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RN BER I I RAEIRBOKAR B SRR . K SCHRbR AN (ALt) o pH. %4 (DOmg/L)  HLF3F (Cond 1 s/cm) « B fiE
PERURL (TDSmg/L) £ B FIIG Ay HQ40D J5E » % (TNmg/L) « A% (NO,~Nmg/L) « & & (NH—Nmg/L) « ek (TPmg/L) « BEEREL
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HESIE OKIBASRGMINHTE) ™,
R B EEE K 2007 4£ 9 A 15 H LandsatT™M4 B¢ TM5 (43353 4 30m X 30m, Ygilk i A Band1-7) . [ ErdasImagine9. 2

i, F Arcgis10. 0 BEATHBYSREUE AL ST BOR B (B s _E3FK 1000m, 55 400m fY X k) =R I BE . 3o i BdiE 20 kit
(LD) . JEARFIELHE (G/C) . AL (ND) « 4E (CZ) 4 25, BWLIE 2 (%) it

V4 PTG M R R 43 9/ R EERRIE R 7 (6035 TN, TP. NO-—N. NH:-N. PO,~P. pH. Cond. TDS. C1°. CODw. Ca”™. ALK. H. V).
KRR FEEMEIR T (045 Alt. LD, ND. CZ #1G/C).

1. 3 B Ab B R 40 A

Kelly 2£""7F 1995 4E4# 37 T B 2 FE# 4840 (TrophicDiatomIndex, TDI) FF- 3PN A 2K 18 TR A& EAZ F5 50 TDI
B R A A, BT LT IR R T I SRS AR ST IR AR ) i SR M R . AR B T AR

2' a.v.i.

ol = ——— (1)

2. a. v,
i

j=1

e a AR § AR FRE: v D §FRORME 1R § TS G R A

YA & B (Richness) 2 VIR ZAFIER EEERAE . WP B S fIC SR T BEVE VIR N 2 L

7R 3K A T 4% 47 # (partial Redundancyanaly sis pRDA) Fl 4 $ V& X 8 4> #7 (partial Canonical Correspondence
Analysis pCCA) XS ¥HEBEAT T 2200 i, 43 BT KORBERN /N ROBEFRAE [R5 4330 0F SRRV 4 S 0 1) s i A28 LA FHIRI S0 . pRDA FH -

% RGN 15 RG2S TDI A1 Richness ZRALH#AAFISEIR, pCCA F T2 A 22 REE FABE Rl o JEE A4 v 2R V5 2H I AR AL BT 5
ST 7E Canocoversiond. 5 52 %o

pRDA F1 pCCA 43 #7R, TDI Al Richness. 7KARFEALEHE (55 pH A1) FIiEd B 75 Bk AT log (x+1) #6#k, 4 EL$dE 4= o )
FAEGE, MG 3 B AT v x b, 35T BT — L Ab B

2 R 55
2.1 EEH ¥

ARSI A FE ORI B T R A RO E . R RBRTET 1 AR A NN, PO~P, CZ. G/S, 7 &
HAE 0. 5~1 Z RIS T4 TP ND, HoRIAEiIH 738 7 2/ 0.5 (R 1) -

R 1 BB RS

W T | P E bR

/ME

KAE
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Cond (1 s/cm) | 291.49+44. 47 | 204. 70 | 387. 00 .15
TDS (mg/L) 136.714+28.67 | 17.50 | 186. 30 .21
DO (mg/L) 8.99+1.16 7.54 | 11.62 .13

pH 7.96+0.23 7.16 8.36 .03

TN (mg/L) 0.93%0. 30 0.55 1.73 .32
NOs—N (mg/L) 0.81%0.20 0. 48 1.33 .25
NH:—N (mg/L) 0. 0340. 030 0.0 0.13 .00
TP (mg/L) 0.0240.01 0.001 | 0.04 .50
PO,~P (mg/L) 0.0240. 02 0.001 | 0.06 .00
ALK (mg/L) 153.96+63. 37 | 40.04 | 370. 37 .41
H(mg/L) 10.80%1.49 8.82 | 14.22 .14
Ca” (mg/L) 38.4947.22 23.23 | 56.42 .19
C1 (mg/L) 7.41+3.0 4.00 | 15.00 .41
CODy, (mg/L) 1.4440. 32 1.09 2.02 .22
V(m/s) 0.47%0.20 0.18 0.93 .43
Alt (m) 561276 215 1052 .49
ND (%) 24.72%13.64 1.72 | 49.85 .55
CzZ (%) 1.2942.39 0.00 7. 87 .85
LD (%) 68.48+15.87 | 41.53 | 93.43 .23
G/S (%) 1.4643. 66 0.00 | 12.34 .51

2. 2 JRABERAEVE

TEF BRI ICRE BRMEEIA 151 DMorIon, DB AR AR, 6 142 Moo, XN 95. 9% H
RATEEET (4%) FZREETT (0. 1%) o BFTRAERMAFE i, (AL EIE (Achnanthes) AEZMHA KR LW
7 (Achnanthes linearis) fFVUZEW NS AP, FXNTEE N 32. 17%~47. 05%, Achnanthes deflexa. £EIEfseiE. RGN E
# (Cocconeis placentula) N335 H UZ=H HILEI L H (% 2) . TDI JEEIFE 2. 58~3. 40 Z [A], Richness JOETE 11~43 2 [8] (£

