QAKX M EIAMH| 7} MMM HERHIEE

O o =
=&t o|x|= HE
The effect of variations to the benthic macroinvertebrates community
after river environment improvement in the Osan Stream
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Fig 1. Map showing the studied areas.
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Fig 2. Species composition of benthic Fig 3. Species composition of insecta
macroinvertebrates at the studied area. at the studied area.
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Fig 6. Variation of Dominance indices(DI)
by each year.
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Fig 7. Variation of Species diversity(H")
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Table 1. Variation of ESB from each site.
Site

Year st. 1 St. 2 St. 3 St. 4 St. 5
2002 38.3 37.6 25.6 31.3 52.6
2003 56.3 47.3 32.6 36.3 54.3
2004 28.0 32.6 18.6 18.0 19.3
2005 42.0 36.3 26.0 25.6 24.3
Mean 41.1 38.4 25.7 27.8 37.6

Saprobity B-meso B-meso B-meso B-meso B-meso

s s Protection Improvement | Improvement | Improvement | Improvement
Area decision waters waters waters waters waters
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