King Mongkut’s Agr. J. 2024 : 42 (3) : 281 - 289 MIATNUATWIEADUNAT 2567 : 42 (3) : 281 - 289

nsldunasineuiivedaulumsussifiuannmundait: nsdifnwuveai
UAINYAUNEASANENS L?Jﬁwﬁns NFUNNUNIUAT
Using Dominant Phytoplankton as Assessment of Water Quality:
Water Resource Case Studies of Kasetsart University, Chatuchak District, Bangkok

algned Beadu’, Asanw auwnnd’, wedss uasyR’, 4531 81euia’ wazyR omAznR’

Natthapong ladtem’, Siraphob Obpat?, Phongthon Saengchut®, Matura Angkaew' and Chuti Rakasachat'
Received date: 19 n.A. 66 Revised date: 18 @.A. 66 Accepted date: 20 &.A. 66

DOI: https://doi.org/10.55003/kmaj.2024.11.22.002

UNANED

Q’Iuaf:]’ﬁl‘ii‘ﬁur]’Iiﬁﬂiﬂ’lﬂ’]ﬂ%LLWﬁﬁﬁm@uﬁmjﬁfﬂL(ﬂ'uLﬁug}J’Jﬂﬁ“ﬁu@mﬂ’]WLmaldﬂgﬁ]’]ﬂﬂ”liLﬁ‘UﬁU’JaEJ"NﬁWUQH 6 @nnil
(51-56) nansANwINULNASSRBURYTIMLR 6 3T 34 ana lawn A3t Euglenophyta, Chlorophyta, Bacillariophyta,
Chromophyta Lag Pyrhophyta Wasineufivanaiaudiny léun Euglena, Phacus uaz Tetraedron Ingnsiiaszsi
meazuuudmiunsUssdiuaunimindas AARL-PP Score Tagldumasdmauanaisiu 3 ana nanisUszidunuin 0
fudegns S1-54 aanwindulngeglussfuliunans uazaaiusiogne 5-56 aanmiioglussduuunansislald
ADUTNENUIN a‘l’m%"umi"?Lﬂiwﬁmqaamumﬁﬂmﬁnmwé’mﬁ’uéswdwdLLwadﬁmauﬁwﬁmﬁuﬁuqmmwﬁﬂmﬂ
3‘§mﬁamaaawmmuw%umau WULWASARDUNY ﬁ%%’um'uﬁamﬁa A% Cyanophyta (@wseAdeaunuitu) Sy
aﬂamu A Merismopedia fiAAnuduiusiuAiaulusauas AranuAn Usinunaelsiladie wazuSunaveais
avanei uay ana Oscillatoria fiemuduiusiudinnarewdwuiuassrmun Usinanaslsiladie anulusaues
Armudunsn-ane aangll wasUSunaueuluilen - lulnsiau Fapuduiusuediinnumzaunisasyiviaves
LLwaaﬁmauﬁﬂéfimL%mﬂqmmwﬁwﬁamaa Lﬁ'aﬁmsmmmmwﬁwmummsgwuqmmwﬁﬂmmﬁﬁwﬁaﬁummﬁa%’m
Auamieglulszamil 3
Frddey: unaarimauiiy nsUszuliu aan il 35 AARL-PP Score

Abstract

The use of dominant phytoplankton as a water quality indicator was studied. Samples from 6 stations
(S1-S6) were collected. From the study, 6 divisions of 34 genera of phytoplankton, i.e. Euglenophyta,
Chlorophyta, Bacillariophyta, Chromophyta, and Pyrrhophyta were found, and the significant phytoplankton
genera were Euglena, Phacus, and Tetraedron. By analysing water quality assessment in terms of scores by
AARL-SPP Score using these three dominant genera, it was found that stations S1-S4 had a moderate level of
water quality and stations S5-S6 had a moderate-polluted level of water quality. When the relationship
between phytoplankton species and the water quality parameters were analysed by stepwise multiple
regression analysis, the results showed that the prominent genus Merismopedia of Cyanophyta (Blue-green
algae), correlated with transparency, salinity, chlorophyll a, and soluble phosphate while the genus Oscillatoria
correlated with the total suspended solids, Chlorophyll a content, transparency, pH, temperature, and
ammonium-nitrogen. The correlation indicates the high rate of phytoplankton growth was due to reduced water
quality. According to water quality standards for surface water, the water quality was classified in Category 3.
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Figure 1 Sampling Sites.
(Adapted from ArcMap Version 10.3)



