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AN IR T S RS AR G P WP 2 REE S A s

AHIE TG AL — A S A R 2 AR B AN ORE A E A T, T RS R B SRR BE T A AR I A AR VE 2T BN A
BB RIS L (1) ARSI TT SO A i YR A BRI (2) fEAR®EIRE T
TR R I 1T B A D ?

1 AR S5
L 1 SRR S A

AW TR TR A A 45 L 4 T WIAEE 9 A PAFREE N BT E R i R 1X 9 ANIAIRIE B 8 IR R I 22
W LA 4 1 (3R 1) : (1) KZEZH (SR 4H, suburban reservoir group), T EZLERIRKE, 2RI TTHI&HKE, Hd/b&
WOERE . B, BEREZAN 90kg/he’, FFERF;; (2) 285540 (SN 4, suburban non—aquaculture group), CW2%FE 2a, ANFNFET
a2, ()R I (SL 4, suburban low density aquaculture group), {RZFFEFElE. B, HMFEELN 350kg/h’, 75
T R ANAE, SRR (4) B IR (SH4H, suburban high density aquaculture group), F5ERhEE ., i, HIEE
329 1200kg/hn’, M2 5500kg/hm’ Fk}, FFAEHHS o

R LRI A Rl 8 S R 7 AT SR 8]

Tab. 1 Lakes in different fish culture groups and sampling dates in the middle reach of the Yangtze River Basin,

China
s wagw  em KR RN
(hm") (m)  HZF HZE k== K2

FEdEsFsKEE SR1 556 12.3  2016-03-24 2016-07-27 2016-11-20 2017-01-12
KA (SR 41 HZFKE SR2 2280 17.1  2016-03-24  2016-07-27 2016-11-20 2017-01-12

MEIEKPE  SR3 1170 20.9  2016-03-24  2016-07-27 2016-11-20 2017-01-12
ARFRH (SN 4D AW SN1 20 2.5 2016-03-23 2016-07-26 2016-11-13 2017-01-15%

Gyl SL1 241 2.1 2016-03-26  2016-07-28 2016-11-04 2017-01-14
REREFRIEM (SLAD

B SL2 404 4.0 2016-03-27  2016-07-28 2016-11-10 2017-01-15

L] SH1 181 1.4 2016-03-24  2016-08-01 2016-12-06 2017-01-15
B REFRAALH (SH 4D & e SH2 35 1.5 — 2016-07-28 2016-11-19 —

P SH3 30 2.3 — 2016-07-28 2016-11-19 2017-01-14

W =7 WAk C#7, BURMIEARAL N EE, AAREER] 1A R .

L2 PR R A

2016 4 3 H~2017 4 1 H4%Z=ExT 9 MNFNARH T IR UG IR R4, SRR R, RO — SRl iR 3, ) SRAE s B
WIAECE BT R, BRI SRR S ) 22 AR 1o SREERS, SN T UK X & 3 ANttt A BRSNS €. i
TR € PERE ) 25810 RN TE KRR Z “ oo BUGEARSEHMEAT 3~bmin REE, N 4%HE /R T ARVAWRE 2, 7 o] S 00 & JS 7E
S8 Olympus CX40 FSRESCIRZ R 7 T 0 %08, SR, ERAESBGEE 0. 5m A /KEE 1L, SFREGIA, Bl%
A 10ml & EHAWEE, £ 48h #EJSIRAZE 30~100ml A%, FHHL 0. Iml TIHEHEN, 7E 40 45 T K H B B E 2t Hdn
AN BRSSPI 3, BB S50

L. 3 Bl A B 5 7



n,
HEREMBE Y, = WI’ X f., Shannon-Wiener f§

S

A ’ i & g%
BH = - 2 5 log, N Margalef 5 %% D,,, =

i=1

S -1 : H' : PN
1 Pielou $5 % J = , AP, NARF

L log,$ BE, nOWR 1 HOAREERE, £ NS 1 JRE A R
P, S ONEEE R IECE 0 Yo 0. 02 )@ LR . {8 ] Pearson ASE A Spearman & 2R 3¢ 2 Mg i kM Fh =E
B, FE S 2R R AR S, S IR 2 RE PSR B AN & LA kO

