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Tab. 1 Geographic coordinate range of the sampling areas

XK hr B IR GLh

Sample area Range of location  Latitude and longitude

Tk BiHeadwater  SCHIR-BEMFF 105.0528°E, 27.6977°N—
105.2087°E, 27.7590°N

M- /KA 105.3944°E, 27.7515°N—
105.5374°E, 27.7535°N

VOWELE 106.0557°E, 28.1416°N—
KPP 106.2547°E, 28.0800°N

TF B Downstream 23— G 105.7866°E, 28.7557°N—
105.8116°E, 28.8039°N

¥ Bt Upstream

R B Midstream
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Fig. 1 Distribution of sampling areas in the Chishui River basin
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A 22 7 3 R T B R 257 2 79 T (One-way
ANOVA)FI i 2 £ I8 (Kruskal-Wallis Test). K i
Origin 202 15K /E S =0

gty (BN L (k) MK
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Wi g FRERAL, 735 AR UE TG (Nitrogen Range,
NR). T fH i [l (Carbon Range, CR) A2 257 & 1]

1 (Total Area, TA). P35 i & (Mean distance

to centroid, CD). ¥ 34 f% 4l ifT ¥E 25 (Mean Nearest
Neighbor Distance, MNND). iz 4 T 85 & A5 #E %
(Standard Deviation of Nearest Neighbor Distance,
SDNND). #x # # [ [ #1 (Standard Ellipse Area,
SEA)FI#Z IE Ji5 A #HE M 15 11 7 (Standard Ellipse Area
corrected, SEAc)[%]o

NR 7 B A 55 85 A R M0 N 22 T ) 22 57,
BT REA R E SR IO S . BORHINRIE K B
R NARAE ) Z B E R P00, SR T EYIR
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A AR Z 8] 1 2 d e R R, St 1 AR TR )
A AL B B YRSE F 5 L . UK HIMNNDAE
A MNE A I AES AL Z R EUR, 589 K 1
/Ivo SDNND{H & [ 72 B i 4B ¥R 2 i b v 22, T
TR AR N AR BL A — ik . BOs FISDNND
AR 7R HEAA N SRR B A S . SEARR I
NYPEE FRYEFE A AL TE B, SO X )
VIRIIFI T 2 M . SEACIBIT B IEREA KN, 32
BTSSR E SR A AL LA 5, SEACHUK, &
BB A o5 i AR S LA TRV 58 32, BEURA T B 2 4
P .

{ FH SIBER (Stable Isotope Bayesian Ellipses in
R)EL, i S FR A [ 10 AR (SEAC) S5 SR 5 4, JFiE
b DU T 7 kI R A A B R HEAT A A

2 4R

2.1 @ ERNMI R CHO  NEIFE
Tift 78R 18], 44 VI B e R4 f S [R) 6L 25 0

20162 (), )& T3 H 13RE84Fh, AWM 75 T 757K
AN FRNL B E AR HA A, AFE2 1RV iy
A i R RIAFR PR 12 (3 2). 020" CEAIS NI
(AR B 23 53 H—29.36%0— —15.81%0F16.27%0—
16.66%o (1] 2). Frfr, F2/K .26 CIH J9-29.36%0
(% Hypophthalmichthys molitrix)— —17.32%o (& V)
fifl Distoechodon tumirostris), 6" N1 46.27%o (Hf
Ctenopharyngodon idellus) —16.66 %o (% Siniperca
chuatsi); 1i7K36" C1E J9—27.08%o0 (M I Spini-
barbus sinensis)— —15.81%o (%), 6 NE H4.37%o
(f%)—14.80%o (J& i Hemibarbus labeo).

