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Macrobenthos Quantitative and Qualitative Comparative Analysis of Sampling Methods

YANG Liu et al
Abstract [ Objective | To compare differences of quantitative and qualitative sampling methods and provide theoretical basis for sampling of
macrobenthos. [ Method] In October 2011, the quantitative sampling Peterson grab and qualitative sampling D-frame net were used to collect
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macrobenthos in Wenyu River, and comparatively analyzed macrobenthos species composition, dominant species, density and biomass. [ Result ]
Both quantitative and qualitative sampling methods were adopted to collect 28 species of macrobenthos, and 16 kinds of the same species. The
qualitative sampling macrobenthos density was 7 377 ind/m’ which was greater than the quantitative sampling macrobenthos density 6 309 ind.

m’. [ Conclusion] Combined quantitative and qualitative sampling methods would be more effectively for carrying out macrobenthos community

research and evaluation.
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