3

2.3 Z RJFIREIHT-%F DI (K040

FIFH pRDA 73BT #2215 2 R HREE R 7% TDI ZRAL 52 (& 4) o /INRBEFREEIR 7R R B R BE R 7 I e 2 0 R R - B




G MRBER I E A, A AR AR 7% D1 L RERIMREE., SRER, §FFEE D G5ELR
I35 09 /N R BERR I ] 1 (CODyn TDS. TP. NOs—N) , SRR 100%, KR EEFR ISR T ARy 0%, 38 H AR N 0%.

2. 4 2 REFIFE 75 Richness [N

HIF pRDA 73122715 22 REEMABEIA 1% Richness ZEAUIIRZN (3 5) o /N RIS PR3 AR REEIABE A 1 IR R 2 AR
B SWRRNTE I, AR AR AR PIHIAEL R 5% Richness AR HILRIME I HOMERE AR . FRIMTRUIREF MK TR
FEMIGEA T (V. Cond) 5 Richness A EERR, MR 100%, KRB T IR 0% 22 AR 0% BFEMAFKR
FEZIELA T (NDy CZ) 5 Richness iR E KRR, MBI 100%, NS T HIMRER Y 0%, 22 AR 0%.

2.5 IR IR 5 2 REEMEI TR R

H ) pCCA 731821 22 RBEIA B[R] 5 -36] SR 3 SV AL R AR AL R ) (3R 6) o FE BRI AUEAE T K RS I 1 (A 6) 15 8
FAERESR 1 100%, /NIRRT (KRS 250 0%, S LA AT 0% ; AKZ/IN RUEZFABEIA 1~ (TDS) o5 A A RE R 1 100%, KR 5 111
Ry 0%, ZEAEFI Y 0% ; 22 K REEFRA R 1 (A1 t) AV REERSEE A1 (NO-N) FIRERER 20 43. 43%, K HAF N 13. 15%. &
Z= i T UK R IR R EE A 2 DOIT R 24T

R 2 B PR B A

P (%)
w5 | 5% | s | 4%
4 T4
Achnanthes altergracillima| 6.02 | 18.53
Achnanthes deflexa 12.92| 7.73 | 11.88] 6.18
BRI T Achnanthes linearis 37.96 | 40. 78| 32. 17| 47. 05
R ATk Bk 570 Achnanthes minutissima 8.97 5.14
Jie [52] B 7 e Cocconeis placentula 5.01 | 11.40] 13.96] 10. 33
FH N Cyclotell acomta 5.75
ZR R 5 M S Al Gomphonema tergestinum 11.20] 9.25
J5 5 Phormidium sp. 9.61

2% 3 F IR TDI A1 Richness

TDI Richness

SPEME EARHER | e/ IME | BORE | TEIME EAREE | SUME | OKE

HZE| 3.06+0.23 2.58 | 3.40 26.5+8.8 13 39




BZ&| 2.8940.16 2.65 | 3.28 224+7.1 13 31

== 3.01+0.11 2.88 | 3.22 224+11.3 13 43

&Z& | 2.9840.07 2.84 | 3.05 23.848.96 11 39

% 4 2 RIEHEER T3 TDI AR R R

LR T | SRR ) | ANRBEABEE T %) | R T (%) | A2 EAEH (%)
HZ|  CODy 49. 50 100. 00 0. 00 0. 00
BZ| DS 57. 60 100. 00 0. 00 0. 00
= TP 40. 80 100. 00 0. 00 0. 00
KZ& | NON 49. 50 100. 00 0. 00 0. 00

% 5 Z REFFE R T4 Richness 250 il 2

LR T | SRR ) | AN T %) | RIEFHREERT (%) | ZZEAEFH %)
K v 4.5 100 0 0. 00
ES ND 66. 4 0. 00 100 0. 00
#*=Z| Cond 41.9 100 0. 00 0. 00
&S cz 37.2 0. 00 100 0. 00

6 2 NEEFRES R T X AT e S VA 2H ) SR 2

R | SRR (%) | NIRRT %) | RRERERT ) | 22 H5HAER &%)
K Alt 14. 25 0. 00 100. 00 0. 00
CES / / / / /
== TDS 16. 36 100. 00 0. 00 0.00
£.Z% | NOs-N. Alt 21.07 43. 43 43. 43 13.15