Uitk BR AR 1 R R A 22 FF i 109 (1), B FE
2H AR 4FH, Fo ClHA-25.09%0 (VU )11 Z40E 1 Schi-
zothorax kozlovi)— —17.58 %o (I H 4 Onychostoma
sima), 6 "NAH H6.74%o0 (% J& 444 Sinocrossochei-
lus labiata)—13.85%o (V! [X & Ji & Trilophysa blee-
keri); b BOR AR 2R R AL ZRFE fh5T5 R (), BLEE
3H 9F1 3950, H 0 CIH H9-25.21%0 (5 i i Zacco
platypus)— —17.46%o (F1 T 1), 6 "N{E J96.27%o0 (%
1)—14.51%o (2 T84 Pseudorasbora parva); Fit B
KA KR AL R 462 R (1), B3 H THRH43F,
5P CHE H9-25.52%0 (52 T if Culter mongolicus mon-
golicus)— —17.92%o (Hh #4561, 6 N1E H5.25%o
(hHEERIBE)—16.66%0 (85); T liF BCR SR 2SR
FHE 870 (1), L3 H %1 58F, H o Cll Ay
—28.79%0 (fi%)— —15.81%0 (&0, 5" NH 44.37%o
(fif)—14.20%o0 (32 21T 2181 Ancherythroculter nigro-
cauda)o

PR R T Z 0 4R BoR, JRoK ] 2K )
O CRISNAE F It — 5 (I 45 22 57 (1] 3). Ff (i)
AF A7 T, b R B 2K K 1K 6 C RIS PN
1349 5 3 5 T R 7K 1 (P<0.05); 53k Bk 9107 C
5% = TR K 1(P<0.05), T 6 NAE Z5 1 8 40 A
E(P>0.05); R CRIS " NIEZE AR KIS R .
F(P>0.05); TatEhi. -2 (Hemiculterella sauvagei)~
W (Pseudolaubuca sinensis)~ ¢ (Saurogobio da-
bryi)» HAEGEIRIGE ., AP E . = /LS f (Acro-
ssocheilus yunnanensis)f V] J& $I, # (Pseudobagrus
truncates) 7K WIS CRIS NAE 1 5B 3 v Tk 39
(P<0.05); fLLfiig (Pseudobrama simoni)~ J&&F. %5 I
. JE 1 (Acrossocheilus monticolus) T J& W22 |
Skt (Garra pingi) SR /K . (Pseudogyrinocheilus
procheilus) & JR 8 (Procypris rabaudi). FL K5 3
i (Pelteobagrus vachelli) M8} = 7K 1 {16 "CAH & %
= TR K H(P<0.05), 110 N{E TG & % 2545 7 7 (P>
0.05); J6 ¥ ¥ 1t (Pelteobagrus nitidus)~ 5 il fjj
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Tab.2 The §"°C and 5N values of fish species in the Chishui River during the flood and dry seasons
=F /K Flood season 7K #iDry season
EES it hK:Bod ik
" : . v oz M y v = VR Body
Species Feeding guild  s"c SN PEAEE ot s'c SN PR Tt
" (mm) " (mm)

SRS Zacco platypus JefriE 21474085 11.3240.76 22 110—123 -23.37+1.80 10.50+0.84 10  100—115
I [ #4 Opsariichthys bidens Pt —20.89+1.10 12.74+0.57 21  159—203 -21.60+0.89 11.72+0.62 16 147—180
¥ AH Ctenopharyngodon idellus A -21.02£1.00 7.40+1.15 5 132—175 —17.80+£2.30 5.47£0.61 4 153—227
i 8 Pseudolaubuca sinensis WS —22.3640.88 11.54+1.14 13 189—274 —23.33+0.68 10.47+0.56 10 177—230
LT Zefrtk —23.0940.31 10.3741.22 2 145—212 — — — -
Pseudolaubuca engraulis

1 B 5 FEh — — — — —22.20+0.53 12.42+0.17 4  92—130
Sinibrama wui

VE BRI £ i1 AR BT — — — — —26.81+0.01 12.04+0.01 2 207—209
Ancherythroculter wangi

[ LS IRAR f] B EYE —22.69+0.81 12.60+0.54 17  154—206 —23.14+0.62 11.87+1.03 28  151—203
Ancherythroculter kurematsuib

2y S lRAN RS —23.8340.52 12.6240.55 12 185—236 —23.57+0.37 12.95+0.78 12  200—250
Ancherythroculter nigrocauda

