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The impacts of tilapia polycnltured in shrimp ponds on the structure of plankton communities
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Table 1 The ratio of smali phytoplankion to large and the dominant groups when the maximum ratios appeared

H.{E 1 LR fist perod 552 I second perind

ratio Ay Ag Ay Ay As Ay Ag Ag
FHH mean 5.87 0.56 2.64 10.79 6.37 20.76 0.35 0.26
BB mimemum ¢.09 0.01 0.00 0.17 0.06 0.96 0.10 0.08
K1 maximum 42.96 2.26 40.84 40.84 1.02 103.46 1.28 D.89
AR G B ,T,Efﬁ X AR K l'fy f‘;pf;: -
groups Pyrrophyta  Pyrrophyta Becillariophyta Pyrrophyta  Fuglenophyta Pyrrophyta Baciariophyta Bacillanophyta
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Fig.l Variations of phytoplankton biomass in the enclosures
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Fig.3 Variations of zooplankton biomass in the enclosures
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Fig.4 Variations of zooplankton biomass composition in each
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Fig.5 Variations of copepod compaosition in the squarioms
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