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Abstract
Meghna is one of the most famous rivers in Bangladesh and endures country’s important multi-species
commercial fishery. The present study was conducted to assess the physico-chemical and biological
parameters of Meghna Rivers water in three spots during the period of January, 2014 to December, 2014.
Nineteen (ten were physical and nine were chemical) physico-chemical parameters of water viz Water
depth, Water temperature, Air temperature, Water colour, Odour of water, Bottom type, Transparency,
Conductivity, Turbidity, Total Dissolve Solids (TDS), Dissolve Oxygen (DO), Free carbon dioxide, pH,
NH3, Total alkalinity, Total hardness, Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD) (B), Biological Oxygen
Demand BOD (N) and Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD), plankton community of both phytoplankton
and Zooplankton were studied in aforesaid sampling spots of Meghna river. Maximum water depth was
recorded from Meghna ghat area. Among these sampling spots highest transparency was recorded from
Bhairab region. Dissolve oxygen concentration was found highest 7.5 mg/L in Chandpur. Free carbon
dioxide was found maximum in Meghna ghat area 3.7 mg/L. Chlorophyceae, Bacillariophyceae,
Dinophyceae, Myxophyceae were the major groups of phytoplankton. Cladocera, Copepod, Rotifer and
Sididae were the major groups of Zooplankton. Pleuroceridae, Lepidopteridae, Chironomidae,
Lepidopteridae, Unionidae, Viviparidae and Sphaeridae etc were the major groups of benthos. Micro
invertebrates such as Chironomus larvae (Red blood), Chironomus larvae (others), Nematoda,
Oligochaeta, Polychaeta, Bristle worm, Coleopteran larvae, Dragon fly nymph, Stone fly nymph were
also identified. At present from the findings of physicochemical and biological parameters of water
indicate water quality of Meghna river are safe for aquatic lives, but the continuous sewage disposal may
create problems in the future.
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1. Introduction
Industrial pollution is one of the main causes for decreasing open water capture fisheries.
Aquatic ecosystem needs careful protection to maintain the water quality and its standard.
Water quality plays an important role for the production of fisheries. Rivers and streams are
highly heterogeneous at spatial as well as temporal scales, and several investigators have
documented this heterogeneity focusing on the physico-chemical dynamics of rivers. Variation
in the quality and quantity of river water is widely studied in the case of several world rivers.
The spatiotemporal variation in trace elements in Patuxent river, Maryland [24]. The variations
in nutrient level in the Nemunas river of Russia [25]. During periods of high flux, the structure
of the plankton can be strongly influenced by differential loss of organisms as a consequence
of their vertical position in the water column, swimming capacity and reproductive rates.
However, the interference can also be indirect, through modifications in the physical and
chemical conditions of the environment. In addition, typical longitudinal gradients generally
observed in reservoirs, lateral components, such as arms and bays, can contribute significantly
to the maintenance of heterogeneous patterns in the zooplankton distribution [31]. Despite of the
importance of physical–biological interactions, the structure of the zooplankton in reservoirs
can also be influenced by biological interactions and adaptative characteristics [13]. There is no
consensus on whether the heterogeneity of the spatial distribution of the plankton of reservoirs
is stable or ephemeral [7]. Plankton stresses the relative importance of the spatial and temporal
components on heterogeneity, the influence of longitudinal gradients along the main axis and
the influence of the main tributaries.
~ 161 ~

International Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Studies

Micro invertebrate assemblages have been used as bio
indicators of stream biological integrity [14, 19] within this
framework, the use of a multimetric approach that utilizes the
index of biotic integrity (IBI) has gained interest in biological
assessment of rivers and streams in urban and suburban
catchments [9, 16, 21]
2. Materials and Methods
2.1 Study area
The study was carried out from Bangladesh Fisheries Research
Institute, Riverine Station, Chandpur (N-23014.6160 and E90037.8180) during the period of January, 2014 to December,
2014 covering the area of Chandpur sadar (Chandpur),
Meghna ghat (Narayangonj) and Bhairab (Kishorgonj). The
samples of water were collected from selected sites. The
characteristics of sampling sites are described in Table 1.
Table 1: Sampling location with GPS point
Station No.