3HRESER




3. 1TDI 52 RENEIH FRIL R

TDI & RAL MR S TR NS H. Kelly 25" AE G TDI I AIE B 5 BBk B s AR etk . 5 42 S0t & B TDI
5 TP, MIAMRMER (TDP) . NH~N. NO-~N. Cond 25K TR BEAR G, TMHIATUE 77 3R /KT (s 1K B 42232 1 R s =, kot
TIF B JERAVG 5 S0 A b AR 55 DR RUE A 5 R 1 P B A 2 A B DR AR 182, o DAFE AR b b B L o LU IR R i f TDT 4
T BRI o AR FCRIE BRI, DI EEZ BN R RSN T, 5RREREN TR E R EXR,
SR T4 CODwn TDS~ TP+ NO:~N, it TP 1 NO-N #OR R ALR S 72K P BB R 7o Friginl i 25 2 1 1R FH 2880 bk,
TN 80%, TIA FHHLTE 5 AN 16%, WA s 2N T 4%, Bf S _EIH BOR B B4 L MR T 24 K BB, 235
24. T2%H1 1.29% (& 1) o Rk, JREARE FK TR, £ TP 7€ 0. 001~0. 04mg/L Z[f], NO:~N 7E 0. 48~1. 33mg/L Z[f], CODu
£ 1. 09~2. 02mg/L Z [, TDT I HEAR/K TAE 2. 58~3. 40 2 ). DKLk, 58 W75 A VAT it dsk R RURE (R B85 LR - 4 e F i
WA R RS 2SS, W FEARERZ M TDI AARL, i /N RBE PR BE Rl PR A8/ N 2 IR RUBE i) 22 7%t TDT A8 4k
(RIS BE K o

3.2 Richness 5% NEMIERFHIX R

Richness 538K F {196 RIEMPI RS A 2 h O KRBT . Rocchini 25" & UV PIFh 3 5 FERE %
(3K 2, SRMINE Ak 2 B3 EASC. Miyashita %% 15 AR 2 8] R EEMIIREETS 2 REME B TP R B, ERCR R
JE b ARARANRG HZ Rk 2 REME (0 A R, TR AR R AR . Redtalu & (IR FUIE I B A LE R SR A AAE plot RUE
(50X 50cm) ZHENE 5B LR E IEAHDE, 7 polygon REE (0. 1~4. 8hn') 5AEBIFRIE, AEHHEERETHL. Li &
S ARSI FE R B B R 3 n, KRB TR E S1EA . UL LR RHBEE RN, ANRERARE
SR T B 2 RE MR B A T AR ASHFF R IR Richness 7E47R AIRKTR 1 252 /N R BERR S5 0K T 5600, 116 2= A0
AT F B2 K RPE R F 15200 , Ui TEA FZR5 Richness 2 2] T A R R EEF R FE F 105200 o B ARTE MU Richnesss
FARAN L B KR IR SRR T 520, E25 AR B IR R 23 10 U R Richness 230 R LR (¥ 284k, Bt A
BAPGEERE.

3. 3 WA A LS 2 RIS TR &

pCCA SERERH], FEANR IZ T AT A VR AL 2 B 1 AN R R PR SR 5 52, FAEA TR R IR B 7 AL RIS
7 T A HAR o R T A ZE 9 038 SE MR TR 1, U8 RIS A SR R T sl AV R A AL Rl 1) 73 A )
i LS E PR BER o M0 AR A2 B 20 A ARG A 5 CE R, 01 Ormerod %67 b4 R T IIAERS RGPS, KW A
KRR IR B A% R . R T R R MR 7, W2 7 E SR G . RORREA Ik AR AL, TR B BAL 3R
BELARRL = A, W] R R B ™ o TR IR (8 AR T LA L R PR R 0 404, HE S U 9 e g X
PR T NSRRI AN HOE HARAIRE T o B BRI R DAY SRR B ) B AR AR, R A IR AN . [
UL TDS . NO,~N F/)n FRUBE BRI PR 7o JER AP35 SIS 2L AR A 5tk 215 S o

3.4 Z AR T 52 W RUZ R AR

A FCN A R ST 2 75 ) FRURE ¥ 7 DR 3R L 45 KA RN T B 1 CR-F7 A 52 C A b 57— A 2 ) (¥ 4 IR SR (K SE A 2
Esselman %% Ay 45750k’ IR 78 RIS KR W56 RSN AT R FARLL, 4R I TR 250 R f 3h
BRIy R R AR S . L A5 R VR A ORI U B A 25 1) JRUBE PRI K, K RUBE PR IR 0o AV 31020 723 1) 3 R
PEE N E L,

8 3 0 R AR K B FE AR R B3R SR 7 A7 I AN R MR R SR I IR 2, Bl /D RUBEA B IR 7 o 2 o ARULR 2598



HIULLE Richards ™% Saginow ik (1631 7km’) (IR FEH, AATTR BUR WIS P BEVARFAE S /R BE IO IABE R TR BEAR DG, 15K
RS T LT BA N . R AR T X e A A F RS R . A OO G segh F AR AT B2 A0 7T X 3R
FER/NIY el R, AT S 0F 70 DX AR R 23 T U/ RBE B Has R I RBEATI IR ANIE K o AN ROBE BR8P 147 SR LA A T g o 22
PESY L AT W O AN [ A B R [ RUBE (R PR B2 R LA AR TR R 2 o AN e R 28 ot (R R L P L TR
R S8 . BRI NE R TRt IBL. JRARSI R BE . RN RAL, SRR FBI. EPT. fikiEi5 Jeda B 52 3
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