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Composition structure of fish assemblage in Um Alnaaj,
Al-Hawaizah marsh,  Iraq.

Kadhim Hassan  Youns 1, Mohammed Hato AL Mossawy 2

and Amir Abdullah  Jabir 1

1 Mar. Vert. Dept., Marine Science Centre, Basrah University, IRAQ.
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Summary
      The present include the composition of fish assemblage in Um Alnaaj, –Al-Hawizah marsh
during the period characterized with low number of fish species collected with compare with other
 previous studies .cyprinidae, the dominant  family was represented by eight species.  The fish
fauna consisted of ten native and three alien species , three seasonal and three occasional also
.Hamiri  (Barbus luteus ) was the most abundant species numerically comprising 33.7%. The
diversity index ranged from 1.0 in July to 1.82 February , evenness index ranged from 0.5 in July
to0.94 in February while richness index ranged from 0.95 in December to 2.48 in January.