Sampling site

S1
S2
S3

Chandpur Sadar
Meghna ghat
Bhairab

GPS point
(Longitude and Latitude)
N-23014.6160 E-90037.8180
N-23026.1080 E-90036.8590
N-21003.1040 E-90059.9180

2.2 Assessment of physico-chemical parameters
Common physical tests of water include colour, odour,
temperature, transparency, solids concentrations e.g., Total
Dissolved Solid (TDS) and turbidity. Colour and odour were
examined through external sensory organ whereas other
physical properties were evaluated through latest models of
digital temperature and turbidity meter. Transparency was
measured through secchi disk reading. Chemical parameters
such as Conductivity (μs/cm), Transparency, TDS (mg/L),
Dissolve Oxygen (mg/L), pH, Total alkalinity, Total hardness,
ammonia (NH3), BOD (mg/L) and COD (mg/L) were analyzed
on the same day of sampling. Free CO2 content was
determined by Phenolphthalein indicator method [33]. In this
method, at first we take 100 ml water sample then add 6 drops
Phenolphthalein indicator and finally titrated with NaoH until
pink color. Total alkalinity was estimated by using
phenolphthalein and methyl orange indicator method [33]. In
this method, at first we take 100 ml water sample then add 6
drops Phenolphthalein indicator and 6 drops methyl orange.
Finally this solution titrated with 0.2 N H2SO4 until orange
color. Total hardness was determined by EDTA titrimetric
method. HACH test kit (Model-FF-2, USA) was used to
measure pH, dissolved oxygen (DO), ammonia. Total
Dissolved Solid (TDS), conductivity was measured by EC
meter (HANNA instruments: H19143).
The Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) of polluted water is
the amount of oxygen required for the biological
decomposition of dissolved organic matter. Usually, the time
is taken as 5 days and the temperature 20 °C as per the global
standard. The BOD test is among the most important method
in sanitary analysis to determine the polluting power, or
strength polluted water. It serves as a measure of the amount
of clean diluting water required for the successful disposal of
sewage by dilution. The test has its widest application in
measuring waste loading to treatment plants and in evaluating
the efficiency of such treatment systems. The test consists in
taking the given sample in suitable concentrations in dilute
water in BOD bottles. Two bottles are taken for each
concentration and three concentrations are used for each
sample. One set of bottles is incubated in a BOD incubator for

