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Abstract

The differences in the functional diversity and species diversity of macroinvertebrates can be based to evaluate the changes in

local environment. However, there are little available analysis on the effect mechanism of seasons on the functional characteristics

of macroinvertebrate communities in the subtropical region. This work compared the functional feeding groups (FFG) of

macroinvertebrates in wet season, normal season, and dry season of 2021 in Jingui River in Shenzhen. This work mainly

was aimed to comprehend the connection between the environmental driving elements in the Jingui River and the seasonal

distribution of the FFG of macroinvertebrates. The highest species diversity and abundance were found among the collector-

gatherers (GC), while the largest biomass was observed among the predators. Overall, the functional diversity of the Jingui

River exhibited a significantly seasonal change. In particular, the functional diversity decreased in wet season, implying a

stronger disturbance. A multiple regression analysis revealed that the species diversity and stream environmental parameters

might account for 12.8% - 72.9% of the functional diversity of macroinvertebrates.
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Abstract:The differences in the functional diversity and species diversity of macroinvertebrates can be
based to evaluate the changes in local environment. However, there are little available analysis on the effect
mechanism of seasons on the functional characteristics of macroinvertebrate communities in the subtropical
region. This work compared the functional feeding groups (FFG) of macroinvertebrates in wet season, normal
season, and dry season of 2021 in Jingui River in Shenzhen. This work mainly was aimed to comprehend
the connection between the environmental driving elements in the Jingui River and the seasonal distribution
of the FFG of macroinvertebrates. The highest species diversity and abundance were found among the
collector-gatherers (GC), while the largest biomass was observed among the predators. Overall, the functional
diversity of the Jingui River exhibited a significantly seasonal change. In particular, the functional diversity
decreased in wet season, implying a stronger disturbance. A multiple regression analysis revealed that the
species diversity and stream environmental parameters might account for 12.8% - 72.9% of the functional
diversity of macroinvertebrates.
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Introduction

The group of macroinvertebrates having the same ecological purpose is called the functional feeding groups
(FFG) of macroinvertebrates (Liu et al., 2014). Traditional research on macroinvertebrates focuses more on
community structure analysis and *Correspondence:

Corresponding Author: yanghaijun@ynu.edu.cn

species diversity instead of FFG and diversity(Brown et al., 2018). Applying FFG in the research on structure
of the macroinvertebrate community helps to evaluate the ecosystem structure and function completely and
to simplify the complicated internal relations(Mouton et al., 2020). In this case, differences in FFG of
macroinvertebrates can be based to evaluate the mechanism of changes in the local environment(Zhong et
al., 2020).

Functional diversity has recently received extensive attention to predict the connections among various
ecological processes(Wang et al., 2019). The functional diversity is formed by fundamental variation among
the interspecific functional features in clusters and the way those traits react to environmental stresses and
interference(Baker et al., 2021). Evaluating the aquatic ecosystems is of high significance due to the variety
of its forms and habits, which may respond to the environmental pressures in multiple ways(Ochieng et al.,
2019). For examples, Talley used functional categories to examine the connection between macroinvertebrate
habitats and communities in California Bay tidal flats(Talley et al., 2000), and Thrush investigated how
macroinvertebrates contribute to the intertidal ecology(Thrush et al., 2006). The functional diversity is
depended by the ability of biological communities to predict the rapidity and dependability of environmental
processes(Mason et al., 2005). As a combination of many environmental factors, riverbed structure influences
the community structure and functional diversity of macroinvertebrates directly or indirectly(Zhu et al.,
2020). Meanwhile, the functional diversity displays greatly different functional features and can indicate how
those traits react to environmental interference(Zhong et al., 2020). FFG and functional diversity indices
demonstrate the responses to environmental stressors and reflect the changes in community organization(Li
et al., 2022). In addition, functional diversity is generally handled by unique categories in the river benthic
ecosystems(Wang et al., 2019). The environmental status depends on the biological traits that show how to
respond to pressure from the external environment(Lavorel et al., 1997). Mason believed that the functional
variety can’t be effectively represented by a single index(Mason et al., 2005). Electing correct indexes is
the essential for creating a functional diversity biological assessment system(Jiang et al., 2021). Villeger
presented three multidimensional indices of consecutive function features to investigate the three distinct
aspects of the functional diversity(Villeger et al., 2008). Currently, the river benthic habitats are rarely
mentioned, and the functional diversity indices are primarily selected to investigate the terrestrial plant
ecosystems(Chen et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2019).