4 Hemiculterella sauvageik JEME 22224080 11.15£0.86 26 100—128 —23.07+0.69 10.48+0.98 16  102—141
Tk K& Hemiculter tchangik JeEtE —22.09+41.59 9.98+1.27 9 114—221 -23.09+1.46 10.23+1.80 10  170—208
U1 (4 Hemiculter bleekeri ZeBE —22.93 11.21 1 108 — — — —

21 i 5 i) At —23.08£0.49 11.94+096 6  191—228 — — — —
Cultrichthys erythropterus

SUMES Culter alburnus Pt —22.23+0.32 13.50+0.50 292—426 -23.60+1.88 11.86+1.14 16 228—275
5% 1 fif| Culter mongolicus it —22.77+1.62 13.25+1.41 12 219—317 —22.25+1.72 11.14+1.92 18  232—250
mongolicus

IE K Culter dabryi et 2454053 11.12+1.36 5  181—195 — — — —
JE G f et —23.82+0.56 9.77+0.62 12 164—374 -23.72+0.76 10.33+£0.60 26  175—232
Megalobrama pellegrini

KAt gk -22.74 9.88 1 159 —23.76£0.02 7.85+0.01 2  172—174
Megalobrama elongatak

REF Xenocypris argentea EAEBEEREE 2112 10.04 1 172 — — — —
R Xenocypris davidi JeBtE —21.5441.30 10.46+1.29 8  200—253 —21.44+0.97 9.48+0.63 10 240—281
B Xenocypris microlepis  FEAEBHR AN 20.95£0.99 10.25£0.60 7  161—227 —20.96+0.01 10.43+0.12 2 297—299
[54 Wy fill EEERENE 20264197 9.47£0.80 8  203—334 -20.87+1.37 9.07+0.88 18  192—275
Distoechodon tumirostris

At Pseudobrama simoni EHEBERAME 21.3241.89 10.38+1.22 11 103—186 —20.09+0.71 10.10+£0.91 22  128—153
fite A 25.7742.17 8.69+0.60 5 196—268 —24.80+0.49 5.26+0.57 6 248274
Hypophthalmichthys molitrix

i Aristichthys nobilis FiretE 2436051 991085 3 118—132 — — — —
JE 48 Hemibarbus labeo JEMZIETE —22.00£1.32 11.66+1.27 52 126—207 —22.84+1.43 11.44+1.14 52 145214
1et§ Hemibarbus maculates AR BT — — — — —22.28+1.64 11.43+0.47 8  122—175
Z ### Pseudorasbora parva ZeEE —21.17£1.10 12.00£1.66 65—97 — — — —
1t Sarcocheilichthys sinensis B —23.79+0.06 10.96+0.79 2 102—108 —24.12+1.22 9.95+1.08 14  75—142
R4 Squalidus argentatus JefrtE —22.58+1.49 11.72+0.77 44  68—121 —22.80+0.52 11.16+1.50 33  78—204
A6t Abbottina rivularis Zefrtk —22.49+1.81 11.29+0.27 4 72—105 —21.25+0.01 10.89+0.01 2 87—89
ey s ZefriE —20.64+0.36 11.29+0.27 59—68 — — — —
Abbottina obtusirostris

W] Rhinogobio typus JENEIYIETE —23.1041.08 11.51£1.07 19  123—277 -23.16+1.01 11.38+1.17 36  134—285
[53] f&1 Wy iy ZefrfE —24.68+0.83 9.53+024 3 216—256 -23.34+0.4511.3140.84 12 211—285
Rhinogobio cylindricus

