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KRAEMIYEGSEESEZSERIEH PN
B: NMEGEIs 1 ZIME DNA 5
EERARNEES

Kk IE"?

x| B 2 mEEE? E R KPR

(1. WPERRE R Y 2R S AR E AR E  IARE S 266003, 2. PRI EELY)

ZRMES LR LA S 266003; 3. FPEBERBBEMIAT ILATFE  266071)

HE WHERMESRANEFBFEATENEZL 8, LERERSIFERSTRBE DB %
KM EEN, RAGZKRTET AR REA W MEN—RF| W BN R ETRE AR, &
ZYHELARNRABRITHEN KRR R B, Ha £ W £E a4 4 % % F M4 # (Shannon-
Wiener 7% %t . Pielou #5830 %), b f # 2 W7 46 B (R & 34 & L 48 30) & & T 7t v3 /40— 4 # e 4] 19 48 %
(AMBI, M-AMBI, BENTIX %), x# 7 E@d BB ELEM G ARIFE A han, #2507 EA
AOGRETENTHE T ENET., KT, EA T EZRTHAFZLENEBR ., £—HENAR
PE DL R IX B E B M 22 57 . 2T4E 3k, 313% DNA (Environmental DNA, eDNA) S A # 1t 5 # & 0 J7 He 2 7%
WA ESHUEE, RATHERFTENTR, SETE N cAMBI S H A K, BiE THESHAFE TN
B M A T4 G (Artificial Intelligence, AN A dndl & 5 3] ik (HALARA . &R A W 4% %) 5 Giit
FAOMWELS RATEARETEEAMNELMXZ ML E L RGMEATE S, B, 8300 % b

BARB TR N £ FECRA FHATRNRET T, ARARFALELEFZHEAR, 2465
GBI HEERLERM AN TEERR, AR ARAEE NS ALFI N EELES

RRWHBER .

P30
FESES Q958; Q142; X171
WHAES ARG MR EIR KK EET RS, K

FERIKRE RIS . WGP S iy S5 A S ) RE
(Costanza et al, 1997), H: i v i Ml A= 854 i 1
5T ST Y DG HE L T, G A 2R W R A 2
Ui 22 IKAR-UTR) ) h 75 F-fif (Snelgrove, 1999).

TR R AOTRR VR I ATE A 25 R G RE IS AERF R I 285 44 A
TR A I RE, A N X B AR AL R B T, DT S 4
TR S RGBT A M T R RS2 IR 55 B 1o KA B)
PIRETEAE R 1 I A 2 R G0 A O AL LR 43, AN

KBERAR S W15 £ a4 1 E A RS FOT fh; L% DNA; LB < X
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AR LA A YR S R RS R e 5 Yrhg
(Sturdivant et al, 2017), A TEY) BTG EF . BE L i 8l DA
Ko My b Bk Ak 27 o B2 v B 5 45 G A VR H (Bernard et
al, 2019). KAV 3% — Be i) B sl 2 S 476 2, T
JIE 2R )2 BUR NI Zh P 28, AR AT LIBE 0.5 mm %)
0 B (R 955, 2010), REMRIEA T L B,
WM FeE . AR . B S AR T
R AT Bl W R 7 R G S B 45 194 4 722 A 2y UK
(Pearson et al, 1978), 1% 2 H18 & HA K A0 4 v
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B (Reiss et al, 2005) H ##i B ¥ 55 4 X [# % (Dauer,
1993), 3ok SERFAE (V& 2540 TR 2 AN RE 18 S Wk
e At 1] RO b A8 AR A

I AT B9 1 B 53 et B T ] 7y A 2 g
I ARAE, o A BRI W0 4036k B G <7 o0 AT RE G AR A 4R
NRBECRIBERL SR, 2014), FEF R AEA sh P 2 1
AR, 2 REERREL . BEVE AL A D) RERE M BT 45,
EL7E 2B AR 2 N, AP AR S RS
I f IR LR L T 2 A RL2E K (Diaz et al, 2004).

1 ETXRERENMIENEDIEL

EVFRBOTN R R R R T MR —F8h5r 5 2
A A AR R . RIS T 20 22w R
Yy APk, dn 78 E 2E 3 Wilhelmi ] H /D Sk R
(Capitella)¥g 7= TS G (Z K HEAE, 1991), 20 20
A= W) Z2 FE P H8 B0 (U0 Margalef =F & JEH5 %L . Pielou
5] B $8 80F Shannon 2 FEVEFR BCEH O N FHHESD T
PR J7 3R DO PR IR ) s A0 M % 78 o SR &
R KR, (G5 2R br AR AL T RFVR 454, (1
HR AR B R R, a5 52 R 25 . SR TR 2=
J DX Sl AR ) 22 A A R 2 2 S s e, X R T 20 b4l
70 AEARRRINTT & H DAT V5 R PR S A0 9 A= e 5, an
Trent 45 %0 (Metcalfe, 1989). BI 5 %% (Chutter, 1972),
AR S P IPAL AR R 200 T A 5T 5 ootk R
AL RIS BOR L R R 2R n Rl AR R . FREMR
H T 20 2 60 4EAC, BHIREZHIEIRE, F4 G
[l PR J5IEJT A MPT RS EL(S552. 95, 2003) . #)1E B-
IBI $5 80 (3% SCIE4E, 2016a) 55 A T ALE KL, HESh 1T
A AR VTAR MUE PR IR ) 22 48 B2 0 1 o BT A
1.1 Y EEEY