The Jingui River is the secondary tributary of the Pingshan River, which is included in the Dongjiang River
system. The Jingui River Basin accounts for roughly 50% of the area of the Chi’ao Reservoir and is the
primary source of the reservoir. The ecological environment of the Jingui River has been somewhat put in
danger by year-round sediment deposition, mountain torrents, and haphazard human activity. The Shenzhen
Municipal Bureau of Planning and Natural Resources, therefore, started a comprehensive renovation for the
limited watershed of the Jingui River in September 2020, which primarily consisted of flood control and
ecological restoration. This work evaluated the biological characteristics and FFGs of the macroinvertebrates
in the Jingui River, and analyzed the connection between species diversity and functional diversity. Results
in this work may offer some useful information for assessing the community structure and ecosystem stability
of the macroinvertebrates.

Materials and methods

Study area and macroinvertebrate sampling

The Jingui River was situated in the Pingshan New District of Shenzhen, Guangdong Province, China (Fig.
1). The Pingshan River Basin is affected by a subtropical marine monsoon climate, and the average annual
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temperature and precipitation are 22°C and 1,984 mm, respectively. The river originates on the southern
slope of Tianxin Mountain and flows from southeast to northwest before accessing the Chi’ao Reservoir.

Macroinvertebrates in the Jingui River were sampled in July (wet season), October (normal season), and
December (dry season) in 2021 using a Surber sampler (30 × 30 cm, 500 μm mesh) from three quantitative
replicates. The samples covered the most representative macroinvertebrate microhabitats of each site. The
sampled macroinvertebrates were preserved in 75% ethanol and then recognized and categorized in the
laboratory with a stereo microscope (Olympus SZX7). The FFGs were employed to further classify the
macroinvertebrates into shredder (SH), collector-filterer (FC), collector-gatherer (GC), scraper (SC) and
predator (PR)(Lin et al., 2022).

Fig. 1. Map showing the Jingui River Basin located in the People’s Republic of China(a); The wet season(b).
The normal season(c). The dry season(d).

Environmental factors

The water temperature (WT, °C), conductivity (Cond, μS/m), dissolved oxygen (DO, %), ammonia nitrogen
(NH4

+-N, mg/L), and Nitrogen (NO3
--N, mg/L) were measured in situ using a portable multi-parameter

probe water quality analyzer (YSI Professional Plus, USA). The turbidity (Tur, NTU) and pH value were
measured on-site with a portable turbidimeter (Hach 2100Q, China) and a portable pH meter (Ohaus ST20,
China), respectively. The water velocity (Vel, m/s) was measured by a portable velocity analyzer (LS-
300A, China), and water depth and river width were measured using a graduated measuring rod and a laser
rangefinder (Trueyard SP1500H, China). The integrated water samples were collected at each location and
then stored in a cool box before arriving at the laboratory to determine the chemical compositions, including
total nitrogen (TN), total phosphorus (TP), and chemical oxygen demand (CODMn).
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The detrital and macrophyte cover in each site was investigated by wading and expressed as a percentage.
Substratum composition was visually evaluated and expressed as a percentage based on the following cate-
gories: boulder (> 256 mm), cobbles (64 - 256 mm), pebbles (32 - 64 mm), gravel (2 - 32 mm), and sand
and silt (< 2 mm)(Lin et al., 2022).