B JE i) JeEME 21.1440.75 12.1740.96 16  60—95  —23.22+0.01 12.26+0.15 2 82—84
Platysmacheilus nudiventris¥

e & Saurogobio dabryi ZefriE —22.15+1.3511.00£1.72 29  116—203 —23.03+1.09 10.25+1.31 38  118—190
B sl it Saurogobio punctatus JeBtE —21.83+1.42 10.79+1.73 44  139—225 —21.84+0.99 11.01+0.89 56  145—204
AR Rhodeus ocellatus EERATE 21.4341.46 9.56+0.88 3 40—61  —20.88+0.08 11.10+0.02 2 74—176
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LS it e — T
Species Feeding guild §°c SN AR #AKBody s c soN  HEARE #£KBody
n  length (mm) n  length (mm)
K& G Acheilognathus FfrtE —22.53+0.65 10.48+0.76 3 76—84 — — — —
macropterus
Hh A (5 i B ZofrtE 20.82+1.50 10.49+1.28 30  209—292 -22.73+1.48 8.77+1.23 66 216—410
Spinibarbus sinensis
Wi 16 g i ZefrfE 22204098 11.41£1.02 29  150—207 —22.95+1.12 11.09£0.91 42  157—175
Acrossocheilus monticolusk
P by = ZefrfE —22.38+0.83 10.60+£0.69 28  165—243 —23.1240.52 10.25+0.58 21  165—191
Acrossocheilus yunnanensis
M F #1.0nychostoma sima FHHEMEEE -19.98+1.70 9.35£0.72 21  173—277 -22.44+1.38 8.86+1.25 40 168—324
Vi JE 2R EA AN -18.9341.10 8.23+0.85 8 68—87  —21.56+0.12 8.65+0.82 4 76—82
Sinocrossocheilus labiatak
Gyt e -19.98 11.66 1 257 — — — —
Percocypris pingik
A PR i FAEEENE 23.743.36 11.3240.10 2 240—271 -23.44+0.25 10.29+0.53 4  168—170
Bangana rendahli
12 Cirrhinus molitorella* EEEEAEN 2356 8.98 1 224 — — — —
Rk EEERENE 22.6341.17 9.25£1.00 34 157—208 -23.70+0.46 9.39+0.72 28  140—200
Pseudogyrinocheilus procheilus
83141 Garra pingi FHAEEISEM 22.30£1.52 991091 26 122—288 -23.52+0.67 9.40+0.73 15  153—321
RHRG A EEERENE 22.1041.00 9.77£1.10 12 214—285 -21.46+1.40 8.9240.93 13  245—405
Schizothorax grahami¥
VYRR ZefrtE 24594072 11.90£0.19 2 191—205 -22.98+0.32 10.94£0.35 6  188—192
Schizothorax kozlovik
5 JE 8 Procypris rabaudik Ze@rtE —21.99+1.24 11.44+0.94 44  180—350 —23.08+1.41 11.06+1.03 36 173—198
8 Cyprinus carpio Zetrtt —23.22+41.54 8.06£1.59 5 171—268 -21.54+1.16 8.34+099 4  168—315
it 5 FEH -22.29 12.08 1 195 — — — —
Cyprinu carpio L. mirror*
il Carassius auratus JeEtE 22114193 11.00+1.57 28  144—253 —22.29+1.23 9.53+2.17 36 146—270
M = 1 Triploid crucian carp* JeBEH —21.77 9.59 1 173 — — — —
JIARE 1 Myxocyprinus asiaticus  JERARSHNPIEME —21.19£0.66 921£1.69 2 320—347 — — — —
DL ERG o i ARSIk —24.10£0.96 12.96+0.88 3 63—80 — — — —
Trilophysa bleekeri
1 i 5 MY EYE —21.46£0.74 11.57+1.18 5 80—145 — — — —
Paracobitis variegatus
BRIV 6k Parabotia fasciata RSP B —21.87+1.63 13.3240.66 2 186—192 — — — —
K # i Leptobotia elongatak it —22.04+0.02 11.39£0.35 3 212—246 — — — —
HH By Botia superciliaris M B —22.23+0.44 12.5240.62 6  106—118 — — — —
Vet Misgurnus anguillicaudatus Fah -18.55 10.73 1 151 — — — —
R B Bl Ve 8K Feah -23.28 10.73 1 127 — — — —
Paramisgurnus dabryanus
ULk Lepturichthys fimbriata — FHEBEIREHE 2424 11.3 1 92 — — — —
VY 1| HE i HAEEREM — — — — —23.3140.86 11.02+0.71 20  55—89
Sinogastromyzon szechuanensisk
Tt B g fifk EEERAME —22.2141.19 10.73£0.83 6 47—62 — — — —
Sinogastromyzon sichangensisk
4] & 25 68 Beaufortia lividk Fah — — — — —22.70+0.01 10.2140.03 2 62—47
i ta Pelteobagrus fulvidraco ZfrPE 21.9441.77 12254089 6 119—337 —20.05+0.05 12.07+0.10 2 152—154
1% 3K #i 4 Pelteobagrus nitidus Ze@rtE —23.15+1.81 11.37+1.21 12 105—160 -23.36+1.49 10.56+1.14 26  127—179
FLIRTE i ZefrfE —21.52+1.38 11.30£0.96 28  212—368 —22.26+1.29 11.10£1.01 51  200—243
Pelteobagrus vachelli
HE B Zefrtk —21.98+1.39 11.7440.79 43 150—253 —22.56+1.11 11.66+0.94 44  154—247
Leiocassis crassilabris
It N ZeEPE —21.94£1.09 11.78£0.90 21  146—220 —23.04+0.64 10.65£0.40 12  140—149
Pseudobagrus truncates
KAEL# Mystus macropterus ZfrPE 21434137 12.1941.04 32 254320 —21.94+1.29 12.32+0.99 49  253—317
1k Silurus asotus At —20.78+1.58 12.69+0.88 14  371—530 — — — —
B 7 6 Silurus meridionalis it —23.25+0.23 12.02£0.26 3 249—283 — — — —
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g2
. 7Kk #Flood season i 7K BiDry season
PN et T e
Species Feeding gulld 513C 515N *$4>\% 'ﬁg‘kBOd}/ 513C 5]5N *ill—\% {ZIS‘[KBOdy
n  length (mm) n  length (mm)
A% Liobagrus marginatus JRARSIWI&ME 2233 11.67 1 115 — — — —
AL ik RAEEH &t —22.74£0.93 11.930.54 5 71—106 — — — —
Glyptothorax sinensis
A ek AR -23.52 11.99 1 89 — — — —
Euchiloglanis davidik
W% Siniperca chuatsi faatE 21.47+0.97 13.16£1.06 29  208—248 —22.17+0.95 13.12+0.50 37  186—218
B Siniperca scherzeri it 225 13.86 1 210 — — — —
KIR#FSiniperca kneri et -22.614£0.02 12.78+0.47 2 155—166 — — — —
Wt Sander lucioperca* aah —24.23 12.45 1 455 — — — —
TR e RAEEH &t —22.55+0.89 11.88+0.99 26  56—97 — — — —
Rhinogobius giurinus
KRR KL B 3, *RIRI Sk, FRZIMNBAE G RA RER bR A
Note: % indicates fish species endemic to the upper Yangtze River; * indicates exotic fish species; — indicates species those absented