5 days at 20 °C; the dissolved oxygen (initial) content (D1) in
the other set of bottles will be determined immediately. At the
end of 5 days, the dissolved oxygen content (D2) in the
incubated set of bottles is determined. In this method, at first
we take 100 ml original water sample then add 2 ml MnSo4
and 2 ml alkyl iodide. After that add 2 ml concentrated H2So4
and mixed well. Then add 6 drops starch solution and finally
titrated with Na2S2O3 until colorless.
COD results are reported in terms of mg of oxygen. At first 50
ml sample was taken and allow with 1g H2SO4 and glass
beads. Then 5 ml H2SO4 and Ag2SO4 was added very slowly.
Cool in room temperature. After cooling 25 ml 0.0417 M
K2Cr2O7 was added. Then solution containing flask was added
in condenser. Then 70ml of H2SO4 and Ag2SO4 was added
through open end of condenser and continuous shaking was
done for well mixing. Cool the solution containing flask in
room temperature. Then double volume of distilled water was
added. An excess of oxidizing agent is added, the excess is
determined by another reducing agent such as Ferrous
Ammonium Sulphate (FAS). An indicator ferroin (0.0417 N)
is used in titrating the excess dichromate against ferrous
ammonium sulphate.
2.3 Assessment of biological parameters
Sampling of plankton assemblage from sub-surface water (four
times in a day at 6, 12, 18 and 24 hrs to know the diurnal
variation) were done by filtering 50 liters of river water
through a 25 µ and 50 µ plankton net for qualitative
(preferably up to species level) and quantitative analyses. For
plankton counting, the S-R (Sedgwick Rafter) cell was used
which is 50 mm long, 20 wide and 1 mm deep. Before filling
the S-R cell with sample, the cover glass was diagonally
placed across the cell and then samples were transferred with a
large bore so that no air bubbles in the cell covers were
formed. The S-R cell was let standard for at least 15 minute to
settle planktons. Then planktons on the bottom of the S-R cell
were counted by microscope. By moving the mechanical stage,
the entire bottom of the slide area was examined carefully.
Organisms lying between two parallel cross hairs were
counted as they passed a vertical line. Identification of
plankton (phytoplankton and zooplankton) up to generic level
was made according to Presscot (1964) [18], Needham and
Needham (1963) [17] and Belcher and Swale (1978) [6].
Number of plankton in the S-R cell was derived from the
following formula [5]:
Number of species/Liter = C × 1000 mm3
L×D×W×S
Where,
C
=
Number of organisms counted
L
=
Length of each stripe (S-R cell length) in mm
D
=
Depth of each stripe in mm
W
=
Width of each stripe in mm
S
=
Number of stripe
Sampling of macro-invertebrates was done using an Ekman's
dredge and no. 40/60mm sieve for qualitative and quantitative
analysis.
2.4 Data Processing and Analysis
The relevant data were processed and analyzed through
manually and for computer based analysis MS Excel of Office
2007 version was used.
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3. Results
3.1 Physico-chemical features of water
Physico-chemical parameters (Ten physical and nine
chemical) of three sampling stations were studied and wide
range of fluctuation was observed among the sampling

stations. Almost all parameters were found suitable but some
are deviated from the desired range. The range of the values
showed seasonal fluctuation and the deviations among the spots
also.

Table 2: Physico chemical parameters of water from the river Meghna
Parameters
Water depth (ft)
Air temp (0C)
Water temp (0C)
Water colour
Odour of water
Bottom Type
Transparency (cm)
Conductivity (µs/cm)
Turbidity
TDS (mg/l)
Dissolve O2 (mg/l)
Free CO2 (mg/l)
pH
NH3 (mg/l)
Total alkalinity
Total hardness
BOD (B) (mg/l)
BOD (N) (mg/l)
COD (mg/l)

Chandpur (Mean±SD)
15.5±4.0
26.8±8.2
25.1±5.5
Light green
Fresh
Sandy clay
45.2±20.5
310.5±110.2
50.7±23.5
160.4±80.2
7.5±1.8
3.0±1.1
8.0±2.3
0±0
115.5±65.2
138.3±45.2
6.2±2.0
6.5±2.3
10.2±6.8

Meghna ghat (Mean±SD)
18.2±5.9
27.4±6.6
26.2±4.9
Muddy
Fresh
Sandy hard
44.3±32.6
466±557.7
54.4±31.2
229.9±273.7
7.3±0.2
3.7±1.2
7.8±0.4
0±0
110.7±59.9
107.2±37.2
5.4±2.1
6.7±0.7
17.4±13.2

Fig 1: Annual average variation in the physico-chemical parameters.

3.2 Biological features of water
Abundance of plankton in three sampling spots also showed a
wide range of variation. More than 40 genera of plankton were
identified under 4 families [17, 18, 6]. Total plankton density was
found 1500±695.4 (Nos./l) in Chandpur, 1450±670.2 (Nos./l)
in Meghna ghat and 1400±710.5 (Nos./l) in Bhairab
respectively. Chlorophyceae, Bacillariophyceae, Dinophyceae,
Myxophyceae were the major groups of phytoplankton.
Cladocera, Copepod, Rotifer and Sididae were the major
groups of Zooplankton. Phytoplankton was largely dominated
over zooplankton throughout the study period. The mean
contribution of phytoplankton was more than 91.33% in all
three rivers and zooplankton contributed the rest.
The benthos and macro invertebrate samples of the selected
stations were collected and identified in the laboratory. About
13 genera of benthos were observed under seven families.
Dominated by the Bulimidae family and was followed by the
others viz. Pleuroceridae, Lepidopteridae, Chironomidae,
Lepidopteridae, Unionidae, Viviparidae and Sphaeridae etc.
Chironomus larvae (Red blood), Chironomus larvae (others),
Nematoda, Oligochaeta, Polychaeta, Bristle worm,
Coleopteran larvae, Dragon fly nymph, Stone fly nymph were
also identified.