KRR 775 Z2 5B (two—way ANOVA) 7347 77 5 5 P AN ZE 153X I AN R 32 0 VR IR = FE OS2 i A JEAC AR R, 45 B W
FIAAEER HAER (£2), RABE T Z0H (one—way ANOVA) 43 54347 [F]— 25715 K- 20 30 vE1 1)V e ML 4 = 38 100 22 53 % R — 48
WA R ZEAT (BRI F M ZE S o SRR F 7 200 T, VR ) T BE B AN R IEZS P, SR A 1ogl0 (X+1) #EATHe#k.
P BfE SPSS20.0 B A IO Z FMEM I (Levene test) R BB M r EFMH, FEFMHEN, M
LSD(theLeast-SignificantDifference) VAT 2 EIWH: T ZEAF, WA Games-Howeir yE#HATZ B FiA St
1 52 K 5E 2 0. 05,

K 2 HRENTHRREXFIEY R MBI E T E e R
Tab. 2 Two-way (group and season) ANOVA of phytoplankton abundance

ZH A S AR H B FAH p

SRR = 3 193. 786 <0. 001
5 3 33.059 <0. 001
s 9 4. 842 <0. 001

K Z 0S8 AE Primer6. 0 P2 B0 M (Hierarchical Cluster Analysis )RR 8% 48 R 2 (Non—metric
Multi-dimensional Scal—ing, NUDS) #F— 3P 43 Hr AN [F] 2515 AN [R] £ S 24 0 FE WV (R VR e AL B S MV ARRAE o R BRARR A x40
Mres Rmsem, SextiFusF E T o, 255 Bray-Curtis MBI RE FE B A U R BOEREEAT TR 201 FN
NMDS 4347, 43R BIREEAHEFE © . BRFRAESIE R 747 (GroupAverage) 7 ik

2431
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Fig. 1 Seasonal dynamies of phytoplankton

genera in four lake groups



AW TS E R 8 1] 110 J&, HrhagifhoRin® 57 J&, Wid 22 )&, RE#E 16 J&, . WE. . &% 48,
B 2 Jm, B Lm. &1 N DUALn i A R R AL RS DL . MR EORE, SN AL E R MRH AL ok
Ay A MIA A DR RERATIR RN T .

SR HETEMABEZT G E, HFZEFN NERFEBE (Sphaerocystis, Y=0.13). +F# (Crucige—nia, 0.12). /NFJEE
(Cyclotella, 0.28) Fl4fEFE#E: (Dinobryon, 0.12) : B ZENR NMFERE (Microcystis, 0. 72) FIHKHIEE (Dolichospermum, 0. 07)
FKZEF N AR (Pseudanabaena, 0.28). V#2235 (Planktolyngbya, 0. 16). (2% (0. 08) FIfiff# (Fragilaria, 0.07) ;
KB NE A4 (Dactylococcopsis, 0. 12). WAEEAEE (0. 12). FERE (0.08) FI/NERE (0.07). SN HMIW\EHEZNEE
A JE N R (Merismopedia, 0. 23). M (Scenedes—maceae, 0. 11). VUEE (Tetrastrum, 0.09) FI/NERFEE (0.09) B
FMEERBENTREE (0.34). HBAEEE (0.34) FZEHLZZE (0.19) ;K. APEHLLOPFREE SIS, RHES A
0.85 F10.61. SL ZLMIIHETN LLFELME (Limothrix, 0.28). {RERHEE (0.16) MHAER; HIM LIFILE (0.47) Al
R (0.38) RIAFER K AR LR (0.25), REMEEE (0.1, ZAEHEE (0.08) FIMEL4EEE (0.07) B
R AR DA IR B (0. 21) FIEEFEER (0. 18) M3 L EcR . SHABIAAEZ N PR (0. 14). RAMEEE (0. 08). M (0. 14,
/NEREE (Chlorella, 0.09). HF#E (SeZenastrum, 0. 08) LA &K EZ=mF LIT2E (0.40) FIfREEHE (0. 33) MLHEK;
R LCPRGE (0.65) (B4R AFMLOPFRGE (0.20). MHE (0.08). £F4E#E (Ankistrodsemus, 0.07). V742 B HEHE
(0.08) fIB&i: (Cryptomonas, 0.07) HIMLFHEH K.