from catches in this season
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Fig. 2 The range of 5"C and 6"N values of fish species in different sections of the Chishui River during the flood and dry seasons

(Megalobramapellegrini)~ ) (Carassius auratus)
[l #4 (Opsariichthys bidens)~ =KL £ (Anchery-
throculter kurematsui) 138 W &1 (Culter alburnus)=-
K6 N 5.3 8 THE K 91(P<0.05), 0" CIE TS
BERTZER(P>0.05); 5K [RE (Hemiculter tchangi)
BRRITZLEA ., [HWEE ., R4E0 (Squalidus argentatus).
Wy i) (Rhinogobio typus)~ 4 J& il (Xenocypris davi-
di) BT S (Saurogobio punctatus). W ZIE M
(Schizothorax grahami)~ FJEi(Leiocassis crassila-
bris)Fil K #& it (Mystus macropterus)if] 6 CHl 6°N
(3970 35 F 1 % 3 (P>0.05). & WAL TT T, 67°C
15N 6 2 B I 6 0T 97 1 9 S8 A S 484
JE BRAR RS, thif B K6 CHIS N B 2 & T
HAB VL B (P<0.05); TE4ANL B 43 Aii 1) 1 4
R LA B B 0 O B T AT B (P<
0.05), T BLII S NME B3 i T HAh T BL(P<0.05).

