FG.MFG F1 MBFG VRIFHEMITHREFERILLE: DM =
K B 5

PR 12 Zsfkde v 2 DhREE T 2 REMEE 12 IR T2 B 2

(1. BTG R B LIRSS B RGO SO/ Y H R SEB0 =, 57 FH 550001 ;
2. S R A AR K A2 25 B BRI S 0 70 R0, SEFH 550001)

[ E)FHdh s RLBTFHAMHERERNERTFREKESHE TG ER, AT L& FG. MFG 4= MBFG
ANREF G KT R Z M £ T, B A A REF D AT R (RDA) F 7 ik, T 2017 5F 4 A (FK ) 4= 2017 5 8 A (+
HKHR) 2t iF a5 AR A B K L M Fe KRB A AG AT B AT RAE 4T, 28R E U (DNFG Sh At % 5 FG AR H B A T &35, ™
MBFG 1At 2£ 5 FG A= MFG ARIL £ 8 K. QFG AL F B T Fidh by £, AKX FFA4IE, R RIFHMHF 5308
AR AN, AR BEHRIAEE T 5 FHEMAESEZZ MR R, BT AR F A A K 3 o) e 22 70 K 2 3R
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B3, 122 MBFG %) AL BE 3T IR IE 0 MEAE A 9%, D RAMRBATHE, pAKY . Q3N KT kS AR &, RIBAT
RENAR AR RITE B FLHEN ) LT k.
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[ Abstract] Phytoplankton classification is the foundation for revealing the succession rules of phytoplankton
communities and for conducting water ecology investigation. At present, the classification methods of functional group
( FG) ,morpho-functional group( MFG) ,and morphology-based functional group ( MBFG) are widely used, although great
differences occur among the classification methods of different FGs. In order to compare the differences among FG,MFG
and MBFG classification methods, FG classification and redundant analysis ( RDA) were used to sample and analyze the
phytoplankton community structures and the physical and chemical indicators of water environment in April 2017 ( normal
seasons) and August 2017 ( wet seasons) .The following results were noted. (DThe MFG and FG had overlapping parts,
whereas the MBFG was differed significantly from FG and MFG. @The FG considers the physiological and ecological
characteristics of phytoplankton, which can better explain the correlation with the environment and can accurately reflect
the relationship between environmental factors and the phytoplankton niche. Moreover, the environmental factors and
eutrophication status of the reservoir can be predicted according to the dominant FGs of phytoplankton; however, the FG
needs to have systematic knowledge of phytoplankton identification and a large workload. The MFG classification method
is simple and easily understood, which can better explain the relationship between phytoplankton and environmental factors;
however, it is weakly connected with environmental factors. The MBFG classification method is the simplest and most
efficient, although its interpretation degree to the environment is not sufficient. (®Each of the three classification methods
has advantages and disadvantages; therefore, appropriate classification methods are selected according to different research
purposes and their actual needs.

[ Key words] phytoplankton; functional groups ( FG, MFG, and MBFG) ; Hongfeng Reservoir; Baihua Reservoir; Aha Reservoir

P EYENES KRG L EIH A, ARES KRG HERER, FEE 45 AR AR b RE S B 12T R G e ik
KA MEN AR (1] . SRR S5 R SRR B A AN B 2 FEE S PR K A S RG> EE AR, W R
RBOKATGHARDL (2] . WHFOKERS RGP IR G502 T KA RS R G AR, 09 i FE A Zh BEAE (1 70 07 i e B

IR IR 2 TR [3] . ARG RMR IR G SRI AN 31 S e SRR b (R Y MR RO AR S S [ A 2 ) ) A
KA, BHHEFHHEYINALSSThEE [4] . 2002 4 Reynolds 5 [5] 2 IFIFHIVITHRETEEE G, Bimipkakl oo 31 MR
5] 1) D e B (functional group, FG);2003 4 Weithoff 6 Ik 8 i 40 M TE A F DB AREAE , $2 1 1T AE 4 D) B (plant functional types,
PFT) 48,2007 4 Salmaso 25 [ 7] 454 FG THASTERI PFT THAEREMIME A, 42 T MFG(morpho-functional group) S ERER 73v5:
ez % 7 79 31 A MFG 24,2009 £E A1 2012 4 Padisék [8]1 A1 Tolotti &% [9] 73 IR PIA 5 %3247 T2 IEAN4h 78,2010
4 Kruk 25 [10] FERIEEA MG FIES L, 71 MBFG(morphology-based functional group)&il4:id:, K i ik 4
XI5 7T AN DIRE SRR, AEAS DR A R A KA T4 o