2.2 FRERHAR
4 AT B B AR AR SE A A A (3R 3). SRy SN K SH3 Vit £ Rk TR B oK, 1 SL 4H 5 F=i e k. SR

HE . KEMFIFEYFEZEZESTHE. £F. SNAR. B, K=FFifEYFEEREE. SLARFNFIEYFER,
FERE T HAR T SHAKXFINFIFEN FERIC, JHFEERTHA ST,

R 3VFHHEYIELE (cells/L) MBIRF () 7 Z 00 A2 BE R LR
Tab. 3 One way ( season) ANOVA and multi-comparisons of phytoplankton abundance ( cells/L)

Vaxi! s FE= k= = FAH p

SR 41 (6.53+1.21)x10" (1.00%1.03)x10™ (1.26+1.10)x10™ (9.01%3.07)x10" Fu»=28. 705 <0. 001
SN (5.5240.79)x10™  (1.32£0.11)x10™ (6.2140.32)x10™ 1.45x10% Fo 9= 472.573  <0.001
SL 41 (4.691+4.39)x10"  (1.91£0.44)x10* (4. 17£2.04)x10" (1.22+£0.54)x10" Fg0= 35.850 <0. 001

SHAL  (5.9540.34)x10" (2.16%1.79)x10™ (2.64£0.69)x10™ (3.58+0.99)x10" Fuw»= 13.504  <0.001
e B4, COPSE SRR ERREARTT R Z A ERRE E ME, RSE5RE TR

R 4 IFIHEYFEE (cells/L) FIRET (5r4H) 77 E 0T &k 2 BILRE,
Tab. 4 One way (group) ANOVA and multi—comparison of phytoplankton abundance (cells/L) in four lake groups

ZAT SR 41 SN SL 4 SH 41 F1H
T (6.53%1.21)x10™ (5.52+0.79)x10™ (4.69+4.39)x10™ (5.95 + 0.34)x10™  63.510
Rz (1.00+1.03)x10" (1.3240. 11) x10™ (1% 91 £ 0.44)x10™ (2.16+1.79)x10% 28. 568
KE (1.26+1.10)x10™ (6.21£0. 32)x10™ (4.17+2.04)x10" (2.64£0.69)x10" 56. 445
K2 (9.01£3.07)x10™ 1. 45x10% (1.2240. 54)x10"™ (3.58+0.99)x10™ 206. 024

Vi R, COPRMEEAREE” ERA AR TR EIREA M E R R E, #ME, RS S5 R TITEST.
[Fl—Z= AN A WA RFF D F AR E LR & . FFM, SR AR FERIG, 2FCT SN, SH A, 11
5 SLATRFEESR: SNy SL. SH3 ARIJRKA BFE LR HFN, SRAHAFFHEYFEREMRTHRIA, Wi 3 HRERALR




M MKER, 4 ARIEEYFEE R ER PR, SN s E, SHZ. SL4l. SR 4K KIHE. &Z=n, SN 4RI EYFEE 5,
SR\ SL. SH3 HHVFIFEYFE M ER MM EE, H SHHAEZE ST SL AR SR 4.

B KBRS 4 e E B DLIE B S At R 5, ke (B 2). B AFER, & AR HAx T~ R,
SREELLH BT, REEE. SR RBREER LB A A AR BT (8 2). SRAFRZRRS, TR S0 R S A 0 2 B TTBR R
I3 S E 29, 25%. 12, 23%; AZEI, FEVE G RVRR 24. 11%, BRSE 2 Ao I UTHR B 6. 21%A0 5. 02%. SN ZHHFER, fE
P BRI 11, 01%, BEEE 5 AR 1. 29%; ZZR0), TEEE 5 RRN 7. 23%, A% 5 BN 1. 82%. SL AHEZEN, FEE 6.59%, 4
BT 1.57% &ZEF, 4R 19.81%, REMEL 8. 18%, FaiE L 2.88%. SHHFZN, M. BEE& 5 6.25%, 5.42%; XFEIFRERE.
R & 5 14. 63%, 10. 70%.
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Fig. 2 Seasonal dynamics of relative abundance of