TE B UR S B A A 3N B 70 A0 740 Fh
JEME . FLIGEF A, )R AN T Bt Ol
2 m T HA YT B (P<0.05), T Fif s Cll B2
I T H ARV Bt (P<0.05); defify . 58 116 J& £ Al 4
50 50 60 1) 6B TG 5. 35 4% 1H] 2 5:.(P>0.05). %5 F1
JE £ 08 o % R R B ER 0N B v T B
(P<0.05), 1 H43) fl 6E rbrife BE o N S 3% & Tk
T AT Ui (P<0.05), Mg fify o FL PG 3R 5900 A1) 2 f0L 62
)6 NAE TG 55 35 43 1] 22 53:(P>0.05) o

AR ER AR EERZ, f38F,;
HR A BRI ) & 1, % 15Fh; 5
O TE, B 1350 i ERME A R, 795
H2MAIF . AR IR LR B R, R
K100 CIE B 32w T Fo A 15 6 I BE B (P<0.05), 1T
VR T P 25 0V OIE B2 T A S A Th RS
(P<0.05); % 4= 25 B M Fnf fr v 28 2 JA) 6 CHl
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TC 5 7% 5 (P>0.05). £ £ 1 £ 2K K 0 NE B 7,
H ORI &M Z B i, =0 Nl B %
wen T H A A T AE B (P<0.05); V3 £ 1 A 5 ik
12 2 ] () 0 UNAE TE 2 35 22 57 (P>0.05), HL1 2 %
KT HAL B & ThAERE(P<0.05). B AW ANE.
b SRR AN £ 2RI 6 T C R BN
F KA 53 T A K (P<0.05), T 5 £ 14 2K A
A 6 CHE 535 8 T 32 /K 91 (P<0.05); A% &
Ty B T £ 25 (0 0 NAE 2 28 R 9 = 7K 0 e TR K S0
(P<0.05; & 4),
22 @EEFL

IRIKI HE FE R E N 1.21 (B )— 4.46 (5%
AR, SFME N2.84+40.44. FKHE FEHN1.57
(8 Cyprinus carpio)—4.47 (5 & 1), ‘FH{HE A
2.88+0.45; Fli/KHAE FR I N1.21 (fiE)—3.60 (85), *F
BIMH 2.78+0.48. £ K AT 35078 R 03 & T4
K HI(P<0.05; & 5). $Efghg. D, B, &
e, S en. fE. shAeE e, s E
0L 852 55 P O = KA 1) B 3R R T A KO
(P<0.05); JE- A5t A /K B & %‘%&M%E%ﬂimﬁﬁ
(P<0.05); M 2&. KIRE., BEITLAH., K2
fif . VI, UG, ST, B, WE . de .
BEA Al . 58 0sEM . SR EEM . R
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the 5°C and 6"N values of fish species in
different river sections during the flood and dry seasons
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Different letters indicate significant differences; The same applies
below
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1)—3.25 (), “FHIEH N2.74+0.41; Fiis BOE 37 %
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Fig. 4 Comparison of 6"C and 6"N values of different feeding
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Fig. 5 Comparison of the seasonal variations in trophic levels of
fish in different sections
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Y5 Bl DN 1.57 (B)—4.47 (535 1), F 3 {E 8 3.00+
0.45; F il BUE R 036 B O 1.21 (88)—3.74 (85), “F
BB N2.84+£0.49, HiiF B P38 R R B E =
T H AT BL (P<0.05), 1 5 3k B 25 6 I T HoAth
LB (P<0.05; K 5)o TEAMNTEIYE A i i H £,
Hoiig BB FR R 2 = T HAR T B (P<0.05), Y3
KBS LB E R R E ZE 7 P>0.05); &
B dp e . B g ey R SR L i AN A s B RS
IR T E = T R IE(P<0.05), hAEEIRIGE . B8 H%
JE A, K S AL K f R Bl rb i A R R B S 5
2 m T Bl (P<0.05), fidl A FL K F A RS
FRRAEARITL B (8] 470 . 3 22 57:(P>0.05) .

