+0.32
RC2 / / / / /
SYEE RW / / / / /
RC1 2.17£1.33a 0a 0.9620.57a / 3.23+1.40a
RC2 1.67+1.26a 0.0120a 0.30+0.08b / 0.64+0.33b
TR RW 0.62+0.35a 0.0120b 1.0020.18a 0.08+0.03a 9.76+1.12a
RC1 0.48+0.23a 0.05+0.04a 0.83+0.20a 0.05+0.04a 5.80+1.93b
RC2 0.29+0.16a 0.070.02a 0.88+0.23a 0.04:0.02a 6.12+2.05b
WOk RW / / / / /
RC1 / / / / /
RC2 0.5420.20 0.0120.01 0.9420.33 0.16+0.04 1.96+0.61

RW . A2 B AR 3 RO R UF AR AR AR RC2 . REIRIARARES R Bl D S (B e o 22 5 [e] — 2 B 0 IR] — S0 B J5 AN [R) /NS 7 R R A [

i) 2% 5 B 35 (P<0.05) , “/" FKRia B,

2.2 FEEKE RS RS H R R B

ANTFZKFE A A I 3 Fpss T e K A o
TR WU RE T 45 0 22 0 B . P ) RW 85X
KRR IEEOE 1 3 1T 11 FpEIE S, RC1 AL
e 37T 17 A sh Y, RC2 B UK MR It 4
FEM 31716 FhiFieshy, 3 Mgty LIRS o2k
Bz, W2 AIAL RW 0K Ok 2 i sh i
PJm (H) A7 3 B, o0 i 2 BB R (Asplanch-
na) JE 5 2 (Lecane) , Y7 7K #& H ( Calanoida) .
RC1 BEA KK i s e #Fh (8 BH) A 7
B, o B k. S AR R 48 B ( Brachionus calyciflo-
rus) mBERC HUE 058 HUE ( Notholon labis) (751K
% J& ( Diaphanosoma) K% & J& ( Simocephalus) 5%
JEAE ( Copepodid) 87K % B ( Cyclopoida) . RC2
R AR P PR Sh Y 4wl (s L 1) A 12 #, 53
) g AR R R R g Al e WY 48 B ((Keratella
ticinensis ) MR o B 5 B ( Keratella cochlearis) i
g F R WS ( Trichocerca rousseleti) W46
W& )& ( Daphnia pulex) [ 18 % J& ( Daphnia cu-
cullata) \WEL 3 J& ( Ceriodaphnia) ARFI &R 22
Yk SIKEH,

WESEIIE], RW AR K (A v 4G 1 31 A 37 il
R, RCT ALK M P 3L 4G 40 Ff, RC2 A58 500K

PR ALAG Y 45 Ffr 3 oS K A v 2 DL 38 1T AN
LRIV RBORZ . NFR 3 AT, RW B K A
TR B A 6 4>, 70 5 ¥ ( Cruci-
genia) Mt 3 J& ( Scenedesmus ) . & ¥ J& ( Phormidi-
um) FHEEJE ( Navicula) P18 E ( Pinnularia) |
Wi B IR ( Chroomonas) . RC1 5% K A v i i A
YL EJE (H)E 16 4, 50 5l 2 8 & ( Cosmari-
um) M JE ( Scenedesmus) | £F 4k ¥ J& ( Ankistrodes-
mus) /D ER B J8 ( Chlorella) . A 7 % J& ( Selenas-
trum) SRR (Acrtinastrum) A A5 JE ( Dolicho-
spermum) J % J& ( Phormidium ) 7&K % H ( Nosto-
cales) | F Bk ¥ J& (Aphanocapsa) | # ¥ J& ( Eugle-
na) Mi¥F & ( Fragilaria) /NREEJR ( Cyclotella) |
FHE#E & ( Navicula) EFFT 3 & ( Synedra) 1 H 3
J& ( Ceratium) . RC2 A5 K A v 77 30t 1 0 0 4 I
A 16 A, 43 9 2 B R ( Cosmarium ) | M 3 &
( Scenedesmus) 214k 3 J& ( Ankistrodesmus ) | 5 JE &
J& ( Schroederia) ./NER ¥ J& ( Chlorella) 4E B ¥ )@
(Acrtinastrum) , 71 [ % J& ( Anabaenopsis ) | Jif ¥ J&
( Phormidium) . 80 3 J& ( Oscillatoria) . #F ¥ J& ( Eu-
glena) MEAT )& ( Fragilaria) /N3 & ( Cyclotel-
la) JHE 88 ( Navicula) 5 ¥ 3 )& ( Ulnaria) | 5P
JE )& ( Cocconeis) AT EBLFEIE ( Gyrosigma)
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Table 2 Dominant species and degree of zooplankton in paddy water under three cultivation modes
M
TGN ED ES AR 53 B I Wy