WE IR, RZ TR KIR BB &S 2R
P YR A 35, Wiis e o T EUR Y R O it
15 PRI R S B, JE S R R — e AR R
s e ARG . T IR B, 2R SO &
FHT W5 DA sh W i v 1 22 AL OB IEE A%, 2019; VTR
WA, 2025) H TR AR ZEVER BCE 2 Margalef
F & B 5 5(d). Pielou ¥ 5] & 8 % (J) A1 Shannon-
Wiener ZFEMEF8EU(H)SE, BT T 68 R MLEER 24
PER S AL, 38T T4 78 TN A5G 15 LR Ol (8 7
4%, 2002).,

Shannon-Wiener ZFEH4: 48 50 (H") IR i} 2% FEBETE 1
b BE NI 5 B, SR A i A ) 2R A O AR B
Z—. m HERVIBHEYMEE Bamys), B R

SRR AR . K HE V] BE IR AR 4l =%
(B2 FEAR) S R B D (F w BEAR), 8 H 5 s B T
Frcmis g . Yy ) s 4 A B k. Labrune 4§
(2006)#% Shannon-Wiener Z FEVEFEE0 5 A 5 A5 41,
H'>4 ORI BT A, 3<H'<4 KRB IRE
JfE R R 2<H'<3 AURAEBHRE RN T4, 1<H'<2
RFEABHEE R N2, H<l [CEAEBHE T &R
4o BT A (2002) W 2 AR P Shannon-Wiener £
FEVEFREL, $ 05 Y FN B BBl 43 5 S TCIRAE Bl
YR G ey HE/NT 1 R EG Y A 1~2 2
(6] ko TS Gy, HEAE 2~3 Z AR R EETG 4y H'H K
F 3 MiE ik Shannon-Wiener 228 05 7 #4,
N Tz, AT ARG b S R A I R . AR,
TR B R R Y Rl AR X R BE AR L, 2
AT AN [ %o PR35 7 ()T A2 4% O, fig B e ) 45 B,
B, 755 th B 2 (Guerra-Garcia et al, 2021).
H'==3"_ Pilog;P;, )

Ao, Py oy BT T RRURE S TP AR RO Bl i AR AE
TR R A, S SR SRR
1.2 ABC iz

= [ Wy il 28 (Abundance Biomass Comparison
Curves, ABC [t 4k) /& —Fli ik LA V& h W Fh i = 22
(R ) Rl A Py ek (4 5T £ AR 3 A B R 3
fli A 25 R e fd BRI A9 T H(Warwick, 1986), A%+
WA EBRRGAY EIEF H AR . KEammyFh
FFANWTEE . WS YI5F), 4 B ] 68 th 8 2/
AU R . I, A R B thgo) i T F
B B (A ) L5 () B>A). Z THMASR
GEIREEIE S (TS g L W B IR L) T EUEUR Y KA
Yrdp s b, s /NI R R (i 2 B2 /N Sk RUE)
F B, BEVE R i Rl IMA R R Tk, 5B
il £k ml BE A AR P R (ED A>B). ABC I iy
W AR T DL e A= 55 i 2 AR B 0, 4 WAAE KT 0 B,
VLB A= Wi il 2 AE R 2 2 b, KRR sl i 3=
FE A A Wy ik (DB KA R RS, BEE R
Z BT Y wAE/NT 0 B, 45 3R AH R (Warwick,
1986). ABC M4k -4 FH T 0 IR A6 G 6 HE s )
TR e 107, 1207V e 8 A U WA Vi S A D AR
S P B R A T A SRR, DR )z T
PRI Sh A0 RIS A58 v (T JPEHE S5, 20065 B 108 1 45,
2025). Zhang 45(2016)iid H A BT AR S P A~
2 ABC M4k, &3 EHE 1 2RI 32 8 TR
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FERE M0 T 40 . J5 ok, ABC ik i % v ] T
(Yemane et al, 2005) Fl/NEUIH 2L 34 4 7 7% (Prete et al,
2012)BFFE . ABC IR M s 280 T AR ek o
Xof B[] 25 ) Xof B 4 40K, 3 ok A A i 5 (] —
BF 23 Y 2R B PR 2 BE AT ELEEXT L, BIAT S B0 R
T BRI A BPEAS (Clarke et al, 1994).

W=>" (Bi-4,)/50(S-1), )
3, S O BSR4 R B o350 g ER i AR R Y
FREREY

S557P7(2003)7F ABC MR iy JEhb 48 T R
JiS #2675 4 +8 40 (Macrobenthos Pollution Index,
MPI), 7523 ABC M 257 A i[RI, 435 YA 1
V02 MPI>4 575 G4 ; MPI=0~4 & 1 15 U
MPI= -6~0 N2 TG YY; MPI< -6 N EEUURIR B 7
o MPLAEEUH IR T | AW A8 3 A8
ESEL BT HBINT X R A Yy e . AR
Ifii, MPI $8 B0t AE7E — SR, 9 R R 4E & Wy P )
T 35 AR S5 DG B D) BE PR IR AR B o

MPI=10**"[%4,-B;]/S"**, (3)
o, 4,8 B B0 R i AR R ) R AUE A
Pt f A=Wy i RAUE o AR . 4 4,-B, M IE
{1 k=1; 24 A-B; N HEE k=1,
1.3 BRYSEEHSESHMEIER

