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Abstract

In order to reveal the community structure characteristics of phytoplankton and the relationships with
environmental factors in Qingcaosha Reservoir, the phytoplankton species composition, abundance and 12
environmental factors at 12 sampling sites were analyzed from January 2014 to November 2014. A total of
207 phytoplankton species were identified, which belong to 88 genera and 8 phyla. The dominant species
were Aulacoseira granulata, Aulacoseira granulate var. angustissima, Cyclotella meneghiniana, Cryptomo-
nas ovate, Chroomonas acuta, Chroococcus minutus, Merismopedia punctata and Microcystis aeruginosa, etc.
Phytoplankton species in Qingcaosha Reservoir were mainly composed by Bacillariophyta, Chlorophyta
and Cyanophyta. Phytoplankton abundance varied seasonally with the maximum value (2.81 x 106 cells/L)
in June and minimum (2.19 x 105 cells/L) in January. Mean Margalef index, Pielou index and Shannon-
Wiener index were 3.50 (£0.74), 0.35 (£0.17) and 2.41 (£0.72). The phytoplankton community structure
was of Cryptophyta-Bacillariophyta type in winter, of Bacillariophyta-Chlorophyta type in spring, of Bacil-
lariophyta-Cyanophyta type in summer and of Cyanophyta-Bacillariophyta type in autumn. Phytoplankton
spatial differences are large, the diversity of front portion was significantly higher than the rear reservoir
area. Canonical correlation analysis (CCA) showed that temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, total N and total
P had the closest relationships with the phytoplankton community structure in the reservoir.
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EEYDIKEE1 2L R R A IR A i PR B B B R 12 DUK R BAL $R AR AT TR E M. SRR HEH
B LA VI E Y181 188/8 2075, T EMBAMA PR EEEEE (Aulacoseira granulate). R B 8 5 A
(Aulacoseira granulate var. angustissima). 2% 53 H# ¥ (Melosira varians). H¥Je/N ¥ (Cyclotella meneg-
hiniana). YRTEBSEE (Cryptomonas ovata). REIEFEHE(Chroomonas acuta). H/NAERE (Chroococcus mi-
nutus). R (Merismopedia punctata)FF1 53 (Microcystis aeruginosa)%. {FHREMIFEEHR
DIREEAE, BREREK BREVAREESNERK, 6K, H2.81x106cells/L, 1HRIK, K52.19
x 105 cells/L, £%EMargaleff8%{. Pieloufg%{Shannon-Wiener#g%(4>7|43.50 (+0.74). 0.35 (x0.17) &
2.41 (20.72), FATLIR)RHES AN ETEDEKGLETREEEEFRNURSE. FED/KERENBIELEN
BUIRALER - R, FFE - S8, EF - BEA. KFE - B, KERFEYZHERE
R, EXRHERESHEHERTIH. UMM (CCARH, BEF. BEE. pH. BENEBSEEDK
PR R SR RBRAEY).
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1. 5]

UL 2 K PS5 v it A A2 0 B L ZH R 43, T R R T KR A A R G R A R A A R B I B0 7 T
RIFETENIEA[L], HBEEHEE S5 KRS RN REVIMC, FHHEY G M MW FE g, X
AR AU SRR AT, PR A B R B SRR AIE B 52 K A58 A e D M 7 R T I P AR B, A
ot HAh A S o e R S K AR A RGERIAR A2 DRIk, R LA it e A e T R A B b A A s K ) B
AR SR A BRI K R AR AR [3]. [ PN AN Z2809A . KR DL S TR AR HEAT 1 K BRI A R 7T, SR
PRI LR bRt HOKFRBRRBUBEAT T 0 AT AN 1] [4]. TN T RECE AL R TR AT /KIS 1
U R B T A BRI IER 5 7 T T 1R B R M 7 [5]