RW RCl1 RC2 RW RClI RC2 RW RClI RC2 RW RCI RC2
WA FEAE H ( Brachionus calyciflorus) %6 H.J%(Rotaria) 0.10 013 004 0.25
LWt 4 B (Keratella ticinensis ) 0.03
W2 A H 48 1L ( Keratella cochlearis) 0.06 0.03
AERS U (Asplanchna) 0.08 0.14 007 0.04 0.17
4 R (Lecane) 0.02
5t 46 HUR ( Trichocerca rousseleti) 0.4 0.02
141U ( Notholon Labis) 0.05 0.03 0.13
&8 (Daphnia pulex) i (Cladocera)  / / / / / 0.20
{8ME3 )& ( Daphnia cucullata) 0.09
MEL & ( Ceriodaphnia) 0.08
Z AR ( Diaphanosoma ) 0.04 047 0.06
I 2% J ( Simocephalus ) 0.04 0.19 0.03 0.16 0.24
BESEYIA( Copepodid) K2 (Copepods) 0.13 0.07 006 0.11 0.08
817k F H ( Cyclopoida) 0.02 003 0.11 040 0.03 0.25
F1k % H ( Calanoida) 0.06
RW RC1.RC2 W3 1 7, “/" R T,
F3 3 MEAMSEKEHEEEYRBEFNLEE
Table 3 Dominant species and dominant degree of phytoplankton in paddy water under three cultivation modes

iz
PHEF(CH) Il AR I BE HES I WAy

RW RClI RC2 RW RClI RC2 RW RClI RC2 RW RClI RC2
+F8E ( Crucigenia) 0.03
S8 ( Cosmarium) 0.04 0.06
HIFSEI ( Scenedesmus) 0.03 0.03 0.02
LT YEIEIR (Ankistrodesmus ) #3311 ( Chlorophyta ) 0.05 0.03 0.02
SILHIE (Schroederia) 0.02
JINEREEE ( Chlorella) 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.03
A 5F#J8 ( Selenastrum) 0.06
H BT (Acrtinastrum) 0.09 0.06
KAEEJE ( Dolichospermum) 0.10
TP HT (Anabaenopsis ) 0.04
J¥ )& ( Phormidium ) #5#1] ( Cyanophyta) 011 006 007 005 032
B R ( Oscillatoria) 030 0.06
ABRHE H (Nostocales ) /o003 / / / /
3k (Aphanocapsa) 0.02
BR¥E (Euglena) R3] ( Euglenophyta) 0.05 0.08 0.06
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PR
FHF(H) Il A SYBE IR eI
RW RClI RC2 RW RCI RC2 RW RCl RC2 RW RCl RC2
Wit #E)E ( Fragilaria) 0.22 0.03
IINREESE ( Cyclotella) 004 005 0.06
FHE 8 ( Navicula) 008 004 0.14
JFF 3R (Ulnaria) £ 7 ( Bacillariophyta ) 0.03
BIIE 38 ( Cocconeis) 0.05
E T8 (Synedra) 0.04
PBERE ( Pinnularia) 0.02
TRELHE ( Gyrosigma) 0.03
1 H 38 ( Ceratium) FH 30T (Pyrrophyta) 0.04
B2 IR ( Chroomonas ) [%3%11( Cryptophyta) 0.06