King Mongkut’s Agr. J. 2024 : 42 (3) : 281 - 289 283

nsAnAmAHL

ﬁﬂ‘mqr:uﬂwwﬁ"lw‘hmnﬁuéhaemﬁ;wmmmﬁﬁmum e iINIFIesIE o gaiiudege toun gamgd Aty
Junsn-ana (pH) Usinaueendiauazaneti (D0) Attt (EC) dnemaiy (Salinity) wazAvodsavane N
(TDS) Fwnsevisiein3ns Multi-Parameter Analyzer %8 YS| 3U ProQuatro ﬁhmwmju’?Lﬂiwﬁé’ham%qi’mmm%ju B
WTW 3u Turb 430 IR warAlUs AR AT R Secchi Disc a'aumﬁmeﬁﬂmmwﬁwmﬂﬁ uazTININ Az
naifufegnaiudndunieseidafosfiRing 1w USina TSS #1e38 Gravimetric Method n1siiAs1zsin
Usuaumaslsflad Lan 1875 Spectrophotometric Method U3 1180 Ammonium-Nitrogen (NH.-N) #2835 Phenol-
Hypochlorite Method wazU3ana Soluble Reactive Phosphorus (SRP) #2875 Ascorbic Acid Method lagaSes Strickland
& Parsons (1972)

NMSANEIA2DE1IUNAINADUNY

quinumegunasineuiivluudazyaiudiegie FemsinthAintUsanms 20 dns nsoerumTBLNAT
newufiv (Phytoplankton Net) 1u1aA214d (Mesh Size) 22 m Pniuihmsiuiaegainfinsesanuanenszuenves
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Table 1 Dominant Phytoplankton Genus Scores. (Peerapormpisal et. al., 2007; Peerapormpisal, 2015)

Genus Score Genus Score Genus Score Genus Score
Actinastrum 5 Crucigenia 7 Gymnodinium 6 Phacus 8
Acanthoceras 5 Crucigeniella 7 Gyrosigma 7 Phormidium 9
Amphora 6 Cryptomonas 8 Isthmochloron 5 Pinnularia 5
Anabaena 8 Cyclotella 2 Kirchneriella 5 Planktolyngbya 7
Ankistrodesmus 7 Cylindrospermopsis 7 Melosiera 5 Pseudanabaena 7
Aphanocapsa 5 Cymbella 5 Merismopedia 9 Rhizosolenia 6
Aphanothece 5 Dictyosphaerium 7 Micractinium 7 Rhodomonas 8
Aulacoseira 6 Dimorphococcus 7 Micrasterias 2 Rhopalodia 5
Bacillaria 7 Dinobryon 1 Microcystis 8 Scenedesmus 8
Botryococcus 4 Encyonema 6 Monoraphidium 7 Staurastrum 3
Centritractus 4 Epithemia 6 Navicula 5 Staurodesmus 3
Ceratium 4 Euastrum 3 Nephrocytium 5 Stauroneis 5
Chlamydomonas 6 Eudorina 10 Nitzschia 9 Strombomonas 8
Chlorella 6 Euglena 2 Oocystis 6 Surirella 6
Chroococcus 6 Eunotia 5 Oscillatoria 9 Surirella 6
Closterium 6 Fragilaria 5 Pandorina 6 Synura 8
Cocconeis 6 Golenkinia 6 Pediastrum 7 Tetraedron 6
Coelastrum 7 Gomphonema 6 Peridiniopsis 6 Trachelomonas 8
Cosmarium 2 Gonium 6 Peridinium 6 Volvox 6

Table 2 Water Quality Scores Followed Trophic Level and General Water Quality. (Peerapormpisal et. al., 2007)

