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2.1 E2Bko4E

ARKERDK PG R SR IR 1, A B#FE R Cd .\ Cr,
CuPb 4 FiEE 5 J& 35 ik 12 0 4 36 I #) s 4, AS [ 9 B 22 ) 22
FARFZ(P>0.05) . o TAERMA 8 ML gD AT
WA AR, 380 Cd Cr Pb As F B R R s RAE AL T 2
UEATRT , RA AE TG B 3 Tl B K B HE R Cu &5 B

Hg M B33 e N REE S, B8] i He & &0
0. As 7E_FWFRERLINEN, 76 T W AK H o

®1 FkAKFEERESE

B Cd Cr Cu Pb Hg As
' (mg/L)  (mg/L)  (mg/L) (mg/L) (pg'g) (pg/'g)
1 0.00017 0.00129 0.00205 0.00145 0.001 0.001
2 0.00020 0.00232 0.00304 0.00152 0.001 0.001
3 0.00029 0.00254 0.00319 0.00154 0.001 0.001
4 0.00032 0.00256 0.00335 0.00201 0.001 0.001
5 0.00035 0.00295 0.00392 0.00214 0.001 0.001
6 0.00041 0.00263 0.00344 0.00225 0.001 0.001
7 0.00045 0.00402 0.01736 0.002 34 0 0.008
8 0.00075 0.00900 0.00509 0.00741 0 0.008
9 0.00052 0.00423 0.00631 0.00297 0 0
10 0.000 54 0.00508 0.006 83 0.003 03 0 0
11 0.00058 0.006 10 0.00697 0.003 15 0 0
12 0.000 63 0.006 19 0.007 01 0.004 23 0 0
13 0.000 68 0.00624 0.007 21 0.004 42 0 0
14 0.00072 0.00629 0.007 25 0.004 51 0 0
15 0.000 76 0.006 56 0.007 87 0.004 55 0 0
16 0.00081 0.00731 0.008 13 0.004 99 0 0
17 0.000 88 0.007 56 0.008 29 0.005 12 0 0
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KT AR 1T AR S BT A, ARk S 4 g
164 AN RN (AT AR SR b A 1 B LR
2 )@, PXHE 6 H 10 B 28 Jg, i F 8 ( Gompho-
nema )29 Flt, 5 MGEFNELH) 17. 68% ; 1525 & ( Cymbella ) 24
Fift, i SR 14. 63% 5 FHEHEE (Navicula ) 23 T, 1 S5
FhECY 14. 02% ; JEH 328 ( Fragilaria) 18 Fi, (i SR 4
10. 98% ; 455558 3 @ ( Eunotia ) 13 F, /5 MOE R AR 7. 93%
A HIE R (Aulacoseira) JPTE )R ( Cocconeis ) 45 9 B, 2 /5
SR 5. 49% 5 Z2TEWEIR (Nitzschia) S T, 5 SR EUR)
3.05% ; WUHBEIE (Amphora)4 B, & SORFPEUNY 2. 44% ; Hor
21 BERA S BEM L T 2% 3 T EERN RN 18.29%

TR 7K 25 R 5T A0 A R B AR X B I AR, A FR2 W]