RW RC1.RC2 W% 17, “/” £mIoidi,

2.3 TBHKEZEHRENZESTL

F 4 LA RCT R0 PR v 240 7 R 46
AR R SRR HUE S R AR AT Y
F 1L 12 HE 602.00 H, BRSBTS T
(RS S BEIR B IR, RC2 BEAUK AR 48
SRR LS TR TR S, 5 RCT B
I, ArEEW] RCT B K A v 48 B B g 5 (KT
RC2 #x (P<0.05) .

x4 3 MBEAMFEKEGZEDYEHEETL
Table 4 Change of average zooplankton density in paddy water un-

der three cultivation modes

AFH B (Rotaria) ( Cladocera) ( Copepods)
(H,1L) (H,1L) (H,1L)
A RW / / /
RC1 602.00£498.00  369.00+616.00  82.00+61.00
RC2 / / /
SEEN RW / / /
RC1 1.12+1.39b 23.10+39.57a 7.22+6.89a

RC2  11.148.71a
MW RW
RCl  17.61+21.17a

6.29+4.42a 16.05+14.93a
11.68+13.78b

109.00+199.00a

6.12+5.04a 0.94+1.00b

18.49+17.58a

RC2  16.89+14.32a 7.08+8.48a 48.29+45.23a
Wk RW / / /

RC1 / / /

RC2  5.97+7.31 2.17+4.03 6.0427.75

RW RC1 RC2 W3R 1 1, R P4 R 3 (A hr i 255 Wl — A &
[Fl—FIAR NG F R R AR ] 22 5 3 (P<0.05) , “/" 3
TN A

RC1 BEOK M, 75 i A A 11 2

TRIEEh 2R 1 L 18,49 H & 369.00 H, sk
EIRREL T RS BERIA R RANE, RC2 XK
T B2 IR Sh 2 B BT TS R
e, BRI RW BIK A& TR R A 28R i s -1
B LT RC1 ALUHT RC2 B2 (P<0. 05)

RC1 BEAUK IR B R LAk SIK 5 H &k 22k
TR SR R 1 L 7.22 H A 82.00 H, Sk
MATREGE ETbES S EEA R R, RC2 A
IR e IR E Y -2 B B TS R R
MRS, R RW BEAUK AR e 2 07 sh ) 7
% W E LT RC1 B RC2 18X (P<0. 05) .

MFE 5 AT RC1 B K AR 2838 | T e T
YIS0 1 mL 3 41170F13 4017, BR 3 E F %
J& LR S BE IR B RARE . RC2 ALK Ak
SRV TR T % AR 5 RC1 AL
oL, ZrEEW] RC2 BEATKAR rh SR 1 T PRI AT %
F T RC1 B P<0.05) , I RW BLxR A
SRPED VIR % B LT RCT BRI RC2 X
(P<0.05) ,

RC1 A2 3K A rb ik 3 11 V2 e 4 90 7 38 %
1 mL 1711 %4 3814, B aH N e T A E A,
5 RC1 BEUK R g i 107 e hE 4 7 35 9% B AR Ak —
2, RC2 AR H ik 38 11 V7 e AT 4 - 34 % 3 A Ak
R TEE [T, ZrBER RC1 ALK RE
PRI TR WA W T 2 % B B 2 IR RC2 B (P<
0.05) . I RW B AR i ke TV iAo 73
R E LT RCL LU RC2 B2l (P<0.05) . Bt
B TR IR V-3 2 AR A B S e T TARALL
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Table 5 Variation of average phytoplankton density in paddy water under three cultivation modes
P WEHE ] ] ] 55
EEW B ( Chlorophyta) ( Cyanophyta) ( Euglenophyta) (Bacillariophyta) ( Chrysophyta) ( Cryptophyta)
(4,1 mL) (4,1 mL) (4,1 mlL) (4,1 mL) (4,1 mL) (4,1 mL)
AR RW / / / / / /
RC1 13 401+5 558 3444+2 114 2 290+1 440 3024+1 424 111+167 518+705
RC2 / / / / / /
SYBES] RW / / / / / /
RC1 3411+1 844b 20 767+17 136a 656+772b 1 711+803b / 33+30a
RC2 10 333+3 049a 28 600+10 910a 4 033+1 617a 4 022+370a / 189+191a
WM RW 1203+3 447b 9632 393b 475+412b 7471 228b 0b 130+ 186a
RC1 3921+3 272a 3024+2 353a 2 444+1 334a 4 381+4 381a 8+21a 127+214a
RC2 4 1112 026a 2 895+1 739a 5 382+4 436a 2 062+1 296a 0b 74+150a
WOk RW / / / / / /
RC1 / / / / / /
RC2 22 716+24 642 125 469+191 988 7 068+6 674 11 685+12 682 56+167 117+233