Score Water Quality by Trophic Level General Water Quality
1.0-2.0 Oligotrophic Status Clean
2.1-35 Oligo-Mesotrophic Status Clean-Moderate
3.6-5.5 Mesotrophic Status Moderate
5.6-7.5 Meso-Eutrophic Status Moderate-Polluted
7.6-9.0 Eutrophic Status Polluted
9.1-10.0 Hypereutrophic Status Very Polluted
NANSANYILAZIRTA]
N's’iﬂ']iﬁﬂ‘lﬂ']ﬂﬂdﬂﬁ?\lﬁ"]

wamﬁﬁﬂwmmmwﬁwmqmemw wniluazdanmaanslu Table 3 wuan qmmﬁﬁmm?{mviﬁv 25.51+1.41 °C
A pH dAnadowindu 7.500.3¢ Saldinlddwmansznusied dldinluuna i aaluswaweniildiad swifu
17.83+8.95 cm anAafufiaademiniu 0.89+1.07 PSU mmwmjuﬁﬁhl,aﬁ'awhﬁ’u 17.87+14.32 NTU 1 EC fieuade
WU 666.67+244.54 US/cm Usinas TSS fiAniadewiniu 429.29+156.08 me/l U3unas TDS SAnadewinfu 6.19+13.68
me/l /1 DO fAnadewiiu 3.46+3.20 me/l USunas NH,N SAadewinfu 2.60+3.18 me/l Tnsun@iusunas NH,N w0y
Tuumasisssumavsinaiosnin 1.00 me/ Tneuvawinayldansusznoululnsiouainianssunsinuns ﬁﬂ‘ﬁqmﬂﬂ;mu
waziey 1Jﬂmul,ma'nﬁwa:ﬁa’liﬂizﬂauluimwuagjslugﬂiutmw Tulasvi wewlindly Faunassaeufivanuisathlumsly
Hfnsnmaasdieglusuuenlundenoud 3niluasdassadaineg meluwad (Gajaseni, 2001) uenanifluumasth
sssunadanulnesaenunseiin iy Melosira varians, Synedra ulna wae Navicula viridula @nsnsavasayldauiiialun
g4 2.0-3.0 mg/l wagwin Navicula crytocephala wag Nitzschia palea Lf\ﬁzgiﬁﬁiuﬁ%ﬁaﬁﬁiuimwu Woauodd way
A15UBUEY (Patrick, 1977) wazUIunas SRP fidadewiniu 0.46+0.70 me/l Tneund SRP luundwisssum@fiansewing
0.01-0.1 mg/L (Mahidol university, 2013) WaaLWﬁLuLmaﬁﬁ’]Lﬁmmﬂﬁéﬁqmﬂm{L%'m'368’ﬂ5wvf§amiv‘hmmagmmmdS]
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1§ mnfivsinasnnasildunanisine iaunasinouieldiouasiiusunuldinnd @y uarUSinueaslsiladied
AadBwinfu 36.83+32.75 P/l %ﬁLﬁﬂJU?imeﬁﬁau%qu omndnvarunawilaeseuduvonu wndwhiann
Aoutnails Suadesimdiniundau Tsuldlvgjeguinuseuy widah dWedusueliiuadTislumenh Sovwudng
1 dnfidesnau wavdauilntuy 1AL LLazé’J’dﬁmsﬂuﬁjausuadmﬁ@u‘m‘%éLLazﬁw@mwﬁmﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁwhq6] N
vatiniian evensdina duwaliuSinaunasinouiivly  wanhisiuoun mﬁm'aiﬁt,ﬁmﬂ‘mﬂgmizﬁmﬁl,ﬁﬁmLaiﬂm
E]EJ’NTJG]LTJ‘UENLLWﬁGﬂG]E]“LJW611‘1/]1@S‘Uﬁ’lfﬂE)’IVi’]SVH]’IL‘UuG]E]ﬂﬁLf\JiEULG]UIGM‘iE]LiEJﬂUi’IﬂJ;]mimu’N “Usmgmamaimvxlm%u
(Eutrophlcatlon)” aqwaluﬂimmaaﬂ%Lmﬂ,umamaq roliAnanmindedinale 'Vldumsaumwwmaaﬂmﬁ]uuumuaa
ﬂuammmmm Sogumpfiandaseendiauazanninas zanglfuniu IusumuwammuawuaaﬂsdLf\]uﬁ]uaumﬂﬂuaaan
(Rattanaphani, 1990) L.meﬂumimmiwmmmawaqLL‘wadﬂmauwwmamﬂuﬂsmmaaﬂ%Lausl,umgwum&J (Cha-
umphol, 1996)