Bhairab (Mean±SD)
14.9±6.1
28.8±8.2
26.6±7.8
Light green
Fresh
Sandy clay
49±21.7
284.5±315.8
46.5±26.5
153.6±149.6
7.4±2.5
2.8±1.2
8.4±2.3
0±0
119.6±41.9
143.7±47.7
6.1±1.9
7.7±2.4
8.7±8.1

Fig 2: Phytoplankton composition of the selected spots of Meghna
River.

Fig 3: Zooplankton composition of the selected spots of Meghna
River

4. Discussion
The results of means and SD of the studied physical and
chemical properties for water samples in the selected three
sites are given in (Table No. 2). Because of its great impact on
aquatic life, water temperature is an important component of a
water quality assessment [11]. Temperature is a critical water
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quality parameter, since it directly influences the amount of
dissolved oxygen that is available to aquatic organisms [4].
Temperature affects the distribution, health, and survival of
aquatic organisms. While temperature changes can cause
mortality, it can also cause sub-lethal effects by altering the
physiology of aquatic organisms [11]. Temperatures outside of
an acceptable limit affect the ability of aquatic organisms to
grow, reproduce, escape predators, and compete for their
habitat. The fluctuation in river water temperature usually
depends on the season, geographic location, sampling time and
temperature of effluents entering the stream [2]. The
transparency of productive water bodies should be 40cm or
less [23]. The pH of a water body is very important in
determination of water quality since it affects other chemical
reactions such as solubility and metal toxicity [12]. The pH was
found to be 7.8 to 8.4 in present study. Adequate DO is
necessary for good water quality, survival of aquatic organism
and decomposition of waste by microorganism [10, 15, 22].
Maximum DO value was found to be 7.3 to 7.5 mg/L. The rise
in temperature in the river water can be correlated with
increase in carbon dioxide levels [30]. Alkalinity of water is a
measure of weak acid present in it and of the cations balanced
against them [29]. Total alkalinity of water is due to presence of
mineral salt present in it. It is primarily caused by the
carbonate and bicarbonate ions. Total Dissolve Solids (TDS)
are a measure of the amount of particulate solids that are in
solution. This is an indicator of nonpoint source pollution
problems associated with various land use practices. They are
the direct measurement of particle concentration that quantifies
the diffraction of light caused by particles in the water [11].
TDS concentration was found to be 160.4 mg/L to 229.9 mg/L
in the present study. TDS concentrations have been
recommended by the USEPA (up to 500 mg/L) [32] as useful
indicators of water quality and are important measurements for
a number of reasons. Increased TDS are frequently indicators
of erosion. BOD directly affects the amount of dissolved
oxygen in rivers and streams. ADB, 1994 [1] proposed BOD of
10 mg/L in irrigation water quality standards for Bangladesh.
The greater the BOD, the more rapidly oxygen is depleted in
the stream. This means less oxygen is available to higher
forms of aquatic life. In the present study BOD, B was found
1.9 mg/L to 6.2 mg/L. In the conjunction with the BOD test,
the COD test is helpful in indicating toxic conditions and the
presence of biologically resistant organic substances [28]. In
present study COD values varied between 8.7 mg/L – 17.4
mg/L. The mean contribution of phytoplankton was about
91.3% in all sampling spots and zooplankton contributed the
rest. Higher percentage composition of phytoplankton (76.0 ‐
93.6%) from the Meghna river [26]. The major contribution of
phytoplankton (>97.0%) and lower concentration of
zooplankton (0.13 ‐ 2.4%) at three stations in the Guala river
of Uttar Pradesh, India [27]. Chlorophyceae was found most
dominating group in phytoplankton among phytoplankton
abundance from Mouri river of Khulna [20]. Bacillariophyceae
was formed 2nd place in the total phytoplankton abundance,
similar result also reported from Mouri river of Khulna [20].
About 23 genera of zooplankton, of which 12 belonged to
Rotifers, 4 to Copepods, 6 to Cladocerans and 1 to Ostracods
from the river Buriganga [8]. In the present study zooplankton
constituted 8.6% of the total plankton abundance. Zooplankton
contributed more than 3% to the total planktonic organisms [3].
Copepods were found the dominating group in zooplankton.
Copepods (51.2%) were the most dominating group among
total zooplankton abundance [3].