AR MBFG. FG 1 MFG ThRe#f o RAE KRS BN — AN EZE T A [11] , FG IhREHE O & 2 H S 7 1H 751
FIEE, HRZHEET/E FG DhRERF 2K 1 [12, 131, W5 0KE [14, 15] AlhA [16, 171 #H4T THITT, RYPAGA
SR Y REVE S A EEL SO A I TR I A R VE S A AR UL B R R B SR, B TN (18] . TIZLARK
L EAEKEERIBT G 7K PR J& TR BUK e, XA T morm i, HAW ke KRG RE R, K F . KRR SR RAIE,
I H TR IR NS, BN B S RS E X &5, B ERBUKAEE &R, B BRI R &K
(191 . FFHAMUKEE. EAEKPERIBT G K BEAE A 5 BH T I = K B AR K IR [20] , #RFCm /K EEI Th e By K B S 2
B WEFG. MFG #1 MBFG I HE ) T RERE 43 28 7512 AN R] UL S PR R ) D e (R 22 S 1, SRiE 3 M 43307 i AR W5 31
AR A T3 THI A 2, DA A v S 7K U R ) T B P e AR At — 5 (Y R JE i



1 #8575

1.1 7K PRI B R s 1

ZIHUK 7 (26 26'~2635'N,  106<19'~106 28'E)fir T 5t FH i 48 117, J& T AGHHE IR 2 XA, SR 1596km?, ek
JKIRZ) 45m, “FHIKIRZ) 10.52m, A B /KR 6.01<109m°. P 1E/K % (26 B5'~26 A1'N, 10627'~10632E)fii T H T paIL#E, J&
T RHRAE R Z SN, PRI A 1895km?, LK /KIRL) 36m, “FHIKIEZ) 12.55m, .35 /K i 1.82>109m”. WHA7J<§(106%9'E,
26BIN)ALT B FHTT AR, JB T AR IR 2= XS5, A F3SR 15.3°C, It 190km2, 5 KK 25m, “F3IKIE
13m, HE/KE 5.42X108m°.

R SR A AR BN DA B K AR 254 05 T 2017 4 (¥ 4 H CP/KI AN 8 H (FE/K ) B i3 TG 14 ASRFE &, HATE
W 1. AWKEE, =#(26°27'0"N. 106°23'12"E). ¥ % (26°28'43"N. 106 24'S4"E). J54-(26°30'20"N. 106°25'5"E). feifi
(26°31'47"N. 106°25'50"E)« I (26°32'10"N. 106°23'15"E)HI A HI(26°32'55"N. 106°25'19"E); Fi {6 /KFE, A HIZE(26°3822 "N
106°30'42"E) + M35 111(26°3921"N, 106°31'36"E) + 3k(26°39'17"N. 106°32'1"E) FIAIM(26°41'12"N. 106°32'28"E) ; il a7k
B, KIEH(26<31'57"N. 106°38'7"E)  H il &]( 26°32'15"N. 106°38'55"E) . FRB( 26°32'36"N. 106°39'8"E) HI 4B ( 26°32'2"N.
106°39'7"E) .
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Fig. 1 Sampling sites in Hongleng Reservoir, Baihau Resewvoirs and Aha Reservoir
1.2 FEfREE S ot

TR E PERE S R 25 SRR ZE/K B rh B “ oo AR 3min FEATREE, LA 3% ~5%[ & FHAIE € . 77
A 7 B ROK R TE S /K JZH 150 /K, SEZIINN & FFERIE 58, e (o] SO0 2 i B UTUE 24h J5, AR FId R, Ik
45% 30mL, FHEMETER [21] . RHE 2002 4 Reynolds 2 [5] $&HIFIFHEY) FG ThEERE, 2007 4F Salmaso 25 [7] #2HH
MFG IhRERE, 2010 4F Kruk 25 [10] #2H MBFG Thght, K Fia ekl o AR [ 1 Th e 258
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7K (water temperture, WT). ¥ f# 4 (dissolve doxygen, DO). Hi 53 (electrical conductance, EC)F1 pH {8 %5:H £ Thft /KR
SHAINIHIE, 1% A B (secchi disk, SD)HZE IRELIIAME, A Fa b5 A% (total nitrogen, TN). & %(total phosphorus, TP).
Al AL (dissolve din organic nitrogen, DIN). IEfEEZE5(POS~-P). WG ELIEEMEBELL(N © P), SR (MR /KIFBIFR Ehr
#E) (GB3838-2002) 73 JiiEHEATINE . M 283K a(Chla)R M 0.45um HIBEIRZT4EyE BB Al DE KA 500mL, B ki, I
BAHGENE [22] .

1.3 Hi kb HL 5 73 A

T Y E AT
R = B x fRAL x EFE x 107°

A, PRI N 1g em . ERURAL Y um®, FEBRACN cells L AEMEBEA ng Lt Ho, IR E R i
B H AR SR AR, RAEEEITRAR, AR A R A AR A QAT 5 [23] .
gierE RIS [11] 2T

TL(S )= 3 W, x TLI()

X, TLIE ) #RGEETFREHEE, TLI(j) REE | MSBUETIRSIEE, W8 | MSEIE FRIRS TR0
BE, m AT SE 4.