Table 3 Physical, Chemical and Biological Water Quality in Sampling Sites

Sampling Sites

Parameter Average+SD
S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6

Water Temperature (°C) 24.90 23.70 26.60  25.18  25.00 27.70 25.51+1.41
pH 7.47 7.34 7.92 7.56 7.78 6.95 7.50+0.34
Transparency (cm) 20.00 10.00 20.00 5.00 22.00 30.00 17.83+8.95
Salinity (PSU) 3.00 1.00 0.37 0.46 0.40 0.13 0.89+1.07
Turbidity (NTU) 0.15 0.79 20.00 3347 2283 30.00 17.87+14.32
EC (US/cm) 645.00 511.00 780.00 964.03 820.00 280.00 666.67+244.54
DO (meg/1) 1.05 0.35 553 8.68 3.68 1.44 3.46+3.20
TSS (mg/V) 420.10  340.80 49650 617.33 526.00 175.00 429.29+156.08
TDS (mg/V) 0.0067  0.0080  34.00 0.0180  3.07 0.02 6.19+13.68
Chlorophyll a (Mg/) 67.28 7.70 85.79 15.11 35.00 10.08 36.83+32.75
NHg-N (mg/l) 1.23 1.74 2.17 1.50 8.92 0.01 2.60+3.18
SRP (mg/V) 0.23 0.53 0.05 0.11 1.84 0.02 0.46+0.70
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mﬁﬁmﬂéhaﬁhqLLwaqﬁmauﬁsumﬂfqmﬁué”;aemﬁu’mm wuUSInaunasimeufiviade s avan 14,373.50 wiae/
03 U%mr:ummwmLLu'usumLL‘waqﬁmauﬁmsauﬁmmﬁwwmﬁqm o gawfiusedng S2 fawviiu 32,293.00 wiie/ans
J09891AD S1 Wag S3 AANYIAY 21,869.00 Way 19,565.00 1i18/ans muany adlansly Table 4

MFUATIERANVLANUNAINRAIENIFININ (H) VOIWaIARauNY WUl AglanuraInmangueunasnnou
fivlugaiudaegns S1 fega S6 fiA 1.44, 1.30, 0.76, 1.42, 1.45 uag 2.60 auaiu axiiuldangeaiiuiiedne 6 dandadl
mmumﬂ‘wmamaquwmﬁmauﬁ%mnﬁqm J99A4NABYA S3 WaraA S5 MUY Lﬁaqa’mﬁnmﬁuﬁqmﬁuéﬁasﬁw S6 WU
Srnurdauwasimeufivvionun 17 vin ednuarianilassouduteiu fuasdowhufeiniud fduliingjoy
UBhasoun wiash dedusualiiuddidialumanh Smudeith dnidesaau wavdnivlingun 91fusmegse T
duiusiuaauulugaiudiiegns 6 ﬁﬁauﬁwqd Fluuvadwhilfunenousundn ansduviad Uanwunadnvideunas
paududiuiuann ﬁw‘iﬂﬁﬁﬂmwmjumadﬁéwﬁauﬁqu Adieua LS sn W Tisuve A meuie () Tugaiu
eee S1 feqa S6 diA 0.41, 0.37, 0.50, 0.40, 0.41 waz 0.74 MUFAU Aakandlu Table 2 aziulsingaiufiega S6
mm‘"suﬁmmaﬁ%auammﬁqm J89A9UIADIN S3 UarqA S5 AUAWY Imﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁmmaﬁwmuamaqqm S6 wandliiudang
ﬂ'ﬁgmaﬁqmaqﬁwuauﬁmgaﬂ%mmﬁwhh”ummLLwadﬁmauﬁﬂjLLﬁiawﬁmsLuLma'mfﬁqmiﬂuqmé“'m Faaziangeanlaiiiu 1
(Smith & Wilson 1996)