R2 FKAZELEREABMRENTFEE

G e X (%)
1 Cymbella bustedtii 18.02
2 Cymbella affinis 31.37
3 Cymbella laevis naegeli 17.28
4 Navicula fluens 34.09
5 Cymbella turgidula 47.37
6 Cocconets placentula var. 27.78
7 Synedra gaillonii 44.44
8 Gomphonema pseudosphaerophorum 73.91
9 Cocconets palcentula var. 28.57
10 Fragilaria nanana 50. 00
11 Achnanthes marginulata 58.97
12 Aulacoseira subarctica 55.17
13 Cymbella bustedtii 40.00
14 Cymbella laevis 30. 80
15 Cymbella lacustris 20.09
16 Fragilaria species 47.37
17 Pleurosigma angalatum 42.86
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s FE s FE PR FE
1 542 7 120 13 109
2 632 8 177 14 856
3 3096 9 47 15 1635
4 627 10 126 16 175
5 196 11 500 17 236
6 114 12 317
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HlCR FH B2 R it ( Pearson ) A 56 28 FIOR Al 7 2 K ) ik 38 =F B
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MU, B3R 4 h ARk Rk B K A 6 Fh R A
ARG RECT LA M W i 2 B 5 KA Ce 3 AR
MR, Sk iR As BB R BEAR, 5K iAT Hg &
I, Sk H Cd Cu Ph & & 2 HUAHIE, EHGRE %
R SRk A Cr 2 B S 25 R 56, ZERE SR 8 KA Cr Y
i i 5, Gomphonema pseudosphaerophorum F{ A Xt 3 B 1 5
&1, BB Gomphonema pseudosphaerophorum J2&: i 5% 7% 7K ] & e
JE Cr (4R 7R EESERD s As FERE 07 8 JKAA % i fie i , Synedra
gaillonii F1 Gomphonema pseudosphaerophorum Bt AH X} =F FE 1, 14
e, UL Synedra gaillonii 11 Gomphonema pseudosphaeropho-
rum ST 32 FRK I R B As INFE R EEBER G
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. WXER K
Gk cd Cr Cu Pb Hg As s
cd 1.000
Cr 0.751 " 1.000
Cu 0.453 0.500 " 1.000
Pb 0.895* -0.416" 0.263 1.000
Hg -0.845 " -0.708 ** -0.681"" -0.730 1.000
As -0.043 ~0.484" 0.415" 0.213 ~0.087 1.000
Rk d R -0.189 0.896 ** -0.090 -0.010 0.292 0.421" 1.000
o T FORARETR 0.05 WK, w7 FRRAH ML 0. 01 2K,
3 & PR D 4y A 5 s [ M. 4 R b mte i [ 8 R A R
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K, Gomphonema pseudosphaerophorum JE: 1t 37 77 7K 1] o e
Cr BU48 /RT3 A] , Synedra gaillonii 11 Gomphonema pseudospha-
erophorum ST 32 75 /K TJ i BE As BFE 7N ik BRI AL o

SE 30k

[1] Stevenson R J, Pan Y. Assessing ecological conditions in rivers and
streams with diatoms [ M ]. London; Cambridge University Press,
199911 -20.

[2]F AF, S50, Fefm a2 By 0 Ry DX T Vi K A B 4 JIATG
RERERER B L], BREERL 2740 ,2009,29(7) 1517 - 1526.

[3]Bate G,Smailes P, Adams J. A water quality index for use with dia-
toms in the assessment of river[ J]. Water Sa,2004,30:493 —498.

(4] B ZIREEL B R KRB K W 2347 77 12 ) S 25 B2 4% K

#k,2002.

[5]Pokrovsky O S, Pokrovski G S, Gélabert A, et al. Speciation of Zn
associated with diatoms using X — ray absorption spectroscopy [ J].
Environmental Science & Technology,2005,39(12) :4490 —4498.

[6]Duong T T, Morin S, Herlory O, et al. Seasonal effects of cadmium
accumulation in periphytic diatom communities of freshwater biofilms
[J]. Aquatic Toxicology,2008,90(1) :19 -28.

[7] Cattaneo A, Couillard Y, Wunsam S. Sedimentary diatoms along a
temporal and spatial gradient of metal contamination[ J]. Journal of
Paleolimnology,2008 ,40:115 —127.

[8 MEMEA, BN AR/ = Ml R 08 5 5 i O [T ]
KAL R BEIE 5305 ,2009,18(2) :97 ~ 103.

[O1JE S FroAmiey i fE LI AT SR D). JEnt . X AbE SR,
2005:6 - 15.

[10] b5, Fh 0¥, R R, 468 BRI AT [ M ], Jbat: Bh 2= iR
#1,2002:123 - 128.

(11190 A, BUMRAR. BRIE MG I S2 30 [ M ] Jb . Bb 2 s flL,
2003 .277.

[12]GB 3838—2002  #hF /KIS B brife[ S].