NP EARHIERS A, ¥ 9 NIAERE T(TP. TN. DIN. PO}~-P. mifhilREiIE¥. WT. pH. SD Al Chla)i#t4T Ig(x+1)%5
#e(% pH), FI SPSS19.0 B AT 77 2 57 BT (ANOVA), IFIEEY) LY & 5B K 72 (A FIAH S A AT . I I B BE B 5 2 15 K
T 2% %F B4 4T (detrend correspondence analysis, DCA)FITUA 73-#7 (redundancy analysis, RDA)EH CANOCO4.5 ¥+, A
RGEHR I IES A6, FFIFEYIIREE A EA 12 NRERT(TP. TN DIN. POZ™-P. &R ZEFEEL. WT. pH. NP,
SD. Chla. DO Fil EC)#AT lg(x+1)¥5 (B pH F1 N : P 4b), REFRHEPREAY, Wik 4 ASHET Hl b8k B i B >4, TG £ B Ige i iy,
<3 MEFRLMERRY, 3~4 NGB R B ZE M AL m] . AR SIS H Origing.5 4.

2 ZRE5

2.1 FEERTF

XFLG 3 FRAK S TR R AR R, BN /K R IR B v T B AR, 2K I 5 5 LA 96 PR /K 2 A L b F IR P (36 1), 3 g
IKEEE IR R AR AE B3P 2E 7 (P<<0.05), I H. 3 /KI5 Sh Rt W R 15384k, kI8 TPk 0. 3 /K e TP 6
B 77 (P>0.05), SBEF/KEIERERKIEAG FTHIM, FG /K2R E 16K 2 BB R AR (P<<0.05) A BT T F&. 3 HE/KJZE TN 1 DIN 33
B R (P<0.05), BTRG/KEEREZ . DIN Ft4¢ 3 (P<<0.05) M &b i T H AR PR Ha K PE . 3 JE /K e RN B AE P /K A AN = /K B3 Lhak
B P-ETREEFRKCE [24] , BIRAKETKIAEFKY, DIN A M8 IN(1.367mg L N4 2.186mg L ). itk



|1 =EEAKETOKMARN KA A F X

Table | Comparison of environmental factors among the three reservoirs at level and flood periods
] 2Lk E Ik P K
B2 AR S - - - - - -
= 7K £ K 7K KM K F KM

TP/mg+L.~ : 0.038 £0.018 0. 039 =0. 008 0.037 £0.015 0.047 =0.017 0. 038 =0, 007 0.039 0. 027
PO~ 9 /mg-L"! 0. 008 0. 005 0. 009 0. 008 0.014 0. 015 0.004 0. 004 0.03 0. 035 0.019 0. 018
TN/mgeL~! 0. 568 0. 649 1. 622 =0. 531 1. 496 =0. 552 1.827 =0. 142 2.05 =1.007 2.471 =0. 557
DIN/mg-L - 0. 347 0. 222 0. 864 =0. 462 1. 182 £0. 313 1.425 £0. 259 1.367 £0. 889 2.186 £0. 449
A b 15 M mg oL ! 2.437£0.474 2,604 +0.315  2.256 £0.75 2.863 +0. 555 1.96 £0.506  2.624 =0.576
Chla/mg*m ™" 1.542 = 1. 14 6.317 +4.556 1. 392 =0. 685 6.357 +4. 985 10.913 = 10. 44 12.789 = 10. 269
pH 8.457 £0. 246 8. 063 £0. 404 8.501 =0. 201 8.182 £0. 363 7.749 £0. 307 7.899 £0. 205
WT/C 19.44 £1.411 25.265 1. 86 18.54 £1.611 23.69 £2. 287 17.197 1. 388 24.567 £0.711
SD/m 1. 583 =0. 376 0.983 +0. 113 1.675 0. 15 1.075 +0. 096 1.063 +0. 111 0.963 +0. 048

R #h 1840 (P>0.05)F /K W& & TP /KM, 3 K PEZ AN K. 3 JE/K & pH(P<<0.05)ER /R A ISHRIE. 3 /K /KR TG 2 2 22 5+ (P
>0.05), “F/KHI 3 KA KIRFGELE 18 CAf, FAMIRETRE 24°Chiti. 3 B/KEEW TR Z %R (P>0.05), F/KIH 3
IKPEEMIERSEAE 1.5m 247, F/KIWIFEELE 0.9 4.

2.2 PRI REE G50

VAR, ZUHUKE 6 A RAE 5 2 YORFE R 2 JAS I V7 A 6 171 32 Fh, FLrRiEEE T 6 Fh, SREENT 15 Fb, REWEI] 7 A,
FHEETT 2 Fb, RREETT L Fh, BREET] L Fh. REHEE1(65.7%) %, WEHE11(24.8%) 1 1(7.0%) R FH I T(1.9%) K2, Bask i T RIER
FENTHT o5 LU BN B AE K E 4 AR AL 2 YCRFE R A SLA I U i 5 17 25 Ff, HLrh ] 3 i, 43R0 13 Fh, #E¥EI] 6
il FREEIT 2 R, BRERTT 1R, REEE1(70.9%)5 %, WEEI(14.5%) FEREET1(7.2%) K2, FERTTAIBREE T FT & ELAI /N BT gy 7K
JE 4 SRR i 2 JORPEE A LA DU H VR A 5 177 28 Fh, HLrREEEIT 3 B, L] 14 B, REFEIT O Fb, FVEIT LMD, BREEIT L
. TEVET(68.8%) %, WATEI1(26.6%) IS 1(4.4%) R, BRIETTFT & LU,

2.2.1FG JiReH

R4 Reynolds % [5] Al Padis& 55 [8] #2HH ¥ FG ThRERF /3287735, AHUKPEILA I 18 A ThRe#E, 434 B. D. F. G.