Frogeunast nouiof nuwuseendu 6 A3Tu 34 ana lawn A39u Euglenophyta (62.07%), Chl (orophyta
(18.29%), Bacillariophyta (9.50%), Chromophyta (3.49%) wag Pyrrhophyta (0.86%) LLwadﬂmauw%aqamuwWU laun
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Euglena, Phacus wag Tetraedron lnsuwasimeuiiviituiiusdanasgdulalealuimauhniiasdunss uazazaviou
fedadunmuninudiasUsinasinemstuivani (Peerapompisal et al., 2007) donndediunansAnuIzes Kaewrungfah

et al. (2020) vhmsfnwAunmLazAaINiEnevetmasi neuRrlug 1ufud e wuunasineuiivise 7

AU (39 @na) laun Chlorophyta, Cryptophyta, Eug enophyta uaz Pyrrophyta @onAa i uNan1SAne1989 Sakset &
Chankaew (2013) mmsmmmﬂmwammauw%Lﬂumuwmnmmwmammmwuﬂ,uwuwﬂiumuwmmammmmﬂ

wils wuluwasieeuiiwsdawu 1oun Trachelomonas sp., Peridinium sp. W& Protoperidinium sp.

Table 4 Diversity Index of Phytoplankton in Sampling Sites

Division Genus Density of Phytoplankton (unit/l)
S1 S2 S3 Sa S5 S6
Cyanophyta Closterium 0 0 0 257 0
Golenkinia 0 0 0 0 278
Merismopedia 285 0 0 0 0
Microcystis 0 0 0 0 0 137
Oscillatoria 143 887 2,824 0 0 273
Raphidiopsis 0 0 0 208 0
Spirulina 0 0 0 0 205
Chlorophyta Actrinastum 148 0 0 0 0
Carteria 0 0 0 0 547
Chlorella 460 74 3,376 0 0 0
Closterium 0 222 276 0 0 0
Cosmarium 0 0 0 0 0 137
Euastrum 0 0 0 0 0 137
Netrium 0 0 0 0 0 137
Pediastrum 143 887 0 53 0 0
Pleurotaenium 0 0 0 0 0 205
Scenedesmus a7 296 689 43 0 0
Tetraedron 3,129 2,586 551 0 0 0
Tetraspora. 0 0 0 68
Volvox 0 0 33 0
Chromophyta Nitzschia 0 0 0 556
Euglenophyta Anisonema 0 0 0 69
Euglena 5,263 20,098 5,993 460 1,528 137
Lepocinclis 0 0 0 493 1,875 0
Petalomonas 0 0 0 0 0 68
Phacus 10,952 4,508 4,409 1,225 2,083 68
Strombomonas 0 0 0 0 139 0
Bacillariophyta Aulacoseira 0 0 0 0 0 205
Diatoms 1,067 2,587 1,447 0 0 0
Navicula 0 0 0 0 0 137
Stauroneis 0 0 0 0 0 411
Synedra 0 0 0 0 0 205
Pyrrhophyta Peridinium 0 0 0 0 0 137
Total 21,869 32,293 19,565 2,564 6,736 3,214
Richness index (H) 1.44 1.30 0.76 1.42 1.45 2.60
Evenness index (J) 0.41 0.37 0.50 0.40 0.41 0.74
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Namiﬂimﬁuﬂmmwﬁﬂﬁw Applied Algal Research Laboratory-Phytoplankton Score (AARL-PP Score)