H W PEAR 23T (Biological Traits Analysis, BTA) &
FIFHREVE h R — R B A 06 5 SRR T MR IR R
I H A B I RE A9 45> 7 T (Statzner et al, 1994), 5
G3IEEETTIEAR L, R R LA 24 1) T RE A T LB
A BB VT B 5 X I SR AR AR SN, AR D) e
ARIN 3 1) 43 A (0 AR R 3 8 sl AR o 1 A8 4k, TT LLE
RN S TIREM TR . FEUETES I 4 5 R Ge bl
PEASBF 5T (Peng et al, 2013), I T & RERER IR
SR AYEAR SN ) R PPAR IRV 1) R S R G RR . %71k
AL F o3 4071k, O EA Y AR SO e fh 2
15 L R SRR, LR A E L AR T R AL BE R
B LSS IR A= P A 1 e KRR sl %o At i etk
LAY B (Bremner et al, 2006)

B 4] F (Feeding Evenness) & 4 25 % W ) —
AR, FH 3 34 JEC G A 0 BV P AS TR B £ ) RE
(Functional Feeding Groups, FFGs) ] 43 1ii Y5 2] 72 i
(Gamito er al, 2009). & IIRERFEMR UG LW TR
I AR E YR IR 73 I T REZERE, LAY S D Re A
f5E: 7 & & (Deposit Feeders) LAUTE T )45 HLIE

JE M BB (Filter Feeders)im 1+ 1 3 /K 44 %) Uk
VIR E Y, i & & (Predators) A HAM AW N & HE
# (Herbivores) LA SAE Y A 5 44 # (Omnivores)
YRR ZFE, A4S Y A VLIEJE (Wang et al,
2017). B EE IR RS D ReFE R
A L AR DEAR 2 A B9 2 2014 (Gamito er al, 2009).
RS BRI Th A SR B IR R 0 A R
W, AW RGRD R 2 FEPE R IR B 345 FE )
TR B IRERE G 5, TRERWAES RS2 2
FERIREE I B . jep>0.8 UL A A T
A SR A jrp=0.6~0.8 UEBHSE (7 82T . A
Jr e R jrp=0.4~0.6 VLWL h T4 . AR EE
HAE; jrp=0.2~0.4 ULHA MG AL T A28 il
7% jrp<0.2 UL A om i gl . RSB 25 5%
SCAE 5 (2016b)F F £ B 14 &) EEHR B0FN M-AMBI 45 %1
XTIV 0 A A A B B i AT PR, PR AT B84 R
TRV W A A AR e 25

H'mp==>"_ (Plog,P;), “)
. _ H'ep
JFD= logan (5)

Aorp, PR RIEHGSh 56 | Fh R D RERE 2 5
FEE LB, n DI RERE AL

I fiE £ FEEF5 5 (Functional Diversity Index) /& #
TEFET5 PN ) ol (1) 2y R RR 0E 22 5 B O 2 ) O A 4
b, BRI A SO A Z N 5SS RS Uhe. %48
BoE o FE ALY R G D RB PR A A (AnFE AR WS L BE IR
R T 2058, A b A ) 22 e e i i PR35 A8 44 LA
KA R R R G U BE(BEF) ¢ R EE AL T HELAF
FETHE . TIREZ R0 52 B2 N R D) RE MR 4 £ 2
VAN AR R G RRIR L L B A Wy %6 FR % 4 3 1 i i
(Borja et al, 2000; Garaffo et al, 2018; Liu et al, 2021),
5T Dy RE 22 HEE AT AR AR AL PR EVE h i ) A7
T OL AR S B AN, R AR S RGN R A
e, i — L E S R B REIIR (Xu et al, 2021), &
A=A FR G ) Be A5 R S 4 1 B A 48 5 (Wang er al,
2024). H FYIfe 2 AR B8 DAk 3 JE (FRic)
Yite4 5] B (FEve) . YIfig 2 @B (FDiv) . DIRE s
(FDis) Al Rao ¥k H#j (RaoQ), %8 HitH AW 1.
VLA, TTE 2R 48 BEOR A= Py AR 53 B 328 i 1y T
PN AE S RGBT A R T B . ThAEZ A
PEAT LS B D e PR A R 25 57, 46 s HEX PR 4
B Y . Zhong 25 (2020) 1% I BE ZAEHETEAL T K
VL AR IR A AR S R GRS Pk, UESE T AE W TE
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R1 MEESHEMERNITELAR

Tab.1 Equation for calculating the functional diversity indices

R E = DU
. FRic= Srel
ifg & B (FRic) R, Villéger et al, 2008
A, SF, 0L i INPIRIIT il i AR S LA TR), R, R PEAR ¢ (948 X [
s—1 . 1 1
Fhver zizlcmm(PEW,-S7 1 ) “ 501
TiHE¥ 51 (FEve) | 1 Mouillot et al, 2005

T S-1

K, SIEYFPE R R, PEW, SR i 09)RfnAcsy o)

FDiv= %arctan [Sx zivzl[(lnCi— E)2><Ai:”

IIREITIPEEDI) - staqn, ¢, sty 1 O REPEAR ORI, T SEWVFIHE L 1 48RP BT, A, 123 1 gk Villéeer ef al, 2008

Sy EROE IS
_ 24y _ 2ayz
c= [cl] = Sa, FDy= Sa,
Yife B U (FDis)
c I E
s=1 s
RaoQ= dipip;
Rao —UH(RaoQ) 20Q i:z]j;” b