T E YD K A T KT K 1 A6 (31°25'N~31°295'N, 121°345'E~121°425'E), HIK 245 k&R AL #B A i o
Sy FEV LR ANEL ZRACNELE KIS . BV K RIS BK IR &30, KIEEE R, TFRIENE
Ko A H AT P fOK 1 & R R R VT /KB, 2 B KK . o s & KA 7.0 m, HRUES 4.38
12, m®, B R B COE 500 75 m?k, 3228 N 12 1300 75 . 75 50 /K 2 7K F7452 B I ) (I K I )3 31 68 K.
R K 5 R A & B RIS, SHRFKOKBR4ES AR SR, BT 5K E K IR B KT R K
TLEEK, KIT KSR A B B K B KUK R B I BB R R . 5 By /KPEAE S i S

ik
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KRG, AR A R IR TN P b T RO 7K 22 4 DA Rkt e 22 5 4 Je A T R i 3L o A SOV 5 7
2011 £E A1 2012 4 BRI VR S KRR R 1 [ 50 A 0 1 ELBR NI EL6] [7], T 2013 4 J5 BT FLid AR
WARIE , A SCHE T I TR s AN RIS Rl 3800 1 A2 e R — N AR SRAE A — AR 4, & B ATk
T YIRS K MBI 5 5 AR 0 A SR s 78 i T i) T S 39T i I PR — DRI 7

N T EREEXT KPR AT T, BT 1 F VKR I R SR IR 450, a5 B A dE AR
MEBALAEDR, SRE i 15 S K ERKIREDRGL,  FE45 & XN 704 (CCA), TRV IR S50 5K
HEERF IR R, DA FEP K 5 /K 5 BN 58 75 1 P42 Il it ) A 250t R Rk 4

2. MR
21 RERRESREME

WRYET EIb K E TS . KM, i IR P L s E 12 N REE (K 1), Hr S1. S12 Sk fify T
WIKEFEAMIEE SER; K& SIEEN, S2. S3 Sl b TH I NEFE Y, S4-S6 Sufi fifi T FEX h
I, S7-S11 5 uk S TR . 2014 4 1~11 H, B H & e e & R F I YA i FUK IR 58 R 7 FF

22. FiEMHIRESEE ST

BlaH 25 SR E RS, T/KINRIZR “oo” WRIEZh, T 20~30 cm, £ 2 min. KL T Mk
FIKFENCEE T 50 mL SR ZWbn A, 4%AR /R I, ARk 4 5E .«

PR E RAKREH] 1 L RAKSSREERZAKME 1 L, BT REHMT, A 15 mL &5F RREE, & 48 h
JaWi % BT 30 mL & H]. BB TR, RS, 0.1 mL BATHEHEA, RIRLERE TR, TR
1L KPR R R . PR E KM BB E B S (PEBOKFIEY: RS, 2REAER) [8].

2.3. IKREBALIBIRAIMIE

IIEE LA 7R i R R B 5 U AL DA Ot SRR R B R 4T, L7 H 36 IS 45 (HQAOD) 4% X £ Z HUK i 7 iy
BCNTE KGR pH B #4E(DO); 3% W 52 (SD) 2 HI 28 30iZ WA FE S D47 I 5E .

FEE o5 JE/( &

0
| I

Figure 1. Distribution of sampling sites of Qingcaosha Reservoir
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JE 7RO FE o T 0 90 AV 0 2 A (TN 5 Bl (TP o el 88 ZKORY SR FH 40 ERAR) L £ 0 2 2 ZU(NH-N) - 5841
Iy HEH BRI E A Z(NO; -N) . ERAMy Je B VRN 2 IEREER b (POY -P). WA M HLEK(DOC) I & A A
BB 53 743 (5538 TOCVeph)ill e « 5 F 07 A 4 54 6 AL (Phyto-P AMWalz) 3 ik ¥7% A 5 41 Ffd P-4 2% 5 Dl SRl s 7K
t Chla &, fE Meas.Freq.”y 32 & F MMl EMEEE Chla & &, il M A BEET IR OE .