mﬁmezﬁmﬂ'mzLLuuﬁm%’Um'ﬁUisLﬁuqmmwﬁwﬁ”’m AARL-PP Score lagldunasineuiisanaiau 3 ana
Han15UszuNUI gauiusiege S1-54 AATLLLRABIVITY 5.3 SERUasestiLnas (Mesotrophic Status) wans
5q@mmwﬁﬂagﬂuisﬁumuﬂaw (Moderate) Wwagqaifiufiagng S5-56 AAzuuLABNGY 6.6 ansemsUIunanadiags
(Meso-Eutrophic Status) LLamﬁd@mm‘wﬁﬁxﬁuﬂmﬂawﬁﬂﬂﬁ AIUT1ENUIN (Moderate-Polluted) Asiandlu Table
5 ImElsaﬁmmaqﬁmauﬁszjwiuﬁwuiuﬁ;mﬁuﬁaaem fie A%y Euglenophyta (Phacus way Euglena) Wuaiiafiiasayiiuln
19’75LLawumifLuLma'ﬁifﬂﬁms@uw%'ﬁTLLagﬁmmmﬁqq ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁwmdw’fﬂ%mmumﬂdﬂﬂa;ugu (Weeraphong et al.
(2023)

U%Lamﬁuuﬁqmﬁuﬁaaem s5 fidnuuriuiidunewnian ernsdinay waviivethfisaneiasuiinn
Imﬁliauﬁqﬁﬂﬁ@mmwﬁé’]ﬂ'awﬁwaﬂﬂsﬂLLaashiﬁmivaaL"”JEJuﬂJmLmdqﬂgw wissthAoudells sufuasiidesaandumas
idfes Fuildaoendauazarsindesday wululisrmaunuinaiminhivhlduasdosaanlids uazinis
Judounnmavifanssuingg anaelumninedouasinserdnsansomnseing asguaninanmssatiduld vl
9niiis Failiinduimiiu dalugn 6 vinamuassue iuhfifnzneufudeudsgs fluthvunlvgdu
ki oiliafuaiierdesasundumanh Suiliundaidoondureudnaios wasinliaddinuieia s
unasimeuivueialiansnoduegld wieddunuitesaminnsiafinunuegdlunuamihiiviunansdslalid
A9AAABINUNANITANYIVDY Kaewrungfah et al. (2020) ﬁﬁwmmmwﬁwLLagmwwmrmmmaqLLwaaﬁmauﬁﬂuéN
udhedtutne wudraeiii 1 uas a01dd 2 Sauameglusedutaniude wazandil 3 fauamdregluszdudini
Ununandeutiads n1sdnszduauamiilngldunasineufion1uds AARL-PP Score wuinanniil 1 dgmnmiilad
a0l 2 fpanmiiviunansdelald wazannii 3 faanmidiviunans uenanidsaenadesturanisfinuves
Sitthikanjanakul & Wanpensakul (2017) laldunasineufndudvfiv@nunnlugauguinnsiun wuiinisusadiu
qmmwﬁﬂmﬂ%uwadﬁmaummmfﬁ“ﬂﬁzﬁ’uqmmwﬂgﬂmmsﬁumuﬂmn lagnuwnasineuivanaiay via
Staurastrum sp. @wnsaUvenisszsut i fiilsyuansemstesieurunans wiln Staurodesmus sp. Usuenia
susuduiilsssiuansemsies wazeila Fragilaria sp. Usuenissiutunhiiisyduansemstunans denndesiu
NANT3AN®IUDY Sunpapao et al. (2017) ¥msenmmuannvaneriinvesunasineuiitlusraiutiuians wuinen
AvuuuRBty 7.2 deiFsuifisusmadeiinesgiuauainfiaiu asnsaaguldhauamdianglusafuiu
aeflUFinmansemnsuiunansisgeoglunusiunnsgiud 2 veaundaidiafu Tnenuunasdnouiivanaiiu Ae

Pseudanabaena sp., Cylindrospermopsis sp. Wag Oscillatoria sp.