S, ¢ 7 RE TR L, x, SRR GOVEAR 1 BOJRAE, o, JEHIF j 091, 2, JEIR j 5T

Lalibert¢ et al, 2010

Botta-Dukat, 2005

A, dy EWIFR @ RN 2SS, p S MR BRI 2

AR AN T BE 22 FF 1 76 1 7 A2 38 R G A R VE AR b i ]
itk
1.4 ETYmsFlRERINEYREY
AMBI (AZTI Marine Biotic Index) & —# ff] T ¥
itV T AV A 25 R e A FREIR O 19 A W) 45 2 (Borja et al,
2000) (% 2). 'E 5 Hilsenhoff 4= #) 1§ U (HilsenhofT,
1977) F1 3 [ 5 i JH A% 21 49 i 7 45 %5 (Smith e al,
2001) PMBEEAHARL, 38 38 20 BT R AT A5 ) RV 1) 2548 A2
JiZ, AR ) S SRR AZ i ) BB, Sk B B335 1 (A
WY W EF X AR RGN, AMBI 1)
A0 SEVREUSE: AR 918 JES A6 3 4 %o B 58 T A T 32 AR B, O
HER 3 H 5 S RE4L(Grall et al, 1997): 24 Fl
(EG 1): X5 YL R o)y i B2 0%, 38 8 7748 T Il 15 A5
th o S UR Y R (EG T0): X5 Yl — 5 T 321, 1B
USR5 1 PR T . T2 YR (EG TI): X5 G A7 55 T
2k, RBAE ARG YRR T AR A L BT 2 W R (EG
IV): X5 YA AR B it 52 P, 5 UL T 75 Ye g i A 3R 5%
ML R (EG V): 76 5 B 15 G s 4 3l 9 PR 45 v oK i 2
B, RS RER AR BT X R
(9= L9, AMBI AJ DL A AR 25 R R, 2K
{EB R, PR TR, S R G @ HRR I 2%
HF AMBI BUHERY M-AMBI 88, 454 T £k
Yrdebn, T 04 100 b DA 0 JRE G A6 28 R 4 i g B
R (Muxika et al, 2007), M-AMBI A% J& T #)Ff
X5 Yy i it 52 PR (I AMBI), I8 45 G TR R R E

Shannon Z T8 BORTIE TS 41056 2 48 B 1 S (Muxika
et al, 2007), M $2 3t 5 £5 & 1) A2 A5 (R PR AL o M-
AMBI $550 i T2 Z RS (s g . w5E
b, RAGEAR A AR RE A 1) X, B A T I A b S o 2
ARG E A1k (Bigot et al, 2008; Borja et al, 2011).

BOPA #5& % (Benthic Opportunistic Polychaetes
Amphipods Index) Fl| H A £ & 2 (Polychaetes) Fil Uiy
& 2& (Amphipods) i = BE U AE E AR P IR A= 8 R 40
fat BRI (Dauvin et al, 2007) (£ 2). BOPA 85 19H4
A D BB X R S AR 0 PR TR ) S TR e s 2
I RSP, REREAETS QB S A R R B
B, I Sy FEL S DU 5 5 R BRI PR P
J 5 . BO2A 15 %1 (Benthic Opportunistic Annelids
Amphipods Index)5 BOPA 55025, G HEHNL W)
i (N 22 35 28) AU ol (i A2 28) B9 L 491, (HHGHB5C
D5 A I B Ry Tz AR, S R AR S R
G 435k K S (Dauvin ef al, 2009).,

BENTIX 45 B2 2 T A My kv b U b A
TS 52 W0 ol 1) BEAGI, ORI A VR JEG AV A 25 2R G 1) PR 5 ft
FEIR L (Simboura er al, 2002) (% 2). %48 K0 i i
WA= 1Rl 4 Sl P2 R AT AR USRI (Group GS)
Xof Y5 G R B e BE BEURK, S8 R A7 AE TS T R B T
Z W) (Group GT) X5 Ye P sh A B e i 2 vk, W
TG YR B R FR T . R R AN 52 4 235
%W AMBI ) EG I #1 EG 11, LA &% EG III~EG V; &
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x2 ETHSMEEOINEMER S LXFLTERERROESITMERRARR
Tab.2 Classification in the level ranges of biotic indices based on the proportion of pollutant-tolerant species and their indication to the state
of ecosystem health assessment

R 7EiEE BRI FRGE 5 M5 T A E DTN

0~1.20 M1k

1.20~3.30 HK;

AMBI F5%4 0XEGI + 1.5xEGII + 3xEGIII + 4.5%EGIV + 6xEG V 3.30~4.30 Borja et al, 2000

4.30~5.50 %,

>5.50 N4,
M-AMBI 541 fli FH AMBL, H'FIHIF Y Z o004 Muxika et al, 2007

0~0.135 J1k;

BOPA f5%k logm[(ﬁff_l +1)]
BO2A f5%t 10g10{( Jou 4 }
/Sa+ 1

BENTIX 5%k 6 x EGI&II +2 x EGIII - V

0.135~0.211 MR
0.211~0.260 H;
0.260~0.300 N 2%;
>0.300 %5,
0~0.025 J1L;
0.025~0.130 K 1L;
0130~0.199 H;
0.1999~0.255 J2%;
>0.255 N4,
4.50~6.00 A1l
3.50~4.50 N E;
2.50~3.50 K,
2.00~2.50 Ky #;
0~2.00 H%5 .