J. Lys Lov My MP. N, P. S1. SN. W1, X1. X2. X3 AlY, BMxtAEMERT 10%H I aEREE NI HThaeHE, tHhTh
fE#EN By Do LO. NI P, ZhAEHEEE N F/KI LotB+N+D+P—=E/K Y] B+D; B A6 /K FEFLAGIIN Y 12 AN Thfie#E, 43N B, D. F.
Ju Lys MP. P, S1. T. W1, X1 1 X2, RIHATIEER N B I D, MREHHET AT KM D+B  —3 /K1 B+D;BT 4 7K B 2eAa il
13 MR, 94 B. Dy Fu Jo Lus Los MP. PL S1. W1, X1. X2 fil X3, fi3sshfiei#EA B. D Al MP, ZhEEREEE NTK
] B+D+MP—F/K I B+D+MP, & 2 fis.
LLRK PE P KA 2 /K A 34 D REBE T 1V B W R, = 0 VT RO 0 SRR P /KO DA SR AL A N D RE A (S AR 33 2 /KB N
IHEEEE A AP R R/, AR MR RS A5 K B DATEA I A fe M S AEL A 1 ST TR o PR 34 2 T2 /KT S1 T e AR X A= 4 i ) 5
kD (18%~0%), ~F-7K HHJ5 77 KA mi A2 FBEZE RRUY) LO DhREHE o 4t 34 (RO A= M) it 81%), P /K NI R R LA /N PR BE 2
) B THAERE 5 4ot A 35 (R ZE DR 79%), £k 6 ASREE S DL B ThAEHEE & 32 B0 S (MIX A W& > 46%). B 467K FEFIBT G 7K
JEAR B I RERF TS 2 RN K. BRI FKIIE E /K D ThRERF A A= 4 B 0/ (53%~27%), A I 38 F /K I & K
W P ThRERF RN (0%~ 12%), KRIF/KIZ K MP DI RERERE A B 2 (5%~ 10%). “F/KHAT)RERE B. D 1E 4 RAF miAH
YR ZE AR, FKI] B ThRERE & 1 B (RN LW > 35%). BT 7K T /K 31K T 3 ST AT BE2EL R A D TORERE o 32 AR
A (FHXHAE W 559%), FHoASRAE £ 38 LU/INIRTEAL K B D RERE b7 4606 P 345 (RS AR 4 > 57%);E /K B 4 ASRAFE A8 LA B ThAERE &
P LT A4 (R AE 4 B > 43%).

2.2.2MFG IhfgEE
2007 4 Salmaso %5 [ 7] 454 FG ThReHEA PFT THREREMIML A, S MFG Zhaest, ZWUKFEERIS N 17 AN Thest, 43 79:1b. 1c.
2d. 3a. 4. 5a. 5b. 5c. 5e. 6a. 6b. 7a. 8a. 8b. 9b. 1la Ml 11b, RIHAITNAERECHNS A ME KT 10%, TFIE)A 6b. 7a # 1b,
THREHHEE NP/ 6b+1b+7a  —F /K Ta+6b; FAE/K RS> )9 12 N ThAERE, 73 24:1b. 1c. 3a. 4. 5a. 6b. 7a. 8b. 9b. 10a.



11a 1 11b, PRIATHEERF v 6b. 7a F1 1b, THRERFE T P /K 6b+7at+1b  —F= /K Ta+6b;BT 5 7K 2RI 438 13 AN ThEERE, 4 :1b.
1c. 3a. 4. 5a. 5c. 6a. 6b. 7a. 8b. 9b. 11a I 11b, LA TIEEHE 7a. 6b I 5a, ThREHEEE J9-F/KI 7at6b  —=F/KH] 5a+6b+7a.
3 HE/KE MFG DhREBF AT B 22 RN K, LK PE RN T 167K P /K 1 22 /K S REVA S5 44 18 B KB IR, 3 LL 7a #0 6b ThiE
T DL B LA 22 R (Peridiniumsp. ) FI#R F 85 (Gyminodiniumsp. )RRV 1b THEETE S OL, F/KHALL 7a K1 6b THEERE S0 Hs, UK
2P K I = 28 TR A i LU H B (Closteriumsp. )ZEH) 8a i — @M, K 2508 R AE ml DURIURE BURE B (Melosiragranulata) 28 J%. 1) 6a
LA Y A R EEZEL R 8 o — e A, AR SRAE A DA R R SRR BT Ba o — B, SRR AT b AR B (R AR
I 81%), FEIRSRFE LA 7a 4 35 (X ED R 79%). F/KIPK 2 RAE 05 6a A — B R, EIRREE S 1b b —5E
PRF, HARRFE S Ta fl6b S0, HAEKEE T RIURFE £ DAL 2 F AN R A R 2E B ) b DHRERE (AR, oA RAFE 23y DA
7a fl 6b L, FAKEIE R SIILL Ta Fl 6b SO0, B K P K
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(1%~48%). “F/KIIRTEH LA 6b o T2 B IA (FEO A=A 69%), HAbRAE s8I LA 7a THEREHF 5 4a it it 34 (ot A= 45 > 57%);F K
Wl 4 ANKFE R 5ay 7a il 6b THREHAHN IR ZERAK.