2.4. BURALRS 534

24.1. MBEERY
TRUFE DA 35 BE 53 B R F Mcnaughton AR FEFEEL(Y), DLAFRIE AP A (YY) R e, Y ERT
ET 0.02 PR SCHIR M, THEALLL:
Y = [ rlljl j* fi @

A ni NREFE A | AR MEBCR (cell/L), N N RERE S T R H(cell/L), fi A RERENFE
i ANl B
2.4.2. ZHMEH

o} [ 58 HF I R AT 3 2R e I, FERRAN A 05 BT R B I I R D P8 A R A S e B8 AR BT 5
WA R . (PRI 2 R E L. EEERBONS S R, AR5

Shannon-Wiener )5 £ #E 1 46 %k

n, n
-3 (%) @

Margalef #)%h = & B 541

_(s-9)
D= InN ®
Pielou ¥ 5] FE 5 %1
H
= 4)

s NOOFES A RS IR AR AL, S e fh R ARRSRSEL ni DB T SRR MRS (cell/L)

2.4.3. BIEX RS

VAR YD TR 5 /K PR 85 DR 1 1] f) 1Y X 240 B (Canonical correlation analysis, f&i#% CCA)FI ] CANOCO4.5
3 HT AT AT CANODRAWA.S VEEIHATHEAT , WA BeHs SR F 32 S8 e i 70 () 40 i 3 FEE a0, 4 R ) P AE 45 1
HILRIAE > 10%, Z/DTE— AU AT 2 > 1% I 4 F AT I i, PIFIEEZE 1g(x + L)%, IRBEER R
pH {EAMERIEAT Ig(x + 1)F&46[9].

2.5. BEFERESITEM A

FEEFRESER

B IRIRS VRN 7 1R E RS/ B0 (TLI) [10], #&HL 48 a(Chla). TP, TN. &I (SD)E NiTN
b o AR T I OK ) 43 24015 Chla IURISEOE & vy o] E[LL] ry 2 S8 1 SHHES L chl-a (ORI SC R AL
HHE S HIE RS AR E S N4 &8 RSB E AR T

TLI(Y")=0.23TLI (Chl a)+0.22TLI (TP)+0.22TLI (TN)+0.22TLI (SD) (5)
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A 7147 a(Chla) 2y pg/L, EHIE(SD)HAL N m, H BRI N mo/L.
3. HERENH
3.1. KBRIBHIEHR

T YLK PR TR 2 45 J (2 )R, KR IR AF 2 A I 2, St L 26.9°C, HRITE 7 H, SRR 4.15°C,
HILFE 1 H . 2014 4F 3~4 A J% 2014 4F 9~10 A ZE1 M VR (8] KA B B 00 A s 5 B . pH E8 4G FIFE
7.23~8.27 2 A, DO f£ 1 Higm, J911.29 mg/L, 8 HIRAIK 8.17 mg/L. SD EFRAEMELE 0.34~0.54 m, X 5/Kik
IR YRR DL R KT R S B VI G, TN IREETE 1.49~2.39 mg/L Z 8754k, NHa-N & 2K, NOs-N
NEZEMEILE, TN FH NOs-N 7E 3 H thlimi{t, 9 H HIURACE: TP KELE 0.10~0.26 mg/L Z [A13E4L, 2
HfE, 8 A9 AR, Hd PO¥ -P S &K, Chla iKIEME 5.22~7.78 ug/L 2 254k, 3 A&, 7 A&

3.2. ZAEFRSHEEOH

s 2 fros, BV KEEKAR H V445678 37184 TLI(S)TE 54.26~57.57 Z 3, BUIEEAHE, 3 A
&A%, 10 A . RIERMETRE D Gobrite, 2R S0 KR A % X A TR B E R IR .
FlEZER E, FENSRLREE IR TLIE) W RART FESN S1 A S12 Pisd, AKEHEANEXE, H T ZREeE
TRAEILEAT TR, GRS BB A AR .

3.3. FiHEMR B S HHE

3.3.1. EiFE#Ae

VAR, 7EF EYDOKESLR IR 207 FR(EFERR T /KAL), I8 81188 &, Hrt, SRR
Kig%, 82 Fh, HEFEH 39.61%; HUGREEEET, 71 R, HEFE 34.300%; WEEEI] 39 B, G ERREHY
18.84%, HEEAFGEES 4 Fh, & P 1.93%; FIEEIT. Sl TRIBEEE T4 08 3 3 A1 LM, &b m ML
] 1.45%. 1.45%70 0.48%.