Data analysis

Parameters based on the macroinvertebrate data and identifications of three inter seasonal differences were
subjected to the one-way analysis of variances (Tomanova et al.). The Pearson correlation analysis (PCA)
was employed to analyze the relationship between macroinvertebrate abundance, biomass, and environmental
factors of the Jingui River based on the International Business Machine (IBM) Statistic Package for Social
Science (SPSS) 24.0. The species diversity indices included species richness (S ), the Shannon-Wiener
diversity index (H’ )(Shannon, 1997), the Margalef’s richness index (dM )(Margalef, 1978), the Pielou’s
evenness index (J )(Pielou, 1966), the Simpson’s diversity index (D )(Simpson et al., 1997) and dominance
index (Y )(Yan et al., 2017). They all were calculated by using the PRIMER 6.0.

The functional diversity (FD) indices included functional richness (FRic), functional evenness (FEve), func-
tional dispersion (FDis), and Rao, a secondary entropy (RaoQ index) in this work. FRic and FEve represent
the amount and regularity of niche space occupied by the community, respectively, which were determined
by the distribution of each species’ abundance through niche space. FDis is a multiple simulation of weighted
average absolute deviation and is not affected by the species richness. RaoQ reflects the community diver-
sity and distinction(Baker et al., 2021; Casanoves et al., 2011). The “dbFD” function from the functional
diversity package in R (version 4.0.0) was selected to construct the functional diversity index system.

The relations among species diversity, physicochemical characteristics, and functional diversity were exam-
ined using the stepwise multiple regression analysis. Before analysis on the selected predictors, the potential
collinear predictors were identified and removed (R[?]0.70), and the significance level was set at 0.05(Xiang
et al., 2022). The data that support the findings of this study are openly available in repository name
“figshare” at http://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.22277359.

Results

3.1 Environmental variables

Environmental factors of the Jingui River exhibited significant changes in wet season, normal season, and dry
season (Table 1). Great differences were detected in WT, Vel, Cond, NH4

+-N, NO3
--N, TN, TP, and CODMn

of the river in the three seasons (P <0.05). WT, Cond, NO3
--N, TP, TN, and pH value reached peaks in wet

season. By contrast, DO and NH4
+-N were higher in dry season than those in wet season and normal season.

The river bottom environments exhibited considerable variation among Cobble, Macrophytes, Moss, Woody
debris, and leaf packs (P <0.05). The remaining environmental factors presented no significant differences.

Table 1 Environmental factors of the Jingui River in three different seasons.

Factors Wet season Normal season Dry season F P

WT (°C) 26.28±1.17a 24.67±0.95b 15.91±0.94c 291.179 <0.001
Dep (m) 20.71±9.14a 24.37±8.95a 17.18±7.53a 1.751 0.192
Wid (m) 4.37±1.54a 5.02±1.69a 3.53±1.64a 2.138 0.137
Vel (m/s) 0.20±0.06b 0.55±0.09a 0.11±0.05c 103.141 <0.001
DO (%) 8.18±0.71b 9.14±4.15ab 10.76±0.98a 2.938 0.069
Cond (μS/cm) 106.59±38.73a 68.65±20.36b 65.13±17.38b 7.341 0.003
NH4

+-N (mg/L) 0.06±0.03b 0.03±0.01b 0.18±0.08a 25.968 <0.001
NO3

--N (mg/L) 1.64±0.66a 0.55±0.24b 0.29±0.21b 29.244 <0.001
TP (mg/L) 0.04±0.03a 0.02±0.01a 0.03±0.02a 1.666 0.207
TN (mg/L) 0.80±0.13a 0.48±0.09b 0.52±0.42b 4.835 0.016
Tur 2.94±2.28a 4.47±2.30a 3.71±1.21a 0.738 0.487
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Factors Wet season Normal season Dry season F P