Dauvin et al, 2007

Dauvin et al, 2009

Simboura et al, 2002

TE: EG: LR £, MLt 2 B LB, £: i B AL LUH; £, ML PEBRT S a0, £, fBsesnis /2 H =2 4 Le fs1

BENTIX {HZT 6)F R BURY A L 37, ARGt
BRI R, K BENTIX (EH (BT 2) %R it Z P Fh 5
F 5, RAEBRGZ 35 Pk 8h, flFR 2,
BENTIX $5 %1 28 il Dy M 76 25 Fh ORI A= 25 R G0 F1 Az 2]
A HLTE G RSO0 #ET T INK, A SR A AL
%t (Simboura et al, 2008). i ¥ ZF # (Zenetos et al,
2004)5% ., BENTIX #8440 20 vz i F T 3R ) 11 A
TR TR 3D JEC AV A A P B RE O M b (R U R SR
2013; ZEHEAE, 2016).
1.5 SHEEYIEN

YRR AR B R A IR 1 2 R R BRE H
£ I, KR TR R F AR B shks A
THeT B AR, B —FR A2 BUE T R e AR
B4 5 T 52 W A A AR R IR S, AR 4 i b 8 7 FLAE R
FedEo DA 20 20 80 AEARTFLR, A=W ITAN T8 £ 58 1Y)
SN A —FRECR WG A 8RR i . 24
A YR BRI R 25 2SR R G TR B A
WriGbr, BENEE DX IR B N AT I35 (DA, 5l
W N [) 11 P 5% R 25 2 4 380 4 5ok g 1o B2 b (Hawkins
et al, 2000). Karr(1981)4& i 125 ¥ 5¢ # ML F5 £ (1BI)
WAL G 7 BERE PR AT 7k, W T 24PN HE LS,

e TR R A SR, BRI T A
Ve vl . 20 42 90 AEARLLE, AR W) o B PEFR £
TrERE T 2 AT, AR A 2K AR T AR B T R i R
151 i1 9% 3% (Stoddard et al, 2006; Rehn et al, 2007). i
1A (Beck et al, 2009) . 12 Hi(Lunde et al, 2012)., ] [
(van Dolah et al, 1999). 7 (Simboura et al, 2014)
% . Dong 4% (2023) 25 & T 5 FhH FH M9 A= W 45 %k
(AMBI. M-AMBI. BENTIX. BO2A. jpp)X) 3 i
F G A A T R G AT P4, S5 R R LR B He 5
TR 2 SR LU — e B AR £

AR A= o0 S M e B A SR, BO)) T &K
J R A WV TR A A T R T 2 AR AR (
Multimetric Index, MMI), H 3 & T 10 & A W) BE V% 45
AR, FEEE L YRS R L R T Re 2R AE
W% 2207 T AR W) 2 808U, IR B 245 3 25 68Ul
R PPAG A= 2 R 40 09 A W) ¢ B Pk (Karr, 1981). K AEAE
Y oy %2 Z R R =50, A T4 AR B A
B AE R RS X E YRR AR A AE
FH, 3% 52 2% i 728 ARE LUARSE DR AR bR bP AL o PRI
HH 22 Fh 5 B0H B MM #9850 R 275 PP 2
Jilp 381 PR 2R X AR W 52 ) ) A7 31T H (Oberdorft et al,
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2002; Pereira et al, 2016; Tang et al, 2016), {EILTT 5
T, RREATAHGE T & T 2R SRR MM, I
FHF AN 2 (o) RUBE IR K A28 RGAR RV, 3 B )
154 )2 I (Borja et al, 2004; McCormick et al, 2001), [
FIZ W (EF 0B S E R, 2023), BEEKMEZE
Ifi(Harris et al, 1999).

1.6 EEEMIEHMNFRME

U AER, AR A ZR e R VTR AE TR 1 9 SIS 3 4 A
AR T ARAS )12 0, Li Z5(2013)f# ] AMBI Al
M-AMBI $& £ 0 5 305 1 AT 3l 4 A SR B A7 0F
#r, G5 R RN G W AR S TR A TIRACRE . 2=
If4(2017) 18 1] AMBI F1 M-AMBI 48 % %) 85 1) 1 i§
WG B A AR B HEATIEAN IF-46 10, R B T AT B
5 H AT 4 AR AR BARAS, (HRRER R SRR B 2
E G EH . Xu 55 (2021) % 25 9 1 750 9 d2k ) F
5336 H, IR AMBI. M-AMBI L) & Shannon-Wiener

B, TR P S 118 22 8 DX T g ) 0 2 b A AT

G, XSGR T 3T RUSGR L) 5 D RE R AR
A P A 2 0 T V) S 30 T A 28 WA A b,
S PEA SRV B R AR s Ak . YRR
Brit iy,

RERTF AR . ZREsE YRS SUSRME
BRI R EDTEEL, K ER R GRS h A &
2 WL, A 48 HR 7 S B g AR SR T I 2
2Pl B, BTGV S W T TR AETE R
MERER . AR . AR . TR e AR
AT A58 A8 A A PR i g S [l R, LR, R T8 Bl
FAEJZ 0, BUA B9 38 B0 PR A T R 3 — 5 1,
B — A e RO R T T, AU B
UL 4 1 S AR 38 R G B SR (Lu et al, 2021); 75
—J7 1, YRR RS AR YRS R IE L DR
TE o3 A S PR R -4 2 R B30, JFC T v A4 4l
M 2525 AR (Reiss ef al, 2005), 7ESZFBR I, FH
AV EOR T R T A R BRI . AR S
S R IE A B K AR BLAR A S5 AN TR) F) 1 4R X 8k 2 [
255 1 35 HOs BT AR, SR s B AR Sk s e T AR
Y458 038 P (Teixeira et al, 2010), FLA WAL 715
BIfEAE 45 A B RIBR M, S BORRIPPAL J7 % AL A i it
RO R E G RAAFE B E 25 . TPk,
WS84 320 Wik AL TR H R 6 AS A7 AE — i FH Y 2
g3z . AT LA R R 2 [B] X DL R 2 A oAb
(A3 FHFE bR o TSV AR I B PR el A
) A= 0 BATS 0 DL, AEAS (] 98 B507E 4 b %) 38 FH 1