2.2.3MBFG Ljfg#H
2010 4F Kruk % [10 ]2t 7 R hnfai b ) MBFG Zhaese. aild 2 nrn, 200 B AERIB G K 5K 73 6 A ThEERE, 7 A:gl.
93. g4 g5, g6 Al g7. LLHUKEMRHAIRERE N g4 96 1 g5, THARERFE T A T/K I gd+e6+e5—F K 96+04; F 46K FEHR 34 Th Bk
T4 96 g5 I g4, THREFHEE N T/KI go+g5  —F/KI g6+94;BIma /K EER A THRERE AN 94 A1 g6, THREBHE T AT /K gd+g6—
F K g6+g4.
3 HEKFE MBFG THRERFZET & 2 A K, LLMUKEEFKIIG T RFE £ A o5 o At f 34 (RIS A= 4 80%), FLAhRAFE S LA g4
g6 . FARIIEA KA SIS g6 (5 32 B 3 (H A= 4 i > 669%6); E1 167K PP /K A K HURFE LA g6 Al g5 (5 i3, HAtR
BERTIBLA g6 ok A P34 (RO A= 4> 88%) . F /K3 RAF S35 LA g6 o 4 X6 A0 35 (R A 0 > 679%); 6] 1 7K 22 36N SRA: pit ~F
IR (R o A= > 719%) R =E /K 3T (R A= 4 35> 59%) 1 LA g6 3 2%t At 34

2.3 VR TR S BEH F RDA

2.3.1FG TiRe Rt 5 H AT RDA

TEIEXT 3 FEKEE FG ThREFF Y R EAT DCA Ji#fr, RIS AHBE K471 09:2.539. 1.937 A12.003, 3 M/KEEFRIFHEY FG T)
RETF VR /0 AT SR BRI 2 PR RS, DRIHCR F SRR RS VR0 3 /K FG ThEERF AP 12 ANABER 747 RDA. @I ffie, 41
MK PETS H TN(P<<0.01). TP(P<<0.05). SD(P<<0.05). fai4hilik#h#H % (P<<0.01). WT(P<0.05). pH(P<0.05)F1 N : P(P<<0.01)ix 7
ANEE BEMREEMNAST AR, f 1 AR 2 (4FIEEZ E] 0.556 F10.083(0%K 2, R, VRIFEY-SHEEE TR R 56.4%1k
PLLE A —HEF b, BTN HET AR h T AR 56 06 2R 11 75.8%. 1t Bl 1 N 2 AR K 2 BRI I 4y 5 (LK 3, R IH). SD.
TR AL TR AN pH Sk 1 RIEMC(WE 3, FR), TP. WT. TN FIN : P Kl 1 £ 6ik5¢, 5K EAS H TN(P<0.05). DO(P
<0.05). TP(P<<0.05). SD(P<<0.05). iz #h#5%(P<<0.05). DIN(P<0.05). WT(P<<0.01). pH(P<<0.05)H! N : P(P<<0.05)iX 9
AN SRR AR R, B 1 RIG 2 ROAFAEE A E] 0.545 F1 0.008, JRIFHY HIREE N FAHSEK R 50.8% AL —HEF
b, BIRANHEF RS T A E R R0 71.6%. T HIEh 1 ANfh 2 REMRRE K 2 BUR IR0 AG. TP. SD. N @ P Al pH S5
1 2IEAHI, TN, DO. DIN. WT FlE il shia 5 %h 1 52 608 ¢ Py me /K 45t WT(P<<0.01). TP(P<<0.05). DO(P<<0.05). TN(P
<0.05). R EhTE%(P<<0.01)F1 DIN(P<<0.01)iX 6 /NMEA B EMBPEMIA AT &, Hh 1 Ffh 2 fHRFE(EILF] 0.610 F1 0.095,
FRIFREY) S PR A OCOR R 61.5% R ILTE S —HE Pl b, AT ANHEF RS R T AR COR R 1 75.8%. T BN 1 ANkl 2 AEfERE
KEHUFHRD 4. DO Hhl 1 RIEASE, WT. TP, TN. 4R Eh45%0R DIN ¥ 5% 1 2 /A%,

%2 ZEKEINRERSERAHEFER RDA

Table 2 RDA analysic among function groups of the three reservoirs and main environmental factors

gl 4K i £ K% e KU

N FG MFG MBFG FG MFG MBFG FG MFG MBFG
A 0. 556 0. 396 0.223 0. 545 0. 468 0.203 0.610 0.472 0. 200
B 0. 083 0.071 0. 048 0. 098 0.126 0. 183 0. 095 0.114 0.129
C 0.742 0.707 0. 691 0. 831 0. 859 0.772 0. 908 0. 876 0.736
D 0.722 0. 694 0.671 0. 853 0. 815 0.674 0. 809 0. 832 0. 598
E 56.4 46.0 40.3 50.8 42.4 40.6 61.5 47.6 41.4
F 75.8 69. 3 51.0 71. 6 66. 6 57.3 75.8 69.5 68. 0