pH 7.25±0.12a 6.79±0.49b 6.40±0.66b 8.657 0.001
CODMn (mg/L) 6.17±2.32b 11.33±5.48a 5.49±3.27b 6.873 0.004
Boulder (%) 6.09±2.43 5.76±3.21 4.50±2.71 0.086 0.918
Cobble (%) 54.00±3.69a 42.72±3.98ab 38.30±4.86b 3.769 0.035
Pebbles (%) 0.00±0.00 2.12±2.12 0.30±0.30 0.828 0.447
Gravel (%) 18.81±2.59 24.85±6.52 26.50±3.45 2.269 0.121
Sand and silt (%) 20.18±4.25 26.82±5.16 29.80±6.15 0.898 0.419
Shading (%) 47.09±7.03 50.76±7.08 48.46±8.09 0.065 0.937
Deposition and scouring (%) 24.27±5.72a 9.24±1.94b 23.10±5.55a 3.245 0.053
Macrophytes (%) 1.00±0.47b 9.09±2.41a 8.72±2.43a 5.482 0.010
Moss (%) 21.91±8.30a 2.58±0.72b 11.72±3.31ab 3.458 0.045
Algae (%) 5.45±2.92 0.00±0.00 1.70±1.28 2.280 0.120
Woody debris and leaf packs (%) 6.91±2.01a 3.48±0.97a 20.98±3.86b 13.630 <0.001

Note: WT: Water temperature, Dep: Depth, Wid: Width, Vel: Velocity, DO: Dissolved oxygen, Cond:
Conductivity, NH4

+-N: Ammonium nitrogen, NO3
--N: Nitrate nitrogen, TN: Total nitrogen, TP: Total

phosphorus, Tur: Turbidity, pH: Potential of hydrogen, CODMn: Chemical oxygen demand. Values are
expressed in the form of means ± standard deviation. Different lowercase letters in the same row indicate
significant differences among different seasons (P <0.05).

Table2. Results of Pearson correlation for stream physicochemical characteristics

Factors WT Dep Wid Vel DO Cond NH4
+-N NO3

--N Turb TN TP pH

Dep 0.309
Wid 0.388* 0.540**
Vel 0.475** 0.187 0.329
DO -.449* -0.169 -0.077 -0.018
Cond 0.514** 0.364* 0.465** -0.154 -.371*
NH4

+-N -.697** -0.088 0.032 -.563** 0.237 0.018
NO3

--N 0.671** 0.241 0.393* -0.099 -0.353 0.878** -0.234
Turb 0.066 0.291 0.272 0.200 -0.004 0.135 0.009 0.037
TN 0.014 -0.007 0.091 -0.215 -0.016 0.136 0.234 0.175 -0.212
TP 0.337 -0.089 0.085 -0.181 -0.274 0.315 -0.036 0.382* 0.320 0.104
pH 0.542** 0.302 0.026 0.032 -0.158 0.394* -0.481** 0.549** -0.013 -0.115 -0.075
CODMn 0.302 0.125 0.411* 0.577** -0.050 0.036 -0.287 -0.045 0.412* -0.006 0.165 -0.268
Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level. *Significant at 0.05 level. ** Significant at 0.01 level.

The Pearson correlation results of the environmental factors revealed that many environmental factors are
closely related. Table 2 reflected that the WT was highly positively correlated to Wid, Vel, Cond, NO3

--N,
and pH value and negatively associated with DO and NH4

+-N. Vel was significantly positively correlated to
CODMn and negatively associated with NH4

+-N. Cond and NO3
--N presented significant positive correla-

tions.

3.2 Macroinvertebrate communities and functional feeding groups

During the sampling, 116 species comprising 3 phylum, 6 classes, 14 families, and 96 genera were observed
and classified into annelids (2.25%), mollusks (8.99%), and arthropods (88.76%). Species with relative
abundance exceeding 2% were dominant ones(Yan et al., 2017), which changed significantly among different
seasons (Table 3). A total of 34 dominant species were identified (20 in wet season, 28 in normal season,

5
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and 24 in dry season). Enochrus sp. and Elmomorphus brevicornis Sharp were the only common dominant
species in wet season.Corbicula fluminea, Ephemerella sp., Brachythemis leucosticte,and Nehalennia speciosa
were in normal season. Radix swinhoei and Micrasema sp. were in dry season.