RW RCI RC2 W& 1 i, R B o -3 (E e b 22 s [ — AR T IR — S ARG TR 3 i) 22 57 35 (P<0. 05) o /7 Fom B #dh .

RC1 AR AR v il 35 1 77 Vi 4B 0 - 350 %% 8
1 mL3 0241%20 7674, Bk BHEL FFARET
B, RC2 B K A rf i 3 11 07 Ui A 40 1 2 % 1 AR
bS5 2 MR, BESI RW K (R rp i 3 1]
TRUFAE ) 7 3 %5 B B E KT RC1 AU RC2 HE
K (P<0.05) . HEH I RW 4 2K R p i e 1] 7%
A7 35 %5 BE Al 25 1R T RC1 B0 RC2 A%
R (P<0.05),
2.4 TEHKERZFHEYSHEEREHRETL

FEKFEA A B AS R E30, 3 A HE b 3R A58 20K
PRSI ZREEFR BN 3% 6 i . RC1 AR
KIS M) 2 FEPEFE S (H') 1.08~ 1. 25,48
TR R A ., R E T3 RCT ALK A 7 i
) FE B (D) BB FE 1.08 ~ 1. 56, Hil
AR AR S VE ) IR KR B s RC T AR
IR PR B W) 30 51 BEFR B () VY B L
0.42~0. 85 B R RIS BTG TR EH

RC2 B KR T 77 Ui 3l ) 22 A 1 46 B L
0.77~1.38; F & FEF HGE [ 4 0.89 ~ 1. 55, L 5%
WY EEAREE N B, TR K AR HE SN, RC2 B
KM I AR R = T RCL B (P<0.05) ;
RC2 B KA ¥ 5 B8 80T 1% 313 il 0.66 ~
0. 77, 2 HFE RS

F6 3 EEBAMFFEKERZHENY S HEEERTNL
Table 6 Changes of zooplankton diversity index in paddy water un-

der three cultivation modes

AR Rt z%giﬁﬁ i‘%%}éﬁﬁéﬁz "}J(J%?H“%ﬁl
FHF RW / / /
RC1  1.08+0.65 1.56+0.54 0.420.25
RC2 / / /
SYBEM RW / / /
RCl  1.13+0.35a 1.56+1.48a 0.85+0.13a
RC2  1.27+0.33a 1.55+0.49a 0.77+0.08a
IR RW 1.36+0.22a 1.53+0.23a 0.84+0.09a
RCI 1.2540.27a 1.08+0.39b 0.74+0.16a
RC2  1.38+0.25a 1.21+0.18a 0.73%0.10a
WGRM RW / / /
RCI / / /
RC2  0.77+0.40 0.89+0.48 0.66=0.30

RW . RCI.RC2 W36 1 7, Fh & N8 E «Ar i 22 W — 4 B )
[ — H S /N 5 2 5 R [ B2 ] 9% 5 3 % (P<0.05) /7 %
TR B

e 7 s, RC1 AL KR iR i A ) 2 kR
TEE(H )Y s N 1.67~2. 61, Fi 2 F %
R 4y BERA IR B S A, VE R/ b FE B
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8BU(D) T BhTE N 1.96 ~2. 79, S Fr8 T %
e L AR R () RSN 0. 54~0.79,
BTG LTS RC2 SRR iR
ZREVEIR BB shii ol 1. 74~ 2. 16; £ 5 EHR
BOE U Eh VB o1, 62~2. 42, Z RIS R 5
JERR B R AL T R B S AR R () Tk
0. 61~0.70, 2% TG TR EHE, 17
IKFEATBE] RC2 A KA rh 2R 48 B 3550 1
R R E = T RC1 B (P<0.05) . #EH I, RCI
FRERT RC2 AR K A o 1 Z2 B 48 B0R = & B 45
BB EE T RW AR (P<0.05)
2.5 TEHKEHZHFEDREM(E.B)S5KHE
EFHTTRS