IR TG ZEVE AT PPAL, DAG DRIPAN 25 2R iRl
5 n[ §EE (Warwick, 1986). [RIL, 75 B4R HAE R PEAY
75 A R, LA R 1) o R L A Y I SRS A A A
R ITAR 5 2 (Ni et al, 2019).

2 EFAESRERERITERARKEARTTE

2.1 MEDNA BAREESRGEETERAOET
N7 FA

2.1.1 FFEE DNA BOR M E L. R &R R iz
g 3% DNA (Environmental DNA, eDNA) & #5
IR A BT ORIR . 5 KA R HU DNA
(Taberlet et al, 2012a). ‘& fie 8% v H TR 9
(Ogram et al, 1987), HI >k M\ -t 38 BF 55 A i vp fig 2
DNA i A45 2 HbrfdE Y (Bohmann er al, 2014), Fifi
il R E R A9 21, eDNA F AR B g, Sk
T FREEREAS B 0 P O S oA H AR R a5 1%
{5 K. (Ficetola et al, 2008),

S G 52 S E M, eDNA $ R HoA 8 510
B AL I )7 TR T EERE TR R R Y I R X TR IS
WG Bh W RE 0T % 5, DRI LA K s i 17 A 38k (403 o7
P BT R, HA RO RS2 B % w N KA s %
S0 T UL BT () 52 0 (Troudet et al, 2017). 1fii eDNA
BRI T —Fh gl EEERRAR DT, TRAb
T 3% — B (Taberlet er al, 2012b). H# THE S I
B UE, cDNA R H A m A E . ArtaJr. 4k
MNZHEZEE# (Aylagas et al, 2016).
2.1.2 MBS DNA $7 AR FE K Az A= 4 W D v iy 1z A ik
i 2011 4F, Hajibabaei %5 (2011) & X Ff eDNA
AR TR K P A W, R T 3B B T 38 [ 4R
(Rana catesbeiana) ] AMzBNAS, S0k 7 HAEY) A
AR, BT, eDNA FARC B2 N Tk A
A=) A 22 R Y W, D 45V (Sevellec et al,
2025). 1A (Hanfling et al, 2016). i ¥ (Nukazawa
et al,2018). {@Hi(Bird e al, 2024)% AR 2RI KA Y
I CRAR A, 2021; B = 1%, 2024), 0%
M5, 2024) . SR S (EHEE 5, 2024) 5K A
7/

H AT, eDNA $7 A B8 F I & — il W 065 7 JeS A
s Z REVE B9 BT 1 (Berry et al, 2019; Adams et
al, 2023), —ERFEENT T KRB sh P IE 22 %08
1 eDNA ARG 2 1) Z A ER 45 51, R I P Fp 5
5 &5 R B — Ok A B AP (Lejzerowicz et al,
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2015; He et al, 2021; Keck et al, 2022), i i K I i
Wizl ¥y eDNA, AT LU i JI AT PR 45 v 04 9 F 2 181
B, A 2R IR A T S A B, A B
TIPS R G0 R LA S R A 1 254k
ANTR]BE PR B R JH i i o3 AR a2 7 5 T 22
5, BT AR RIZR A N . R A
Bt dE COI F1 18S rRNA., an%l% Tl LR [ 28
ARSI RN, BA S YR B, 85 AR
%ﬁﬁ#“@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁwﬁ§mm)1%ﬂmA
SR B Y HA e m RS, AT M B A
Il (Brannock et al, 2018). HAT, A #3054 H T
18STRNA Hl COI K # 17 IEHG 4= 4] eDNA 1Y i £x,
DL R IE 2508 5 4 35 5% I DR BE A1) i (Hestetun et all,
2020; Mauffrey et al, 2021),
2.1.3 AT DNA WAESHEREOT L E4F
e, [ LT DNA W7 3ok S YR C & o0 F & #
1 A SRS PEA 7 ik $E 4 T LA (Bourlat et al, 2013;
Lejzerowicz et al, 2015; Hering et al, 2018), B A W
FEAE R eDNA 7 A H £ VR W0 IR 7 28 W RE IS 1 7
1 (Bucklin et al, 2016; Goldberg et al, 2016), 1] LI
T B TR EN (Lanzén et al, 2021)., L5549
FEE (I AMBI. BENTIX)HE A A B i e 42, sk LA
FLHE R T S DR A 2 B, R v IR X — P, BT
TR TT &5 L eDNA Rk R B 4 546480 Aylagas
45(2014)8)3E T T eDNA (4= W15 % gAMBI, 4211t
T —Fh T IEAU M AMBI R %, BEG
Aylagas 55 (2018) L4 T 5 TIE %11 AMBI ?aéﬂt*ﬂ
%?dmAmgmmH%mWﬁﬁﬁ%mT%Mm
IS SE 16, 0 DNA 72 B3R Al A o8 AL
(N 2 iﬁ%ﬁﬁ?/@@é%ﬁ%%&%ﬁﬁﬁ Borja
4£(2024)4 M-gAMBI 1 1 & 2% 504, 106
4555 M-AMBI $8 50T T AH B A HE, 45 5 ER] M-
gAMBI I FHI7EAE S R G @ BREIEAS h o2 AT AT
2.1.4 5 DNA FAR B Jas B K 54558 77 15 1 P IR)
AR A eDNA HORMLH I 2, FON AT I 4k
. BN, eDNA £ AR HEeUs e H bR F o2 &5 A7 42 1
58, AREARALSC T A= dr BB . B0 sl il iy 1 55
[ % 115 B (Sigsgaard et al, 2020). [f]H}, eDNA A
TeHx KA AR S ) ) 3= B2 F A= Wy i 47 € fi, DNA
R B SR Z M AR M 5E R DL DNA R4
fiff 45 ] B 348 1 45 L AF 7E D 25 (Danziger et al,
2022),