Table3. Dominant macroinvertebrate species and their dominance index in each season

FFG Dominant species Wet season Normal season Dry season

FC Simulium aemulum Rubtsov 0.068 0.023 0.078
Hydropsyche sp. 0.053 0.053 0.207
Philopotamus sp. 0.152 0.308 0.069
Calamoceras sp. - 0.028 0.027
Corbicula fluminea - 0.138 -

GC Caridine denticulate sinensis 0.156 0.372 0.140
Chironominae sp. 0.504 0.107 0.280
Orthodoclinae sp. 0.057 0.049 0.043
Hexatoma (Eriocera) sp. - 0.064 0.027
Baetis sp. A 0.156 0.054 0.048
Paraletophlebia sp. 0.065 0.064 -
Ephemera pulcherrima Eaton - 0.034 0.066
Caenis sp. - 0.033 0.082
Ephemerella sp. - 0.027 -
Enochrus sp. 0.027 - -
Eriocheir sinensis H. Milne Edwards 0.036 0.031 -
Radix swinhoei - - 0.021

PR Tanypodinae sp. 0.100 0.102 0.189
Paragnetina sp. 0.034 - 0.041
Onychogomphus viridicostus Oguma 0.047 0.039 0.064
Brachythemis leucosticta - 0.038 -
Macromia sp. - 0.049 0.077
Nehalennia speciosa - 0.022 -
Protohermes grandis Thunerg - 0.026 0.038

SC Glossosoma sp. - 0.051 0.050
Cinygmula sp.B 0.034 0.032 0.024
Cyphon sp. 0.029 0.040 -
Elmomorphus brevicornis Sharp 0.034 - -
Limnius 0.025 - 0.029
Semisulcospira cancellata 0.026 0.047 0.066
Melanoides tuberculata 0.057 0.068 -
Bellamya purificata 0.029 0.025 0.024

SH Micrasema sp. - - 0.091
Stenocolus sp. - 0.046 0.029

3.3 Biodiversity characteristics of macroinvertebrates

The overall distribution structure of the FFGs of macroinvertebrates in the Jingui River in dry season showed
a higher abundance than that in the wet season and normal season (Fig. 2a). The species spanning five
FFGs (FC, GC, PR, SC, and SH), were found in this survey.

Fig. 2 shows the variation in abundance and biomass of the five FFGs throughout the survey. As it
demonstrated, all five FFGs fluctuated apparently with the season changes in abundance (Fig. 2a). SH
showed the least seasonal variability and presented an increase in biomass in all three seasons. In contrast,

6
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GC exhibited the least abundance in normal season and most abundance in wet season; while SC, PR, and
FC showed the most abundance in dry season and the least in normal season.

On the other hand, the biomass displayed different relative patterns in FFGs (Fig. 2b). The biomass of GC
was comparatively high, with the lowest value in wet season and a significantly higher value in dry season.
In contrast, biomass of SC is the highest in wet season compared with that in other seasons. In dry season,
the biomass of PR displayed the most significant value. FC and SH showed apparent seasonal differences,
and the biomass values in dry season were the highest.

Fig. 2. Seasonable distribution of abundance and biomass of FFGs in the Jingui River

The Pearson correlation analysis revealed that the abundance of macroinvertebrates was positively correlated
with CODMnin normal season and with TN in dry season. In contrast, biomass exhibited negative correlations
with WT, Cond, and NO3

--N in wet season, complete relationships with WT, Cond, and NO3
--N in normal

season, and positive an association with TN in dry season (Table 4).

