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Abstract
hu Bay, the effects of fish community structure regulation on lake water quality and submerged macrophyte restoration were studied by in-situ
enclosure experiment, the results showed that the water transparency increased rapidly from 0.6 m to more than 1.5 m after fish disturbance

In view of the decreasing trend of submerged vegetation coverage and water transparency in the ecological restoration area of Gong-

and feeding disturbance was removed, and the water quality indexes such as TN, TP, COD and turbidity decreased. The submerged macro-
phyte community subsequently restored from 30% to 90% within 2 years. The regulation effect of large-scale fish population structure in ecolog-
ical restoration area showed that reasonable regulation of fish population structure and timely elimination of large-scale fish were helpful to the

recovery and stability of submerged macrophyte community.
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