WA E T AR 24 SR PE RN 2E P i 5 1 AT
BT B is e it 1 B Esf g My i 44 5%
I AT 55 A S5, 1T eDNA AR AT DL BN EH
(953 HE, X WA 5 ik mT LUFE 2 Al A i, TinAs
= M H B AR B Mazurkiewicz et al, 2024), I,
eDNA AR 54858 5 v 1 3 [F) 1 F 0k 8 #: eDNA
FH T PR A A ) Z2 A M DI, T 2855k Ik
KRR AT R ESRIE o

eDNA AR I m REEFIIE R APERE AL, © L
KA A W 22 RE I M Y B T B, AR, eDNA T8
PR e B I ] A ﬁﬂTUEUﬁR%E‘UJ@E*
TR, 55 S EUR PSSR, MELL X531 o A5 S5
AE 1% AL T35 BROIR 25 (Cristescu, 2019), H R A% X —
JarBR, B4 I H #A5% RNA(Environmental RNA, eRNA)
Fi ARG AT A HER T . Lejzerowicz %5(2021)
/T eDNA il eRNA X TR Y th A AW
1) ZFEEFEAT T 200, 45 RAESE T eRNA HORTE St
M ZHENE EIE 1. eDNA Fil eRNA B4 SR

AR ARAR B XU, 38 PTh A R B8 W . A
fx%fﬂlﬁmﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁfi%ﬁ%%5%51,\E7F*/EE’J$%%E
B, SRR I H A 1] B v IR A5 S AT SR R R
22 REFEERMNFZIERBESREERIT

AR AEN
2.2.1 A& G VAL T 1 09 Jag BR M B B R R 1 7 oK

IR B AL S R G B A T IR R,
FP}%E? i 1] L B AE S (Dubé, 2003), If7 A UplF] 1
H(Kirby et al, 2009). H T EE RS E&E BPERAN
AT, H AT, NS TE SR R G0 5 e AR HE
u%éiw(vnousek et al, 1997). 35 RGAEHEITAL

TERCRENE S WA 25 R GERE BORES, (HIX e prtlft:
S B T B R 2R M T KR BT i DA, R 2 O A
TS R G B AR AL, S BOTAh 45 R A Bt
= Bh 7SR 23 A 3 42V (Borja et al, 2008)., 4N, &
GG R [ AN Z 0T [ 50 BT (MRA) . R 534
(PCA). JUARIIHT(RDA)| B REMAT IR N 115 A e
v I ORI (B B3 55, 2024), AIHEUH PR ARZEESC R A
ZIE RN HAE
222 Ml BIE S G E SRR G ]

UTAER, AR RO E B 55t Plaey
IR ERAE B R G HOREE G, WERTE TG BORS E
RS Y. FEE HLAS 2% 2 (Machine Learning, ML)
HE5IA, BENLAR MK (Random Forest, RF). 3 5\ &
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HL(Support Vector Machine, SVM) %555 1k 9 H F 4b B
i AE R AR LRI, WLAR > W T ORI ()
S (Wei et al, 2010; LSS, 2024). B, 164 S5
] VAT 1A AR 5, Ok B AL AR AR A SR U S M-
AMBI #5 i f¢ % U) A OC 19 36 355 48 it (Pelletier et al,
2023), TR0 43 A AL (1) 4 30 A 0 49y A A 23 ] A
IFR] b B P 7R AR SR R T AT RE, N T A S R
55 A5 4k 2 18] 1Y ¢ & (Elith et al, 2009), Weinert 25
(021 FE HAFFE EH T 6 B Fh 43 A B A (Species
Distribution Models, SDMs) il il JE& 475 49 F 4347 X < A%
ARAE I N A, D13 R 2% (Bayesian Network)
B oIPN IR 2 K VRS I a7 1 Y 1T W AN W 7
g CE IR ) XA W R B g Bk B
(Schertenleib ef al, 2023),

2.2.3  HA AT BEHECAR 198158 i H AN TR
(Artificial Intelligence, AT)J2& LATT AL R Go 400N 2
THEAT NI 2 2FRhag g, HAZ D E ARG
> . W JE % 2] (Deep Learning, DL) F1 i1 5 #L #i 4¢
(Computer Vision) %+ A, 684238 12 %4k 9K 21 77 =0
BB A B, SE B . AR 5 PSR
{1k (Lecun et al, 2015; Russell et al, 2021)., 1 KK
A T Ah SR, AT H AR TE B AT G A8 28 R S (gt
FER OB T

TER B S YL 2 2 e m il fi v, 5 2 ke 2
E R By [ AT 7, S dLgs s S S ik my oK H
fR I o A T v MR AR S B, B R S
WbE, B F I R T AT B A s ik R o R 48, XF
JE G B ) i AT 43 28 O 2 ARG B2 3 3 (Marburg et al,
2016), L HAMLEMR AR | Hlass ) ik aE
N TR ReHEA T8 BIMG A H, AT LASEEE A s AR
THE. R IR PR AR
Y 5 R TSR AR W R AE B 43 BT FRP R A R AR Y
3R, 3 AT YRR AR AR 5 A DG HK 1Y PR B 9K 3 P R A
A2 (B AH e (Singh et al, 2022).