B Siniperca scherzeri

FBYE A Culter alburnus

5t tifjCulter mongolicus

TEBERI 7V 8 Parabotia fasciata

Wt Siniperca chuatsi

KR Siniperca kneri

R ZITLL S Ancherythroculter nigrocauda
E R UTLL B Ancherythroculter kurematsui
¥ettiSander lucioperca

fii Silurus asotus

DLEG &5 S ik Trilophysa bleekeri

L, [ fi Opsariichthys bidens
)5 i Silurus meridionalis

216 )i ) Cultrichthys erythropterus
vhAEybfk Botia superciliaris

KA Mystus macropterus

HE AL th Abbottina rivularis

Bl 556 Cyprinu carpio L. mirror
BRI I8 %) Platysmacheilus nudiventris
¥4 Squalidus argentatus

PRI & £ Rhinogobius giurinus
JE¢tit Hemibarbus labeo
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MEITLL 4 Ancherythroculter nigrocauda [~ — .
i Siniperca chuatsi [~ ——
(R ARG Sinibrama wui - = *ﬁ‘]k,h;quy season HEH
’(@%,ﬁ‘fMystux macropterus [~ e
W3 th Pelteobagrus fulvidraco |~ -
TR LT 1 Ancherythroculter wangi - |~ ]
VSt Culter alburnus [~ —.
ERIRIELL 1 Ancherythroculter kurematsui = I S
52 il | Culter mongolicus = ——
BRI J I8 0 Platysmacheilus nudiventris  — HIH
LI i Leiocassis crassilabris [~ .
Wyt Rhinogobio typus |- e
L, [ fa Opsariichthys bidens [~ .
|5 Wy 8 Rhinogobio cylindricus = .
JE it Hemibarbus labeo [~ — .
1Ebi Hemibarbus maculates |~ ——
8t Squalidus argentatus |~ } » |
FLEC At Pelteobagrus vachelli |~ .
‘IR 8 Procypris rabaudi - | .
& OGS faAcrossocheilus monticolus [~ — |
9 )1 &0 6k Sinogastromyzon szechuanensis |~ — .
B b Saurogobio punctatus = I S
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. g B tt Pseudolaubuca sinensis |~ —,—
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AWyl Distoechodon tumirostris |~ [ —
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Fig. 6 Trophic levels of fish during the flood and dry seasons
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FEAYN R E TR B, R, ARk MR AKIVERRME . KAEFH&RE VDALY
1250196 CAEIE FE 5 K T (=29, 74%0— —16.61%0) RAEAAEF G, T8 K Ao O NE FH 5, F 2 fr ek
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Tab. 4 Comparison of trophic niche indicators of different feeding guilds
e Eegest Bacgia L Aegka Herit JEA B £ 1 it
ek Planktivore Periphytivore Herbivore Omnivore Benthivore Piscivore

Indicator  F7KHE  AUKER  FKEA ROKER FOKHEE ORUKER FOKE MUK FOKET ROKE FKER ROKE
Flood Dry Flood Dry Flood Dry Flood Dry Flood Dry Flood Dry

NR 2.90 1.44 6.60 4.69 2.83 1.26 7.82 8.69 6.18 6.12 7.57 7.68
CR 5.63 1.17 8.75 6.66 2.62 4.34 9.26 8.01 5.61 6.72 7.37 6.17
TA 8.11 0.62 34.87 23.07 3.64 1.40 49.32 48.84 28.58 25.77 43.55 30.29
CD 1.57 0.64 1.86 1.84 1.22 2.04 1.69 1.73 1.41 1.42 1.62 1.61
MNND 1.07 0.22 0.26 0.12 1.25 0.64 0.14 0.09 0.20 0.13 0.25 0.13
SDNND 1.02 0.24 0.21 0.07 0.29 0.13 0.14 0.06 0.22 0.10 0.31 0.08
SEA 4.83 0.50 6.18 5.79 3.53 1.65 5.65 6.12 4.17 4.35 5.28 522
SEAc 5.63 0.63 6.23 5.83 4.70 247 5.66 6.13 4.19 4.38 5.31 5.24