5. Conclusions
Meghna River plays a vital role as the important freshwater
resources of Bangladesh. Water of this river system is used for
different purposes irrigation, Navigation, Fisheries, dumping
of domestic and industrial waste and recreational purposes.
The conservation of river is in the interest of man as it’s
ecological, cultural and tourist value is immense. Thus,
intensive investigation and experimental ecology of both
physico-chemical and biological factors will allow us to
understand more about plankton diversity and distribution in
the freshwater ecosystems and it further provides support as to
why plankton species and assemblages are good indicators of
environmental change. At the present phase, it is essential to
use the vast knowledge accumulated on the ecology of
zooplankton communities in the Meghna river for the
ecosystem management aimed at improving the water quality
and conservation of natural biological diversity in the
ecosystems.
6. Acknowledgement
We are highly obliged and expressing our gratification and
sincere appreciation to the Chief Scientific Officer of
Bangladesh Fisheries Research Institute, Riverine Station,
Chandpur, for his valuable suggestions, encouragement and
kind cooperation during the entire period of study and
preparing the article.
7. References
1. ADB (Asian Development Bank). Training manual for
environmental monitoring. USA: Engineer. Sci. Inc.,
1994, 2-16.
2. Ahipathi MV, Puttaiah ET. Ecological Characteristics of
Vrishabhavathi River in Bangalore (India). Environ. Geol.
2006; 49:1217-1222.
3. Ahmed KKU, Ahmed SU, Hossain MRA, Ahmed T,
Rahman S. Quantitative and qualitative assessment of
plankton: some ecological aspect and water quality
parameters of the river Meghna, Bangladesh. Bangladesh
J Fish Res. 2003; 7(2):131‐140.
4. APHA Eaton AD. American Public Health Association.
Mary Ann H. Franson, American Water Works
Association (Ed.), Standard Methods for the Examination
of Water & Wastewater, 2005.
5. APHA. American Public Health Association. Standard
methods for the examination of water and waste water.
Fourth edition, Washington, 1976, 1193.
6. Belcher H, Swale E. A Beginner’s Guide to Freshwater
Algae. HMSO, London, 1978, 47.
7. Betsil RK, Van Den Avyle MJ. Spatial heterogeneity of
reservoir zooplankton: a matter of timing. Hydrobiologia,
1994; 277:63-70.
8. Chowdhury MM, Raknuzzaman M. Zooplankton
communities in the polluted water of the river Buriganga,
Dhaka, Bangladesh. Bangladesh J Zool. 2005;
33(2):177‐182.
9. Collins CL, Mullen MW, Stewart PM, Webber EC.
Validation of an invertebrate community index for urban
streams for an Alabama coastal plains watershed. J Am.
Wat. Resour. Assoc. 2008, 44(3):663-669.
10. Dara SS. A text book of environmental chemistry and
pollution control. S. Chand and Company Limited, New
Delhi, 2002, 216.
11. Chapman DE. Chapman Ed, Water Quality Assessments.
A Guide to the Use of Biota, Sediments and Water in

~ 164 ~

International Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Studies

12.
13.

14.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

20.

21.
22.

23.
24.

25.

26.
27.

28.
29.
30.