3.3.2 fiH
PRI L 73 Hr >R Menaughton AR5 B 4R 55 (Y) , LB FIARYE AP RO OL B LB (Y) R T-55 T 0.02 FiJis
T SCNPLH R, A IIE], I B AR LSS FEAR AL Y > 0.02 R A 2 1714 F, 23519tk

Table 1. Average monitoring results of chemical and physical index in Qingcaosha Reservoir

F 1 FEDKEBUERDNERLESAFHE

SCRERTIE] pH JKiR/  ‘DO/(mg/L) SD/m TN/(mg/L) NHs-N/(mg/L) NO, -N/(mg/L) TP/(mg/L) SRP/(mg/L) DOC/(mg/L) Chl a/(ug/L) TLI(})

2014-1 777 3.15 1129 051 2.25 0.08 1.94 0.11 0.04 20.39 14.30 54.48
2014-2 824 6.81 10.35  0.50 2.24 0.22 1.92 0.26 0.05 2.03 9.18 56.52
2014-3 792 852 9.92 0.40 2.39 0.37 1.94 0.19 0.06 2.13 5.22 55.20
2014-4 827 1591 9.59 0.37 2.04 0.25 1.83 0.14 0.03 1.99 11.96 55.83
2014-5 723 17.17 8.63 0.31 2.14 0.24 1.88 0.17 0.03 2.60 14.20 57.79
2014-6 8.13 22.77 8.60 0.54 1.76 0.09 1.47 0.23 0.04 2.64 14.16 55.88
2014-7 7.80 26.91 9.33 0.37 1.65 0.19 1.34 0.12 0.03 2.40 37.78 57.39
2014-8 8.18 25.71 8.17 0.38 1.82 0.22 1.37 0.10 0.04 2.30 21.26 55.63
2014-9 7.87 23.07 9.03 0.39 1.49 0.36 1.28 0.10 0.03 4.56 35.52 56.06
2014-10 7.96 17.20 8.69 0.34 1.76 0.09 1.24 0.14 0.04 4.25 23.52 57.44
2014-11 8.18 15.63 8.79 0.38 1.75 0.19 1.50 0.12 0.05 8.65 15.44 55.16
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Figure 2. Temporal and spatial variation of TLI in the reservoir

E 2. KESEEFEBEE TLIC)MR=EL

%k % (Aulacoseira granulate) . 1 fi B B 5 i ¢ % Fl' (Aulacoseira granulata var.angustissima) . 9 J¥ G
(Cryptomonas ovata) F145 5 B4 # (Melosira varians). 7 507K 2 % F A B A M 4 1720 #, BT
W IR TR ARSI 7 B, FLUONEEBENT, 4B, 3R 20.0%. 2FKRE, 3 H &M RAF
K%, N8, MEEMEE T, LK N8 A, N6, RERNEEMELE. 2 ARAFLEED, UHF,
2 ARSI . WNETR BE, 42 1~2 A, THMURMWERREE. BEBAESE L EAXNINE. £F
I AR A [R5 I B8 Ak 95 R 5 88 A7, /B0 HE ORI B4 982 A0 S T 3 . T 4T 4 5 (Ankistrodesmus falcatus)
It 42 3% (Planctonema lauterbornii). 4H%2 3 (Ulothrix oscillarina)%s. 5 A 5 SIE R _ETF, W EEIFAE1E N AR H
Mo BEMKEMAR FEDEENTE, BEMKEELR S, 8 S35 (Microcystis aeruginosa).
fok /N Bk 8 (Chroococcus minutus). 7T 24 (Merismopedia punctata) . [F i35 (Oscillatoria princes). % fh £ i
#(Anabaena circinalis)Z G0 . 11 A G EEREE, EEEMBEEA G HI, TR A an ok B EE . 1
J& /INFR 3 (Cyclotella meneghiniana) e 75 | ]k HHAR S5 Bl AL 5 A