®3 TRIIERFREAMFAKAS LR EFESMEREL

Tab.3 Changes in the trophic niche indicators of fish assemblages among different river sections during the flood and dry seasons

#4 b Indicator Sk Headwater i Upstream HH#Midstream "~ fDownstream
F/KHIFlood  AKHIDry  FKHIFlood  HKiAKMIDry  F/KHIFlood AhKHIDry  EKHFlood  #ifi/KHIDry
NR 7.11 4.10 8.25 591 9.92 9.56 7.11 9.83
CR 7.51 5.35 7.56 5.19 7.60 8.01 12.03 11.01
TA 31.56 14.28 43.61 24.82 56.23 48.42 52.86 72.46
CD 2.11 1.61 1.54 1.54 1.38 1.86 1.87 1.91
MNND 0.38 0.14 0.16 0.11 0.20 0.12 0.17 0.11
SDNND 0.29 0.10 0.18 0.07 0.36 0.08 0.20 0.08
SEA 7.45 4.65 5.04 4.41 4.30 7.57 7.11 7.67

SEAc 7.56 4.77 5.06 443 4.32 7.60 7.13 7.69
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THE TROPHIC STRUCUTRE OF FISH ASSEMBLAGES IN THE CHISHUI
RIVER BASED ON STABLE ISOTOPE ANALYSIS

WANG Zi-Xin"?, WANG Chun-Ling’, LU Hai-Min™*, ZHAO Meng-Fei”’, LIN Dong-Sheng ",
LIU Huan-Zhang’ and LIU Fei’

(1. Dalian Ocean University, Dalian 116000, China; 2. Institute of Hydrobiology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072,
China; 3. University of Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: This study aimed to analyse the temporal and spatial variations in the trophic structures of fish assemblages
in the Chishui River, the last undammed tributary of the upper Yangtze River. Fish samples were collected from diffe-
rent sections (the headwater, the upstream, the midstream, and the downstream) along the longitudinal gradient during
the flood season (June) and dry season (December) of 2023. Stable carbon and nitrogen isotope values (813C and BISN)
were measured for 2016 fish specimens, belonging to 3 orders, 13 families and 83 species. Temporal and spatial varia-
tions were analyzed by using MixSIAR and SIBER. Results showed that the §"°C values of fish species ranged from
—29.36%o to —15.81%o, while 5"°N values ranged from 6.27%o to 16.66%o. The §"°C and 8"N values in the upstream and
midstream were significantly higher in the flood season than that in the dry season (P<0.05), while those in the down-
stream showed non-significant seasonal differences. Along the longitudinal gradient, the §"°C and 5" N values increased
gradually first and then decreased in the downstream, with the maximum values occurring in the midstream. Trophic
levels of fish assemblages ranged from 1.21 to 4.46, with average trophic levels significantly higher in the flood season
than those in the dry season (P<0.05). Fish assemblages in the midstream exhibited significantly higher average trophic
levels than those in other sections (P<0.05). The analysis of trophic structure indicators revealed significant temporal
and spatial differences in fish assemblages. Temporally, for most sections (except for the downstream), higher Nitro-
gen Range (NR), Total Area (TA), Mean Nearest Neighbor Distance (MNND), and Standard Deviation of Nearest
Neighbor Distance (SDNND) were observed in the flood season, suggesting greater trophic niche differentiation and
more complex food webs than that in the dry season. Spatially, NR, Carbon Range (CR), and TA increased gradually
along the longitudinal gradient, suggesting greater trophic diversity and increasingly complex food web downstream.
Significant differences were observed among different feeding guilds, with the piscivore fishes exhibited the highest
trophic level. These findings provide critical insights into the ecosystem structure and function of the Chishui River and
offer scientific guidance for fish biodiversity conservation and ecological restoration efforts.

Key words: The Chishui River; Carbon and nitrogen stable isotopes; Food web; Trophic level
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