A 2 E R BB B2 W 4% (Deep
Convolutional Neural Networks, DCNN)&. 5 X% #4017 1
TEREAAE B #E17 2025 (van An er al, 2023), Al $ AR b
ARG Z B (B G AR . K TR ES . eDNA)
S RGORAS I WM . Gonzalez-Rivero 5
(2020)38 L 7K T HLES AN 25 A G BUNEER, SEEL T 3
RGN AT AR W RV 0 S AR IB BR, B0IE T AT TERE 24
B T AT R o ROk, AT BR B A < Bl - A A - e

R RGA RO RS RSB RS RO T A,
SRS B SR A< B Sl i Rz [ B T R

3 ZEig

VPRI A S R G R PR SR e A S
PR R A SR . ARG B P IE FR A Sh
T I A S VPAL T R R, ARG A e B (A ) 2 R
8%, AMBI. BENTIX)7E4E 7 45 15 g 55 1 7% i g
KFR FHAREZEME. HU, Shannon-Wiener #5 £l
HYMETESHSERRESRER M, M
AMBI Hl BENTIX J&Fifif 15 Flt 15 S0P 1) Eb ] 22 5,
REAZ A RORINTG Y BB o SR, X ST VA A7 A 35 )m)
PR B — 8 BOUE LA 42 1] S i 2 A B IR ) R Y 5 2
A AR, T35 S 1 e AR R 5 DX 2 S i 24
TSz

TR, FRBE DNA HE AR (9 2456 oAy A 28 W ) £ it
THEE T, Gl s AR IR v 8 L F R, BB
P B R PR b AR B Rl 2 RCBCHE, O A A
gAMBI %538 I 43 F 808 09 A= 9 48 8. mEoT £,
eDNA 5 E G0 A5 I LA Ak il [ B B A,
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JH A 5 S DU RN DA 1 2R B BB AL & R TR R TR Ik
o AMe, W IEAE A R GEAE R VP AE TF B —F8 5 &=
St YRS, TR TR I 1) < Bh A T
e @ AG R R 5 AR E G, M AR
S EEERITEAS R R, S eERIG SR BE
R PRI OG5 S

(FEF 75 WA SCRE G th MU LK)

2 % X W
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APPLICATION OF MACROFAUNA IN MARINE ECOSYSTEM HEALTH
ASSESSMENT: FROM TRADITIONAL BIOTIC INDICES TO THE INTEGRATION
OF ENVIRONMENTAL DNA AND MODELING TECHNIQUES

LIU Xiao-Shou'"?, ZHANG Yi-Fei""?, OUYANG Xia-Yu"?, WANG Qi"?, ZHANG Jun-Long’
(1. College of Marine Life Sciences and MOE Key Laboratory of Evolution and Marine Biodiversity, Ocean University of China,
Qingdao 266003, China; 2. Institute of Evolution and Marine Biodiversity, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266003, China;
3. Institute of Oceanology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Qingdao 266071, China)

Abstract The health status assessment of marine benthic ecosystems, as an important basis for maintaining the ecological
balance of the oceans, relies on the long-term dynamic monitoring of benthic communities. In this study, we systematically
reviewed the history and current applications of ecological assessment indices developed based on benthic organisms, including
the perspectives of future fields in marine ecosystem health assessment. Traditional biological indices—including biodiversity
indices (Shannon-Wiener index, Pielou index, etc.), functional group analyses (feeding evenness index), and indices
(AMBI, M-AMBI, BENTIX index, etc.) based on the proportion of pollution-tolerant/sensitive species have advanced
ecosystem health assessment by quantifying the responses of community structure to environmental stressors and
facilitating the shift from qualitative to quantitative assessments. Nevertheless, traditional methods are limited by
cumbersome procedures for morphological characterization, the limitations of single indicators, and regional differences in
applicability. In recent years, environmental DNA (eDNA) technology has made up for the shortcomings of traditional
methods by rapidly obtaining biodiversity information through high-throughput sequencing, and has derived novel indices
such as gAMBI, which validates its complementarity with morphological methods. Integration of Artificial Intelligence
(AI) techniques such as machine learning algorithms (Random Forests, Convolutional Neural Networks, and so on) with
statistical analysis has improved the ability of ecosystem assessment models to resolve nonlinear relationships and
multiple stressors. Meanwhile, automatic and intelligent image recognition technology offers the possibility of accurate
and rapid identification of macrofauna and their monitoring. Future research shall integrate multidimensional data and
interdisciplinary techniques to construct a more universal and dynamically responsive assessment system to cope with the
potential impacts of global climate change and human activities on marine ecosystems.

Key words macrofauna; biotic indices; marine ecosystem health assessment; environmental DNA; machine

learning