D ASFAEM S —, B AFAEMM =, C:WFIFEMCEM —, D Fh FRB A =, E- Y RMIF - R Rl Bt — (%), F: 4 f-2F

X R R E A R (%)
2.3.2MFG IhfeRF 55T RDA
TN 3 FEAKEE MFG DR & 1T DCA, RIS KB K37 9:3.138, 1.750 A1 1.802, 3 MM/KEEFFIFEY) MFG )
REREEVE 0 A0 S R AR VR, IR SR S R LG 7T 3 ANKIE MFG ThBEREAE IR 12 ANFAEE R 7347 RDA. @it i
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Table 3 Correlation analysis among dominant functional groups of three reservoirs and major environmental factors

K ThHE ¥ {35 ohie B¥ FEAE T R P
B ™ 0.414 <0.01
N: P 0.404 <0.01
FG L, TN -0.473 <0.01
N: P -0.419 <0.01
N TN -0.386 <0.05
AR ¥ 0.406 <0.01
LLHUK P Ta ™ 0.371 <0.05
NP 0.431 <0.01
MFG 5a o AR A R B 0.341 <0.05
h TN -0.431 <0.01
MR -0.364 <0.01
MBFG fal wT 0.306 <0.05
o wT -0.398 <0.05
Fi; D wT ~-0.536 <. 01
MFG 6b wT -0.485 <0.01
FAE K B 1h i AR R T -0.550 <0.01
MBFG ¢ ol W AL 4 B -0.433 <0.05
N:P 0.381 <0.05
wT 0.536 <0.01
FG B o i R Eh 1 B 0.571 <0.01
DIN 0.583 <0.01
- o ML 4 B 0.427 <0.05
e s K P MFC DIN 0.452 <0.05
5a ok AR £k 4 ¥ 0.427 <0. 05
wT 0.473 <0.05
MBFG 4 — — >0.05
7 — — >0.05

%, UK ESH TN(P<<0.01). TP(P<<0.05). mifhiRE:15%((P<<0.01). pH(P<<0.05)HI N : P(P<<0.01)iX 5 H. A & EMBIEK
BB, i1 AL 2 MRHEEIA S 0.396 A1 0.071, VRIFHEY) SIAEEH TAHR K R 46.0% IS —H 74l b, IR ASHET 4
Berp T ABAH OGO R 1) 69.3%.  ULHARN 1 R 2 Bl K 2 BUR I /A . = ERER EhFEHOR pH HHh 1 2 IEARSS, TP TN
MNP 5k 1 B T K ETE ) EC(P<<0.05). DO(P<<0.05). Chla(P<<0.05). =%k Mk £h 5 % (P<<0.01). WT(P<<0.01)#1 pH(P
<0.05)iX 6 MMEA MBI AR &, # 1 FI% 2 RHE(ELE) 0.468 1 0.126, VFIHFEY)-SHBEA FHH R R 42.4% 14T
FES—H M L, RIS HER BT T A AR 5 C R 1K 66.6%. 1 B %N 1 Rl 2 REARRE K 2 BRI 4> 4. EC. DO il pH
L1 BIEMSG, Chla. WT AlEdRBR R e 4S50 1 2 5OHH G B rg /K FEAS tH WT(P<<0.01). N : P(P<<0.05). DO(P<<0.05). TN(P
<0.05). mihEREhTE%(P<<0.05). DIN(P<<0.01) Chla(P<<0.01)iX 7 /N EA &3 R R AT 8, fil 1 A0l 2 (R % 3
0.472 1 0.114, Va5 LR T A KK R 47.6%MIAESE —Hpfh b, AP SE b T 230 SO0 R 1K 69.5%. Ui 5k
1 Al 2 Bef R K 2 BT IR 4345, TNL DIN. Chla. N : P 1 DO ¥ 54 1 RIEM, ®SRMRILIEERA WT 5% 1 217
K.

2.3.3MBFG Ihfe#f 5H 5 F T RDA

TN 3 FE/KEE MBFG DfeBF A & EAT DCA, RILB ALK /371 09:2.102. 1.219 A1 1.407, 3 DN/KEEFIHEY MBFG
THEERERETE AT B P LR AR, (R R S35 R LA 7 0%t 3 ANKJE MBFG ShEEREA 4R 12 ANAEE[A 7347 RDA. 8L fi
%, MUK EESHE WT(P<<0.01). PO3—4-P(P<<0.01). EC(P<<0.05). pH(P<<0.05)F1 TP(P<<0.05)iX 5 A B & 35 AR R ML PR A8
w, B 1AL 2 (RRFAE(E X B 0.223 1 0.048, TRIFHAY) SH G TAHICC R 40.3%RIE S —HE 54 b, a7
AERAHOCOC R 51.0%. Ui HAH 1 AU 2 REMRRER 2 BRI 42 A5, WT. PO3—4-P FI TP 5%k 1 2 IEAHE, EC F pH S



1 2 MG EALKERHE TP(P<<0.05). DIN(P<<0.05). miihM#hfea%(P<0.01). WT(P<<0.01)FI N : P(P<<0.01)ix 5 N EAf