all phytoplankton phyla in four lake groups

2.3 ZHREETREL

4 IR 3 BN 2 REME TR B B W 5. BRI Y Shannon—Wiener FEEIZT 2L 5 Pielou $HELH)
AN TG REE SR EYERE N, YMAEERE S5 3 MM B Pearson F5SH Spearman 2528 AH 52 HIHH 9%
RHFBEMEER (R6) Bir, D5 SHRMRE, I 5 J MR E.

R Margalef F= & FEHE UMM, FREBEZH SR AL AZN SN AR T rhisfefl, SR AMMKEMAT0FiERIRE, HihgE
IR TG 3R ©Y, MR¥E Shannon-Wiener ZFFPEIRHINM, TR 4 4. B SR 4UM SL 4. 4ZFM) SR 41, SL
. SH LA TR FETs s iG Yok A, HAZEWH AR T rhig Jeil ), 114E Pielou ¥5I IR 5N, 4 AETMLSE
WK, ST REEREEE RS BRI ZE, RTHhEEIIRA. R, SR 480 SL 4UKBEdLF, SN 475
ey, SHAL A 5 434 % K, Shannon—wiener 154115 Pielou FEEWIEE FRIRA VR HL e — B, IXFE A4S L 5 Pearson
HJ. Spearman ZFZAH KSR —5. Margalef fRESG WA+ & A GRS, HXPWINTE FRIRAS VAN 25 BT Al 4= 8 FE
AR R i



R 5 A4 QLA ) 2 FETE SR AL

Tab. 5 Phytoplankton diversity indices in four lake groups

i Eiz:14 = " & AZ

SRAH Shannon-Wiener g%t H’ 3.05+0. 26 2.39+1.02 3.43+0.47 3.6410. 45
Magarlef & E 8% Du. 1.35%0. 39 1.68+0. 41 2.48+0.45 2.3410. 36
Pielou 421 EI84L T 0.73£0.03 0.50+0. 21 0.64+0.06 0.7240.08

SN Shannon-Wiener g%t H’ 3.9140. 16 2.37+0.10 1.09+£0. 19 2. 46°
Magarlef £ & E 8% Du. 2.04%0.21 2.07+0.15 1.70%0. 12 1. 76%
Pielou 421 EI84L T 0.75+0.02 0.45+0.02 0.21+0.03 0. 48%

SLA Shannon-Wiener 5%\ 2.96+0. 86 1.84+0.61 3.84+0.16 3.1940. 40
Magarlef £ & E 8% Du. 1.91£0. 26 2.00+0. 16 2.20+0.16 1.81£0. 30
Pielou 21 E 5L 0.5940. 17 0.35+0. 11 0.73%+0.03 0.65+0. 07

SH#H Shannon-Wiener ¥5%#{ H’ 3.9440. 13 2.69+0.53 2.40+0.70 3.96+0. 13
Magarlef £ & FE 5% Du. 1.71£0. 36 2.24+0.29 1.91+£0. 13 2.3010. 14
Pielou 2184 T 0.8040. 02 0.50+0.09 0.46+0.13 0.7440.02

VE#, RO SN HWIAL A —AREE S, rUE —ME.

6 2016-2017 SEFEIFI MMM FE . FE S 3 M2 HIEFEEUE #) Pearson M2k (L =#1) M Spearman Z£ZAH% (F =

) KA R %

Tab. 6 Pearson ( upper triangle) and Spearman rank ( lower triangle) correlation coefficients between species

richness, abundance of phytoplankton and three diversity indices in 2016-2017

Magarlef F&E% DMa Shannon-Wiener ¥8%{ H’ Pielou $2IEE$ ] YIFhEEE S YL
N( cells/L)
DMa 0.442 s* 0. 185 0. 858%* -0.09
o 0. 518%* 0. 953 *x* 0.15 -0. 624 *x*
J 0.195 0.905 sk -0. 142 -0.691 =k
S 0. 802 0. 188 -0. 132 0. 288%*
N 0. 001 -0. 444 =% —0. 582 *x* 0.504 sx
TE: sk P<O.OL.