33.3. HRBE

VAT IIA], T EYD K IR A 40 ) BB AR AL D 2.19 x 105~2.81 x 10° cells/L, 1, 6 H f,
1 ARAR(E 3(a)). % KAF AR I A0 I3 P (A (L Ja D 2.48 x 105~2.04 x 10° cells/L, i, S6 5%
B A5 T R D 20 M B ST I R, LR S5 5 SRAE AR S4 SR BE A, 430 1.65 x 10° cells/L. 1.22 x 10°
cells/L, S1 5 RAFf A4 & P E &K (E 3(b). ETHEID/KZEKMAA, BEEETT. SE80]. W 1R
R | IR Y A % FE A, ) I S A B FE () 43.89%. 26.40%. 18.250% 11 11.30%, #Ri#E[T.
FHEE L] 98 I VRN BE V8 )7 e AL A PR 2 P A, = 1 DV I AL 0 4 L 35 2 AN A Vit L 470 5 4 L 35 FE 1) 1.64%

3.3.4. ZHMEE

WK 4 fis, HEAS Shannon-Wiener Z REVEFE %L H'E9 H I A 4L Y5 v 0.96~2.84. Shannon-Wiener 15
BN NTEN, EX AN TG H Ry PR R EAE T4, #ENEX G K IZHTH T . Margalef
FEEIRE D AP RME R 1.77~4.48. T BYD FE X BREE 1 01K S2 fU4h FAt 38 % i MRl = & FE 15 4(D)
BI1E 3.5~4.5 Z [A]. S1. S2 pi¥Fp 5 BEARECEUDN, KU, (AR N B E X 58 D TR €
Pielou ¥J5 a4 3 H P3G FE R 0.25~0.81. FEIX A #FE 255 i Hp R X 3 22 R, e X HR s s AR
2R

3.4, FFEYMRESHERFHMEN 547 (CCA)

SN X R 3 M (CCA) T e W7 i FEL DR T AL A5 A B D) 22 IR DR I 9K A o AR 7 B /K e o7 T R0 H B
BIRERAR NS 15, I 12 A () RV i (5 2) M T CCA HEFP b, A5 R LI 5. AT b A A HE
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Figure 3. Phytoplankton densities of different months (a) and different sites (b)
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Figure 4. Diversity index, Evenness index and evenness index of phytoplanktonat different
sampling sites in Qingcaosha Reservoir
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Figure 5. CCA diagram of phytoplankton dominant species and environment factors
5. RIFEYIEE SIMERE T CCA HiIFE
Table 2. List of phytoplankton species in Qingcaosha reservoir for CCA
5% 2. CCA DB EIIKEZRFEMTHLE R F
'S s 4 W T34 'S s 4 BT X4
| Cyanophyta 6 A S T Melosira varians
1 R R Microcystis 7 Tk BB Melosira granulata
2 UNE= Chroococcus minutus 8 URL L v A A AR R Melosira granulata var. angustissima
3 MR Merismopedia punctata 9 Wi Je /N Cyclotella meneghiniana
[ShAm| Cryptophyta SR Chlorophyta
4 N b Chroomonas acuta 10 ez Planctonema lauterbornii
5 CpIAIEE Cryptomonas ovata 11 EZi 222 Ulothrix variabilis
TR Bacillariophyta 12 L2 Ulothrix oscillarina

Table 3. Summary statistics for CCA analysis between species and environmental factors in Qingcaosha Reservoir

3. BEWIKEFHEYSHEETFE CCA NFEIHER

ZH Statistic Hh1(Axisl)  %h2 (Axis2) %l 3 (Axis3) % 4 (Axis4)
HFEE Eigenvalues 0.376 0.181 0.076 0.047
WyFh 5 AR R TAH 9K R Species-environment correlation 0.844 0.702 0.511 0.3838
PFhAr S RARH 4% Cumulative percentage variance of species 15.44 22.87 25.9 27.89

LULUESEIN: AN R S AV

. - . . . 50.75 75.17 85.36 91.67
Cumulative percentage of variance of species-environment relation
FFIE B ST Sum of all eigenvalues 0.680
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Fe A A IS HE e il KA G R BCH N 0, HEP SR AT, diak 3 AT, AT 4 LR 1A B A T 91.67%HHI (5
B e, B 1 RsTERFR R, TAF) 50.75%. CCA HEFF 4 PR LB AR 1 I I T AL AR L 1) 27.89%,
BT 2 FhILARRE I I AR AR Y 22.87%.