0.6 ‘
> (b) #LHUKIE MFG - EC (c) LIBUKIE MBFG
|
0.6 D | -0.8 oD -0.8 o 83
-1.0 08 -08 08 -0 1.0
0.6 . =
p W (@) FAEKFHF FG

" N L L

WwT

(h) BfnKEE MFG

DIN

:\"f?‘f . > ~1la
BN\ i / [
L e / f
/ cop /
-0.6 du =04 DIN o6 2l
1.0 0.6 1.0 -1.0 0.6
B3 =@k FG. MFG 1 MBFG 25 %) ThAE 8 STF A F /) RDA
Fig. 3 RDA analysis of phytoplankion biomass and environmental factors in the three reservoirs using FG, MFG, and MBFG

MRS B, Bl 1 ik 2 R AR A B 0.203 1 0.183, VRIS IR FAE IS AR 40.6% K IIE S —HE T F,
TN HEFR SR P T 48R AH 225 R0 57.3%. BB 1 Al 2 BEMERE K2 BOFUFEYI 04 . N - P AT TP 5%k 1 2 IEAISS, DIN,

WT FI4R IR 2hH5 4 S 4 1 5 Skl 5% BTna /K BE 75 WT(P<<0.01). TP(P<<0.05). f4hil&EhHE%(P<<0.05). DIN(, P<<0.05). EC(P
<0.05)F1 pH(P<<0.05)ixX 6 I HA . MR E BRI AR &, il 1 Rl 2 (FRAAE (A 2 0.200 F10.129, VI 5P BE R 7 AH GG
R ALAWEIIE S —HEP R b, AP AR T T A OGOC R I 68.0%. T EAHN 1 A 2 BefRE K 2 BRI 1 40 A . EC
i1 RIEHSE, SRR EIEE. WT. pH. TP A1 DIN #5%kh 1 2 /M.

3R

IR S AL R BE S 0, B T3 [25] . FG A1 MFG IhRERE XA B £ T MBFG, £ W FG Al

MFG ZREREI 2 RE o7 I VS S AR DL . AR, AROL S R i A e V& R U AR e BT AROK I sk, i

FG DhREREp/D 7 X Fhal Rett [26, 271 . AWK, 3 FE/KE FG THREREFIELEL, ZCWUK B ThAERE N B, D. LO. N FI1 P,

10



TAEKPER A ThAeREN B A1 D, MG /KZEC A IhAERE N B. D 1 MP. 3 FR/K . SLh B RARMIR, I H AR B8 K
JEAT AR bR, EATAR R B SRR IR, R E VA 4R B BT — e AR . LO ThReBEARRMERZONI 2 HE, &M
ABENRRIEE IR KR ROKEEKEIA [8, 28, 29] . N ThAERERFRVERM R, &M AN RLE 2~3m fIiELEk
REGLHKAREE. P IhBERMRRIER OV B3, G4BT S N DhaesEAaul [8, 28, 29] . AWFFiH N A P IyRERHE
JFAEY R T R EMRE . B IIRERRER MR IO /NIREE, &R A B IR N KK i, SR LRI R, i SZ A
JEIMRE RN [8, 28, 29] . D ThAEHEARIEMACNEIFIEE, BRSNS HE TR VEMREAOKE, %8 FREZ Uk [8,
28, 29] . MP ZhBEBERERMERA M T, EPESZ RS FEMREAOKA [8, 28, 29] . LZEEFFRERIGTN R,
ZEK 22T 7K 3 (40.46) R F= 7K 1 (44.59) 3 A T H g F2 KT, J& TR BLUR/KK g 1 A6 7K 2T 7K 1 (44.59) FH = 7K 1 (40.82) 34 4b TR
B, BTN, S ROKIERZ) 36m; BT iG K FESF K I (45.12) fil 2 K #(47.02) 0 T HUE 70 KF, BT/, Bk
KK 25m. R FG THRERFAR KM B & 1 VR I IR FRBE I R RE 1), SERF & 0K BEA BRI . MFG ThREFFAHLLEL, £0M
IKIERATIREREN Ta. 6b F 1b, HAEKEMRATHRERE A 7a. 6b F 1b, FAMA/KEEMR A IIREREAN 7a. 6b Al 5a. 3 FE/KERHThEE
BEZERAK. CWUKEE . EAEK PERIBT R 7K 2P 7K 3 2 =F /KU AT HIEE ) oL 49 /N AR D S I T RERE 7a LR TCHEE 1 H]
SOEN I RARREBEZE A 6b 7 EZARE . LDWUK EE R T 67K B~ 7K 3 28 /K 3 LA 6 (TR & 8 IR 1 R ) R AN D = (K T g
B 1o AW R/b, HEONTEME(0~28C)EER, HGEHAKRE N 1I3CIEH, JEEFEAAHE, ewirshflHELE 7%
&, EIRRFA TR G [8, 28, 29] . LLMAIETE/KEF /KGR (23.69°CHI 25.27°C) i, B ZEmimils] 7 MK
L. BT K K AT MR (K B R AR B W 9 I Th RERE Ba 0SS, WEHOE B A BB IR KA, BOE IR AE 25~
35°C. F/KIYIEE Fid H S EE AR K. MBFG ZhEERFHI LS, ZEWUKEERSATIRERE N o5, g6 Al g4, FIIE/KEL A ThRERE N 5.
g6 Ml g4, FmE/K LS IhRERE N g6 A1 g4. 3 JE/KEEHILL g4 g5 Fl g6 THAERE & 1 BALA . LADRERE g4 4L RRAI N 25 KN i
UMM EERAR, TORE S MERRIE. DATHRERE g5 AL R BB KR Y AN HEE 2. AThREHE g6 4L S ToHE B 1 BLRE R 4 5 1