2. 4 BRI

E 19. A% KT b, WA R B 7 T HH St DK B AR LA 3 L (B 3 (a) ) o 7E 29. 08% AR /K~
L, KEEHEATHE— S TR AERENE . MEREFZR (F 3() . 7E 32, I3%RIARMLIMEACE L, B SR A4 A 41 O BEVE 1
FAWZE, SLAMBR. LN, B FHIBTE RN TZE, 16 53, TIRARIMEAKE I, BT riva sy 13 28, B SLL. sL2,
SN1 % SH2 fE A —25, SHI. SH3 RIEZERE, SHI. SH2. SH3 & SN1 FURKZEREA—35: SL1 5 SL2 RURKZERE N —3%, SHL.
SH2. SNI HJAZEREFD SN1 & SH MBEZFERN—28; SL2 2, SL1 42, SR1 BEEK SR2 MEMBIE S H N SL2 £FRH K
SL1 FZHEN—2;SR1 55 SR3 AR —2: SR HIIFHF TR AR I8 —5 . NMDS HEFF 7 45 2 Wd R4 (Stress)

0.09, /NF- 0. 10, FH18 2 AT B (B 3 (b)) AT LARKAF bR B 9 2 T PO AR DG R
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3. 1 AR AR 2R

TRAR I A A R R AL S B A LR - AR T AR KSR T i A 00 KPR IR R G RE ) 9%
FEAK AR HH AR R A TRty HiE, HESE R A28 IR, TR RGBSR R USE T P AL IR R A B 2 5
T B X AR 1 1 K/ S K B s 3 3 I K s B e A 06 0 ORI SRR A B K A 6 VR WA A R O 4 B A
R T —RRUE, SUE TR ORI LA SEEONE, PERWIAR R DU, R, ERER S, BE
FRAVHIAINE LAGREE . W AR

o
F o T
N L

AR

*oOp»

53.71

o

Bl 3 2016~2017 4F BEARAFBIIA 77 i 0 FE i )
(a) BAEEM(b) HEF B CREEBIAMRISILE 1)
Fig. 3 Dendrogram of hierarchical clustering (a) and
non-metric multidimensional scaling ordinations (b)
on phytoplankton community in all sampling lakes in

2016-2017( Note: Codes for lakes were provided in Table 1)

ABEFE SR RS AL 4 ZLIHIAR IR0 R, X SR 2 OB I [ P 4 AL B, SR 4K
PEL S m 2 g e, Wb BRi R e i A, R A BRI . — il oy, BRI R 2 K S G
R K R AVREAE, 1T W VA2 U R R K B TR R RE L 7, B TR SR 1A AR B LR TR RETT,
S B AR K R BRI R . PR R KR E R W E SRR U AR O, SPALELE SN SH 4L
BRI, RO R SRR B . DU " R IR E RN AR R A L AR AR, U



WL SARP RGO DU, 102 L7 AR 2R B B D DU 3R, A Wik 5 s (KL TR S5 A T DIAEOG, DA L B
HEE, SRR, WA RS MRS . SNAHS SH AR DO REE AR, RS LI R A s 20T e 1 1 R IR FE I
A K. BRIRETES, — 7R VKRR IRA R, — 5K ARG R T 5 KE IR, 10 SN A IEAEHEAT A48
i, FTREEHE— DY T PRI . SL AWAM A AR IR B IRE, BRI B E AR A AR R S Y,
R SL AKARAT —EREREE M. SL AWNAE MREIRE SRS, Rk SEE. SEeEE ™, MRS
AR TR, KIS R AR e M A 26