Table4.Results of Pearson correlation analysis for abundance of macroinvertebrates, biomass, and environ-
mental factors in the Jingui River in three seasons

WT Dep Wid Vel DO Cond NH4
+-N NO3

--N Tur TP TN pH CODMn

Wet season Abundance 0.240 -0.168 -0.346 -0.461 -0.232 -0.226 0.177 -0.462 -0.397 -0.272 -0.065 -0.356 0.216
Biomass -0.769** -0.146 -0.369 -0.248 0.380 -0.679* -0.500 -0.655* -0.453 0.452 -0.260 -0.455 0.088

Normal season Abundance 0.165 0.123 0.251 0.027 0.209 0.260 0.279 0.360 0.381 0.436 0.505 -0.135 0.718*
Biomass -0.819** -0.369 -0.617 0.259 0.338 -0.642* -0.317 -0.652* -0.496 0.063 -0.239 -0.146 -0.178

Dry season Abundance 0.439 -0.156 0.283 -0.218 -0.684* 0.064 0.086 -0.186 0.523 -0.319 0.755* -0.515 0.568
Biomass 0.482 -0.513 -0.520 0.211 -0.337 -0.587 -0.564 -0.616 0.569 -0.252 0.696* -0.301 0.597

*Significant at 0.05 level.

** Significant at 0.01 level.

Statistical analysis on temporal pattern of the FFG of macroinvertebrate communities revealed that the
macroinvertebrates increase significantly in the Shannon-Wiener index and Pielou’s evenness in normal
season, and decrease in dry season. The Margalef’s richness index increased gradually and exhibited a
significant interaction in different seasons.
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Fig. 3. Seasonal variations in diversity indexes of FFG of macroinvertebrates in Jingui River.

3.4 Relationship between species diversity and functional diversity

Using stepwise regression analysis to study the impact of species diversity on functional diversity, the lowest
values of FEve and RaoQ were observed in wet season, and those of FRic and FDis were in normal season
and dry season, respectively. FEve, FDis, and RaoQ showed the highest values in normal season, and FRic
showed it in dry season (Fig. 4). Species richness varied greatly among Jingui river, ranging from 53 to
96 in each season, and FRic varied even more profoundly, ranging from 0.01 to 80.544 in each season (Fig.
4a). Moreover, species richness was significantly positively related with functional richness (R2 = 0.344, p <
0.001; Fig. 5a). In addition, it indicated a rather strong correlation between FEve and Margalef index (R2

= 0.366, p< 0.001; Fig. 5b). FDis was strongly correlated with Simpson index (R2 = 0.208, p < 0.01; Fig.
5c). FDis varied between 0.066 and 0.271, and RaoQ varied between 4.294 and 13.445. Although RaoQ was
also significantly positively related with Simpson index (R2 = 0.234,p < 0.01; Fig. 5d), FDis was on average
lower than RaoQ.
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Fig. 4. Functional diversity of macroinvertebrates in the Jinguhi River

Fig. 5. Linear regression of the relationship between species diversity and functional diversity. The shaded
areas are the 95% confidence

Intervals (Only P < 0.5 in the figure)
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Discussion

4.1 Seasonal changes in community structure of macroinvertebrates

Community structure and functional diversity of macroinvertebrates can be affected by various environmental
factors, and subjected to significant temporal and spatial variations(Sterling et al., 2016). Meanwhile, the
spatiotemporal distribution of the macroinvertebrate communities can be affected by both hydrological and
sedimentary conditions(Dou et al., 2022). Macroinvertebrates mostly inhabit the sediments or layers of river
water-soil interface(Tews et al., 2004). Besides, the physical, chemical, and biological environments of the
sediment all shared the community distribution(Schmera et al., 2017).

The population dynamics of macroinvertebrates are influenced by many factors like environmental vari-
ables(Magni et al., 2015). In the present study, affected by the subtropical marine monsoon climate, the
Jingui River suffers from continuous rainfall in wet season, which is the primary natural disturbance to the
river, resulting in more incredible flow velocity and changes in wet width. The compositions of macroinverte-
brate communities are frequently influenced by flow velocity and are suitable for the survival of species that
require different velocities and temperatures(Zhong et al., 2020). The water temperature and transparency
are beneficial for the growth and reproduction of aquatic organisms(Jiang et al., 2021). The water velocity
in dry season is slow, which is conductive to accumulation of sediments. Therefore, it provides habitats
to predators, such as Plecoptera and Trichoptera, which are adapted to the riparian habitats(Chen et al.,
2020). In this case, the number of species and quantity of zooplankton and aquatic vegetation increase dra-
matically, and the material basis and suitable habitats are provided to the macroinvertebrates with various
life habits(Yang et al., 2017). Abundant material bases and complex habitats maintain the abundance of
macroinvertebrates and the stability of ecosystem(Allen et al., 2002).