Environmental Monitoring, 2nd Edition, Chapman &
Hall, London, 1996.
Fakayode SO. Impact Assessment of Industrial Effluent
on Water Quality of the Receiving Alaro River in Ibadan,
Nigeria. Ajeam-Ragee. 2005; 10:1-13.
Horn H, Horn W, Kohlsdorf M. Theoretical and practical
investigations on the heterogeneous distribution of
plankton in the main basin of the Saindebach storage
reservoir. Acta. Hydrochim. Hydrobiol 1987; 15:327-350.
Hepp LU, Milesi SV, Biasi C, Restello RM. Effects of
agricultural and urban impacts on macro invertebrate’s
assemblages in streams (Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil).
Zoologia, 2010; 27:106-113.
Islam MS, Suravi, Meghla NT. Investigation on water
quality in the Ashulia beel, Dhaka. Bangladesh J Fish Res.
2010; 14(1-2):55-64.
Kar D, Sur P, Mandal SK, Saha T, Kole RK. Assessment
of heavy metal pollution in surface water. International. J
of Environ Sci and Tech. 2008; 5(1):119-124.
Needham JG, Needham PR. A Guide to Study of
Freshwater Biology. 5th edn, Holden-Day, Inc., San
Francisco, 1963, 106.
Prescott GW. Algae of Western Great Lakes area. Wm. C.
Brown Co. Dubuque, IOWA, 1964, 946.
Stepenuck KF, Crunkilton RL, Wang L. Impacts of urban
land use on Macro invertebrate communities in
southeastern Wisconsin streams. J Am Wat Resour Assoc.
2002; 38:1041-1051.
Mahmud MM, Khan AN, Kamal D, Rahman MA, MA
Hossain. Abundance and distribution of phytoplankton in
Mouri River. Bangladesh. J Asiat Soc Bangladesh Sci.
2007; 33(2):161‐168.
Miltner RJ, White D, Yoder C. The biotic integrity of
streams in urban and suburbanizing landscapes.
Landscape and Urban Planning 2004; 69:87-100.
Rahman AKML, Islam M, Hossain MZ, Ahsan MA.
Study of the seasonal variations in Turag river water
quality parameters. Afr. J Pure and Appl Chem. 2012;
6(10):144-148.
Rahman MS. Water quality management in aquaculture.
BRAC prokashana, Mohakhali, Dhaka, Bangladesh, 1992,
84.
Riedel GF, Tvvilliams SA, Riedel GS, Oilmour CC,
Sanders JG. Temporal and spatial patterns of trace
elements in the Patuxent River: a whole watershed
approach. Estuaries 2000; 23:521-535.
Sileika A, Lnacke P, Kutra S, Gaigals K, Berankiene L.
Temporal and spatial variation of nutrient levels in the
Nemunas River (Lithuania and Belarus). Environ. Monit.
Assess 2006; 122:335-354.
Shafi M, Quddus MMA, Islam N. Studies on the
limnology of the river Meghna. Bangladesh J Fish. 1978;
1(2):85‐97.
Sundar S, Raina HS, Mohon M, Singh B. Ecology and
fiheries potentials of the Guala River with special
reference to proposed impoundment (Jamrani dam) on the
system. Inland Fish. Soc. India 1995; 27(2):33‐45.
Sawyer CL, McCarthy PL, Parkin GF. Chemistry for
Environmental Engineering Fourth edition, McGraw Hill
Book Company, 1994, 545.
Sverdrup HH, Johnson MW, Fleming RH. The Oceans:
Their physics, chemistry and general biology. Prentice
Hall, New York, 1942.
Talling JF. The longitudinal succession of the water

characteristics in White Nile. Hydrobiologia 1957; 90:7389.
31. Van Den Brink FWB, Van Katwijk MM, Van Der Velde
G. Impact of hydrology on phyto and zooplankton
community composition in floodplain lakes along the
Lower Rhine and Meuse. J Plankton Res. 1994; 16:351373.
32. USEPA. Manual of monitoring water quality. EPA, 1997,
841-B-97-003.
33. Welch sp. Limnological methods. McGraw Hill Book Co.,
New York, USA, 1948, 381.

~ 165 ~