CCA HERr B ety 12 Foft (& )2 B A 0 PR E AL 5 A AN TR 2R s (1] 4) o A 12 NIRRT, JRBE S i
VAL A R F I RS S oK, pHY BB, BRI, B, DOC. WhMEmE. &AM
WA/ o TRV K R RE CCA S 1. 28 2 iy i AR RIEIF L, BRAN R LB PS4 RUR, 5
RBEIEARSS, 5 TN TP BAUMK. W mMBU Bk 5 R A IEA MO B R . SR AR B o
FE5E 3 RIN, 5 pH IEMR. B 24 PIESS 1 M2 RIR, TP, DOC. SD. DO 5 &I HIA M. B
T e AL P O M B AR A M S R B R R A S, M /NIRRT O, 5 TP RIEMR. i
BT R DIE B R ORL B e LA A L AR S ELRE AR JE /NI AR R HE T A HE P Rl R AL B, R LD KK
AR E N .

4. 51118
4.1, BRI EEWNEISEN

TR PR A 25 B O A M R T IR ST, VR 2 A IR VRN K AR B 8 TR AR
BB — . BFFRMA[L2], 1ERA N5 30 B AR R AR T, SR ZE T A — o 2 . H K
DIERIRIEEEE ., ST, ERDEmRMIESE. ST, LFRIFEDFREMEEARRD . miE DK
JEFIAE D BEE AR AN N BT . SR AR AR . s, KRR . PR AR . RTETT A5 [13])4R
HUE IR RN DL . RN iR A0S, B E R AL W AR A RS . RV IOK R A )
FRORAL B AN 3, SN S . PRI A FE R 2 Rk, 6 A, LDMEEEEAE, BEEEER
ZHMRAR 1AM 11 AEUK, DN, R, EREEAMA .

AWFFEH, FHHEY TN TP AR L TE HE 4 54 1.49~2.39 mg/L 1 0.10~0.26 mg/L, 58 & &5 [14) K EBN
EATRIE FR LA A BE (TN 28R 5 0.5~2.5 mg/L, TP < 0.2 mg/L)AHEL, TN BSAH TR, TP WA H 4485 A .
E, iR 30 R R 4 5 /N T 2,81 x 10° cells/L, 5 AFIF[7] 2012 4E & B AH LA BB T, 19
R IKRE S IR BT . 8 /5 T7E 2010 SR R (T HEVb 7K R K 5 A 0 e 8 23 5 R 4]
WY R, ARREE R E R SRR AR, TR . FREEI TR R
T B ANN N T B AR G b, 2 tHIAE = AN TR B .

T E VD K PE VR AE YRR T8 A5 25 () 22 K, HENPEIX R 5 8 2 FE I B R v, TR sk b s ) 22 St (1) 0 22
JER AT RE IR . Yo PR AE K E BN R e, AKBME IR, 06 BT i 4 AE K B R 2 Bk
1. Kimmel 54K B F A VRGBT RUE R K B ()4 A6 8808 TR B [ AR 5 2 A IR
RS IR BERFIE[15]. ARAPI b B2 B 7O E S, A>T AG)E, BTbl, AL I 7= 718 %
JEII PR o

4.2. ¥ImFFEDHEEUNEERERT

AW TR, #RE . pH. DO PAR R BES T Fvb K PE e i VI REVE S M R RO s V). FERIEFER W,
IR R 5 AT EE RN E, KR T A SR B £ RN, R R
Thi, JeHENGER, B miR KRR RO IR, AL, TR, BEEBEITG, R
AERBEECE LTH16] [17]. F SV /KN R & S5 20 2 R R BOK, CCA 73 Hr R, /Kl v BE 2 S
R MR E R, KRS B EA 2 53 RS, pH AT DO F KA Z AR T, ST
R ERK R T EVI[18]. HiFIraW I & LT B )5, HAEMEIXKIET Co, il DO & &
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PAE S RN, TSN KAR pH A8 Hk. CCA G5 R EIR, TP A TN 52 20 B vb K P i B i M e & 20 A
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