RDA ZiRafLLEH, AFETIEEH(FG. MFG 1 MBFG) i B # 2 HEE A 7L FE R4S . LWUKIE FG Thae &
WA K72 TN AR Eh I8 50F N 0 P. MFG THARERF S35 5 R 12 TN s ERiR sh 45 0R1 N & P. MBFG ZhRERE & 5 K 12
WT #ll PO3—4-P. HIE/KFE FG Dfe e G55 T2 WT. MFG DRERE S Z M R 72 WT FlE e $h46 5. MBFG Ijfig#
WM N T WT. SRR SRR 50 N & P BRG/KPE FG DRERF 38 5 m R 72 WT. iR 2k #5450/ DIN. MFG Jhig#t i
HR MK T2 WT. DIN Al Chla. MBFG ThASHER Z MR T2 WT. @M 8T, K3 3 FEKE FG X35 B B IF g
BERERMIDENE, 3 /K FE 5 PR 858 R T I AF CE AR 5 35 A S MG ZhBE BN SRR AR FE 25 T FG ZhiseRE, T MBFG Jhfighf 3 Ji
IKPE SRS R 7 2 [ AEAE 2 AR SC T TTT MBFG ZhBE BN FRBE AR R FE 5 22, BRI 7K PR 5 PR BE IR 7 2 IR TG S AR DG, (R
AR MRS, X5 Huts [25] MIRFRis4 i —5.

g5 b, AEH FG TIRERE AE NS IR AT b AR R 1 U AL P BV 45 A6 (K08 A0 L SR SR AR O P, [ B R AR A8 V7 i AL A2 3 T e A 73
MK PERRSE R RUE FRIRAS, i MFG I MBFG Zh e BRI LY B Vi 45 1) LA SRS (K AR P AR 8022 . 3 J8E/K E MFG 1 MBFG
PR FA ThRE R = AR AL

4 FG. MFG 1 MBFG ThesEE 02K = HI%T H

XFEE 3 R RERE IS HRTTIE LB MFG ZhRERE S FG IhReRE BA HAH 7, T MBFG ZhRERES FG Al MFG MtL, ZREUK. FG
IREREE IR TR A B . AR AL, RESE AP R S IRIR R G e, RENS SEVERA S BRIA S IR T SR I R ST
[RIIOG 2. (RIS AT IR i A A 0 55 Dh RERE UM /K R 3RS I 1 S B R RS B2 AT P de 2 (KO DO RERE 70 K753 (E2
FG IReHt F E A& ARG C BRI S R, MEEERBOK. MFG DRERE/r KTVATR B 5 18, JF HBe 08 U0 R A
P EIAEIR T IOR R, HIIRERE SR TR S, BLAMSANMAKR . AN ERREANE . MBFG ZURERE 7 T i
HLL AL gRAh T FG DhRERFE A FEITFE I B R, IR H MBFG 43 2800 R S B I BBURR S, X TR A AR A AL H
s& MBFG ThRe S BB FEANGE, 2 8k T 8, p 41K/, 3G EINES AR MBS, FG IIREREX T HA Lk
TR R 4 B BRI 50 AR 0y 85 AR B AR R %, MFG THREBERRAIC T FG ThRRHE /KB MIMERE, X T e 5

1"



SEHARANGR I B BB SN T ARG ). MBFG X T8/ VEH A A BORHN , W] LURLFHUBEAT DO RERF 02025, A4
BEFCH BOANTE, 5 I R e (7 565 AR FTT VAR HRE B O Sk il BLE R 1 10 50 207 1.

5 4

(1)FG 1 MFG ZhReHN P15 B BF s R FEAIAR S, I H MBFG DI RERE 7> XTI B B A IR i e L

(2FG T RERE RS AR S MM R i e RV 5 M) R AR A LA SR ST AR S, [ S T DK -0 R 10 55 T RE R M0 7 2 3
B AEFRRES, 1 MFG. MBFG Ty BEHEXT I R B v 25 K4 L B A5 (1 ff e S AR R A 22

(3)FG hREREXS T+ EAT Tk i A M 26 E BOR AN 226 DL R 7 PRI BAT IR IF IS I, MFG DHRERERRR T FG Zhaest />
RIFEMIHMESE, X PRI 6 08 BORABGR I L H ZERA S I 7 ARG (5 ). MBFG X 18/ VEAR IR A BORHE, AT LA
IRUF AT DURERF IO 7226 e SRR B PRI REREY . ARAEAT 7T H AOAN R LA R SEBR 7 ZLE R S d M 70 807 1%
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