The environmental factors greatly affect the reproduction, growth, and population succession of macroin-
vertebrates, thus influencing the community structure and function of the entire stream ecosystem(Li et al.,
2020). The distribution of FFG can be effectively reflected by classification of river nutrition which can
be classified based on structure of FFG(Kelly et al., 2002). Meanwhile, macroinvertebrates can adapt to
different environmental conditions by changing their feeding modes(Li et al., 2022). The abundance of FC
increased in dry season, which indicated that a stable water flow rate is advantageous for the survival of the
FC which are sensitive to disturbance and velocity. GC exhibited the most abundance in wet season when
the organic matter fragments were relatively high(Yang et al., 2017). The results confirmed that increased
collectors in the Jingui River were induced by the relatively abundant food resources. The quantity of peri-
phytons, the essential food sources for scrapers, would inevitably increase in wet season, which improved the
light usage of the stream(Zhong et al., 2020). Therefore, the exact potential mechanisms leading to seasonal
dynamics of macroinvertebrates are worth further study.

4.2 Relative importance of species diversity and functional diversity

Functional diversity performance analysis of biological response to environmental drivers has already been
extensively applied to the macroinvertebrate ecosystems recent years(Baker et al., 2021). Compositions of
the functional diversity are becoming more important, as revealed in many studies(Schmera et al., 2017;
Zhang et al., 2019). In the meantime, studying the relationship between species diversity and functional
diversity is essential to investigate the effects of biodiversity on ecosystems(Alric et al., 2022).

The low FRic value is attributed to not full utilization of the resources available in the community(Erasmus et
al., 2021). Meanwhile, it means that the species utilizing the advantages of these circumstances disappear due
to the environmental conditions, reducing the buffering of the environmental fluctuations and weakening the
ability of the community to resist invasion(Mouton et al., 2020). Simulation data of Mouchet revealed that
the FRic value rises with increase in number of species(Mouchet et al., 2010), while different conclusion was
reached in this study. Because there are more macroinvertebrates with high FRic value in wet season and dry
season. FEve shows an abundance distribution in the ecological niche space of the community to effectively
utilize all resources(Zhang et al., 2019). A low FEve value suggests that the resource is underutilized or
overutilized, which can reflect the productivity, stability, and intrusion resistance. Correlation analysis
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revealed that the FEve positively correlates with S , H’, anddM . Under the moderate to severe interference,
the functional diversity and species diversity negatively correlate with the results above(Baker et al., 2021).
FDis is the average distance between the centroid of all species and each species’ traits in the multidimensional
trait space, and it is a more intuitive functional diversity index, which is closely associated with RaoQ(Mason
et al., 2005). Meanwhile, relationship between the functional diversity and the species diversity varied with
different ecosystems. For example, Devictor found that the functional diversity decreased with increased
abundance of species(Devictor et al., 2010). The analysis results told that the functional diversity showed a
poor fitness with species diversity (R2 < 0.366), indicating a more complex nonlinear relationship between
them. Zhang believed that the nonlinear relationship between them is essential because “functional diversity
can provide more special information different from species diversity”(Zhang et al., 2015).

Conclusion

In this study, it was found that the community composition of macroinvertebrates in the Jingui River
strongly fluctuated from wet season to dry season. GC were highly abundant, while SH were only limitedly
presented. In normal season, the special environment with high depth and velocity increased the FEve, FDis,
and RaoQ values. In dry season, the high DO and NH4

+-N upregulated the FRic value. The results in this
study suggested that the seasonality and hydrologic conditions strongly influenced the FFG and functional
diversity of macroinvertebrates in the Jingui River. They built a foundation for future research on resource
conservation and ecological monitoring.
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