3.2 FF N HAR

R A, SEIRATE R (T R L B IR A DO 24 B35, W ARUKAh . BERE TR R, IR AR B
RFTREBCA AR IR S R ™7, FL20 0 25 1 P N DB VR B A S B FE (K /e SR AL R K1,
o AFTUC, WM. SR R IR, X4 R SR KA A AKX AL AR R AR R —
Ho SN, SH AL A o 5 TR A I 3 AR A — B, 50 T3R8 . SL AL i) o 2 L 7R 55 A B A M o P AR — 3

BAHTFUIIA], SR 2 HVFE R S A0 M0 2 L AR 441 T Aty 3 28 85 A5 42 DK 50 i s A AT 0 288 77 L 0980 Y PR V7 e v S A L 2 2
RATREE TS SR ANURE AR, EREIBWERA R (EmsE, MARKR). Hoh, SR ABINIKE, KER, TR SCRE T
RIZAKAE, ZWMATRERIEM SR HIFHAEYIE R AR RN 2 —. HFFN, SL ALK AR B L 5 40, 5
SN. SH WYL VZ WSS AR 25 P 2 S AN 25 o (R 0 MR N R 4 SR P PR A B e (L IR & BE LU, B R  BERDOB IR 7, &
O TE G R ] I 2 (AN R (K AR A P ) O PR 3RS 0 R, KRR, BRI RS, A5 2 AR M X S R
80%LA b, ARAHSE UV LR 3 PMUBGR CAFE=AIIEE, EES6E, SRR SRR M 2 P ERE. BOEFEA Bt
N IRGE KR IR AR IR A 7 70 B B S B v A B T RS R . SN SL. SH3 AHIFiF BRI T L E R AR, RS
HFmKiR. SHABATERBFEEAR (EWE, KRR KEN, SNAHUERE 54X, SRRt Reank
fio HHLLT SL AL, SHALMEEEILH R, SH LM B RN 5 B T SL AL BER A & 5 o L SH pRALAKZR I 24 LA
PSR- TR R A S, RS HEN FREEE O T A, KEIREN S BT & IR, WA
Hh B SRR SRR R R B R B s R EL BSNS54k, AKFKIR ARG, AR T BRI R A K
AN, WS SNAL) SHAL) SL AL, iR SN A, SHALRAR, EL: 7 RFENHIE.

3.3 HEE T

REHTHIEE RS DS HEF W45 RARLT, BARVEIE. WEFCE, [FJR T SR IRt HESF K HKSF K P AN I 7K R
FIPUZERE i 5 HAR 3 AL BRE SR B EARAR . X5 SR AHION/KEE, B IR ERIRDL R 2 AN R T HoAt 3 AR SERRRBURT . KR
HZF4L, SNL SH PR AARIAMER A5 SL R0, mTRESAMATHEE E FREREA G, X5 SN. SH AR LREHE KR AL T
B E TR B R BN LB SRR &

2T FAHT I X PN [ RS2 75 Gk A, 7 R R M SO E 3 F 2 DL R IR A o ., R DL e IR 0 A
SN T, RERIATRFIHE A AR AR ™ T 5275 Y L™ F A BB 1 B KSR DU A AR g, ELAR SR
B, WAREER, F. AWEN, CHRZLFREEEYREQEM, BT EETHE, BRARKE T K. £AX
WEFCH, SR A MANIRIZENS AORE S Z AR B ZEAE T SNL SH 20, FIRERME T 52T AH DG I — LU R 3% SR AV i ARV B V8 A B
FISEIECR . SN SHALRIAR . A e ARUER, B R A s, X TRt 125 IR mE

4 4k

AT IE 1 AR £ TR 5 FE AL il vA I I R 23S, 193] T IR AIE 4 ig:



(1) FREAE R B G AT 1L TRBEIS 3 W 4E — SR DU b AR AE R A RRUE 1« TR B LE BRI DL 34t G SN 41012438,
SL Bt iR, SH AR TR IS . SR AIF R MIBOVREE R IRF EBORRILH R, XA RE 5% H K, K
AR IR ER g IR SR K P ARBEAE SN, SH AL USROS, ATaes SNy SH ALF B IS FRERIR AT K. SL
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