PR (V) =0.02 BRI A9, R £ 5
FAFRE I 20 7 5 B ( DCA ) BEAT 43 #r , 8 5 4 1 0T
RAHT(RDA) LW Fh, 45 & AH C A BE I T 1
AR BT o Z R R TR B ) SO DA )
RS L3R 8,

®8 HITIURDN (RDA) HEFHIFHEYMMERS

F7 3 FMIEARMFEKEREFEY SEERERTL
Table 7 Changes of phytoplankton diversity index in paddy water

under three cultivation modes

M R %#(Hﬁé;‘ééﬁz Jri%%)%&%ﬁt i’a’ﬂ()%?‘é%ﬁt
FFH RW / / /
RC1  2.61£0.13 2.79+0.42 0.78+0.03
RC2 / / /
SYEER RW / / /
RC1  1.67£0.59b 2.13+0.38a 0.54+0.18b
RC2  2.16+0.62a 2.42+0.39a 0.66+0.17a
R RW 1.73+0.39h 0.83+0.35b 0.83+0.09a
RC1  2.31x0.25a 1.96+0.48a 0.79+0.12a
RC2  2.14%0.20a 1.80+0.45a 0.70+0.07a
Wk RW / / /
RCI / / /
RC2  1.74%0.60 1.62+0.34 0.61£0.22

RW RC1,RC2 W35 1 1, R P8 R 3 (A +hn i 25 5 W — A & 1
[F]—BAS [l /ING T RE R /R AR [ A58 2 ) 22 5 1 3 (P<0.05) /7 FR
B H

Table 8 Plankton species number for redundancy analysis (RDA) ranking

/e BN Py IS

S1 24t R (Asplanchna) Pl +5 3% ( Crucigenia)

S2 Js 56 B ( Lecane) P2 WS ( Scenedesmus)

S3 P17k % H ( Calanoida) P3 Jit 8 )& ( Phormidium )

S4 PR B4 1 ( Brachionus calyciflorus ) P4 FIHE )8 ( Navicula)

S5 751k % & ( Diaphanosoma) P5 PSR JE ( Pinnularia)

S6 KA1 2 )@ ( Simocephalus ) P6 5 B238 & ( Chroomonas )

s7 1R B ( Copepodid) P7 L1458 )8 (Ankistrodesmus)

S8 #17K % H ( Cyclopoida) P8 Ji5 )% ( Phormidium)

S9 AV RE R4 B ( Brachionus calyciflorus) P9 ekt 8 ( Fragilaria)
S10 e R (Asplanchna) P10 NN ( Cyclotella)
S11 SRR HUR ( Trichocerca rousseleti) P11 FHY BE)& ( Navicula)

S12 L WA ( Copepodid) P12 )8 ( Cosmarium)

S13 #17k & H ( Cyclopoida) P13 JNERBEE ( Chlorella)
P14 T01 [ 3 )& ( Anabaenopsis )
P15 Wi )& ( Oscillatoria))
P16 )R (Euglena)
P17 INEREE TR ( Cyclotella)

S FORTFHFSNY , P RN PRWEAEYT . S1~S3 1 P1~P6 2y RW A=K A IR iE A1 S4 ~ S8 T P7~P11 2 RC1 S /KR rf 77 i 2E 475 S9 ~ S13 Al

P12~P17 24 RC2 #E/K IR A9

MITA ST (RDA) HEFF B _E o] 50 E A

Bhh (g B ) A SIET R T Z B G AR, RS
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Fig.2 Redundancy analysis ordination diagram of dominant species of plankton communities and water environmental factors at each sam-

pling site in paddy field water
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