Table 5 Water Quality Assessment Using Dominant Genus of Phytoplankton

Sampling Dominant Genus of Phytoplankton Average Trophic Level Water Quality
Sites Score
S1 Euglena (2) Phacus (8) Tetraedron (6) 5.3 Mesotrophic Moderate
S2 Euglena (2) Phacus (8) Tetraedron (6) 5.3 Mesotrophic Moderate
S3 Chlorella (6) Euglena (2) Phacus (8) 5.3 Mesotrophic Moderate
Sa Closterium (6) Euglena (2) Phacus (8) 5.3 Mesotrophic Moderate
S5 Golenkinia (6) Euglena (6) Phacus (8) 6.6 Meso-Eutrophic Moderate-Polluted
S6 Aulacoseira (6) Oscillatoria (9) Stauroneis (5) 6.6 Meso-Eutrophic Moderate-Polluted

wansUssifiuAnuduiussEinsgun WU IS uasuwastnauRsTinuy

NANITIATIZANISEDRA °W1'$”Umi‘u'n%ﬁqmmé’uﬁuﬁ‘sw’mLLwaqﬁmauﬁwﬁmﬁiuﬁU@mmwﬁwmqmamw \Adl
wagdanm lag3Bn1sonaesnnguuuUtuRDy (Multiple Regression Enter Method) fiszdfutfidifey 0.05 (p-value<0.050)
Tnefiarsanen Standardized Coefficients (B) lunsusdansnavesrnuduiug wuuwasinoufiviiduduiigade Aty
Cyanophyta (@ msedideaununiiGu) Fanvanawiufe Merismopedia fAnanuduiusidsuaniudaandy (B =
0.970) 1nfidn sosawnfe Armilusauas (B = 0.649) Uinunaslsiladie (B = 0.606) uazU3ua SRP (B = 0.072)
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MINaRU wazana Oscillatoria AAraudunusidsuinduu3uia 7SS (B = 0.965) mmﬁ'qm 59989u1A0 YT
aaolsiiadie (B = 0.838) muldssuas (B = 0.651) Arpandunsa-ae (B = 0.408) aaumgd (B = 0.390) uazUsum
NH,-N (B = 0.082) anuddu egefioddynieadfnseduninudesu 95% fauanslu Table 6 aonndasiuna
N13ANYIUBY Horaban (1998) ﬁﬁmznmmé’mﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁgijﬂmmwﬁﬁuLLWanﬁmauﬁﬂul,mﬁwmqﬂgmwuLLwadﬁmauﬁ%ﬁ
18U Cyanophyta a@na Oscillatoria sp. U%mmt.t.waqﬁmauﬁﬁmmﬁmmé’uﬁué@amﬂﬁuqmmﬁﬂfw AALdunsea-ana
fealusauas USinaasuiuasy Aranudn warUSinaluam uenaniisaenndesiuntsinuive Fried et al.
(2003) #dnwUsIaluasn lulasiau wasUSunameamniianuduiusivlufiamadefuumasinouiy Sadwariil
Aunwanas nvdwmadenisiiaUsingmsaiginsfiedu esmnuimaluem lulasaudiivgedu asdewal
Yinaunasineuiiwasyiulnldegissnga

Table 6 Relationship Between Dominant Genus of Phytoplankton and Water Quality

Genus Parameter

Pearson Correlation (R) p-value*

Beta ()

Merismopedia® pH
Oscillatoria®

Water Temperature

-0.048% 0.466°
-0.212% 0.254°

0.929° 0.352°
0.686% 0.627°

-0.129% 0.408°
-0.102% 0.390°

Transparency 0.119* 0.057° 0.823% 0.915° 0.649% 0.651°
Salinity 0.963% -0.220° 0.002% 0.676° 0.970% -0.033"
Turbidity -0.606° -0.107" 0.202° 0.841° -0.930% -0.365"
EC -0.043% 0.055° 0.935% 0.918" -0.517%-0.292°
DO -0.368% 0.126° 0.472% 0.812° -0.954% -0.383"
TSS -0.029% 0.047° 0.957% 0.929° -0.500% -0.301"
TDS -0.221% 0.939° 0.673% 0.005" -0.052% 0.965°
Chlorophyll a 0.456 0.609° 0.364° 0.199° 0.606% 0.838"
NH,-N -0.210% -0.164° 0.690° 0.757° -0.039° 0.082°
SRP -0.163 -0.329" 0.757% 0.524° 0.072° -0.033"

* Merismopedia

b Oscillatoria
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