





1. [ZU®IC

WIBRRNO SRS, SEORAER. B, 88 ERT TR, KEBOEERIIBOTRD TKE
BEEZEREITEORBBMENEENTNS. IO LERT, HEFICEREZBTTNRSO7
HRERERETDLIEICE- T, BXEL, BHORAZMALID ETIHETHS., ZOHITIE, #
ENAFARZEal—1al, TVERERLABBENEEL, TNE OB O EREEKRTSH 5.
LinL, ZOHT, BICBEELEZZSNSHDIC, M TI2 0 N CKBEM TS0 b OEES)
EAHD, ZHUL. BT BEEREORNBICRENS S LEELANL BT M BDE
WIIBRR N OB EIRICB W TR BB INEGIHETH D, ZOEBWMT I 0 b 2 OEREZHRI,
BICKEOEMN TS 27 B THRBRRENWT EBHSNTNS, ETAN, —H T, RED
BTSN 3 TS R UARRICHAESNYTL, 0TI N ARADHER ST T
SN ORMTS 7 R OEBBEAREOBBETEROELAENINEELEL EEZA NS, T2
5, BTS20 b UBEEINIS WREDAMNINNE, KEUBDRNEOONDHEZZA SN
%, ERICIT. KEEYEOBEAIZBERENEZ SN, BEETOEIA, ZNTKDER,
FOMKE, -, BACKERBEIIDOVWTOHARERND 20T TIIRWN,

RFEEMIETIE, BICKREEHZICED, T30 N ERROBM TS >0 b TR 2HRIEE
BAhSE, KEREZHS ZEE2RKEL, £T. TORTEEERSEL OBEOHFH, FET 5
ExHMEL,
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2. BOEMTS 0 b OBEREROEN

KEIQEY TS >0 N AZEM TS > 7 b > OIERBERICE > TKOBHEDOHEMIIKRELFLT S
CEMNHIENTND, LM LAENS, —5H TR, REOEW TS0 SN R38M 7520 F o BRADK
BOHDOHSBRMICHEINS EVNIERIHRICK > TRA LTV, TOD., KEOEY TS
SR EBEY TS b OEBEEOHREFNERES B0, ZOERNFERNS
BT N R RET B EEZDNEND D, ZZ T 9. T LBERNBREORED
B D012, BROHEROBEZ KL ZHETZ2T o 7.

2.1 BROBEEETINOER

BOEHOHERRE

AHME AR IREI TS B AR, TR, K IEEEVIR LN SHERTRORE S SEEITT
Fohs, 22T, MBofaICAESNAEKEIEEEDRUSEEZRITHOAZERET D, DL
RAEFTEN AT O A0ETIE. AOBOMBICEMOBELOHROEEZESBEEOEEZL TNS LN
HIENTWS, DD, HERSHAHOKRE (REFRRE 13,

RERTE = R°L 6 (2.1)
TEIND, 22T, RIFEICHT 3 KICHEE CHZRBETE2HMICH 5. £, LIRSS,
OIFRDOEATH D, T, EETHHOK AIHOEE EREEBOBETREND.

A= fHOEE X REEAHRE (2.2)

RERE

AILEBT TN TAERERT 5D T, BRTE S TR F—MRKITRD K DR HZER
T2, WET AT, BRICKRINT 2HEBERT S T, SAHZIR AT OICEY 2FH T, DA FHRH
Tal. HCEENETFNF—B e NREL D LI RIATER I NS, ERZSPIN

EL_ €;

A CATIRYEA) (2.3)
MAKENWEICBIRENDG, 12770, S, 3MBRIFEEZRT.

BECEVERTELAMITRILF—E L. HCEEND TRIINF—8 ¢ ICFHLEIG 4 2T 2500
5. MBICETAIRINF—EELFNVEbDIRS. IO,

B, = de, -| Sele ey, 2.4)
BB, L, CoB LT C, I | RS S BHENICI D ADOICET 5 TR E—RTH S, Wil
TREOHA, D55, BEICHKDTHKY I

Y, = (Sep )i (2.5)
TEIND, -5 T, HOBRIZETEIRINF—%Z Copan & Ln FOMEIE T,ETHE, HBOENDE

I?‘ }l/ﬁ_Etoml li‘

152



Etotal = (EwiEi ) - CsearchTs
i (2.6)

LB, TIT. HOEBRICET BHME T, &\ EY ORI O 8 IR SRR E O GFRTH D, T
N—FNBEORTA R Ty E—ICBTFBINED/NTA—FER2-TITRT
F/z, ZHUTET BRI Com 13
T
Crota = i Th +=5 +Ts
- ( S )1 2.7)

cap

THD. > T BARKEHZD QL)L F—ERER,

B/C = Etoral
total (28)

THEA5N1%,

221 T—FNBLUKRTA oS5y E—ICDWTOERYIERFORE

TI—F) RITANT Ty E—
HEF D TEMA 75~113 60~122
MW D ZRIRF D F (KR () 0.4~1.6 0.42~1.5
W 8RR E (cn/s) 7.0~17.3 6.3~14.3
AT W2 £ (cm) 5.2~9.8 6.8
FEAT I BN T2 PR EE (cm/s) 3.0 1.0~3.0

MOEEVKIFENIA R S KEE D 53RO 5N 5.

Reactive distance (RIGEEEE)

ELET B O\ IANEY) & R LT E R 2 SRS, reactive distance (RISHERE R N XIT
T 2O TH 5 (2-15MH), #->T. 0 reactivedistance RNVENE XD E DHEE
BTEX2 L1025, 2O reactive distance RiZ. FAOMEE LT, HROP,N SHERHTE DR

ZHlz5,

Aksnes & Giske (1993)12k 2 &, reactive distance R DHHEHICWSEHOME LTOI NI A b
Cxlds

Cx =|Colexp (—CR) (2.9)
TERIND, T2, PEELTOERONDORE T,

I=kplyexp (—KZ) (2.10)
TEIND, £z, MEETOEYDBRDOKEE ajgqe 14

Gimage = f 1 R (2.11)

THEED, FL. CGREMBEEDI bS5 A, CIIEMAMONOBMBERE. I,/ 3/KE TDIEDR
BE, Z W E T 5KE. KIKEN S OYEOMBURE. kITRROL > X LM TONRD. o
BAKEZBBTHHEOEEG. « IEYOERE. FRABOERREREZEXT.

AT L TOBMDBDOKREE tppeer A D TAL Cpn BRENSDONE T DTN, EHZERHT
EDLNBREORMME S, ZBATZHEG. Tabb,
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Cx Iaimage =S, (2.12)
NI NHEIEY ZRHET 5.

H2-1 BrEMERET SR

2.2 INTA—HZ O
BOIXRINF—EEE

B DWEKE D LX) F—HEER C13ADKE, WEIkEE. KBREITEKEFET D, #iZIE. Vohschlagé
JTuliano (1959 iIck B &, 7K T KA ZHE U TKSHEE FOT ) —F)LOHEITIE,

log(C)=—0.9242+0. 849410g (W) +0. 0142U/40. 0198T (2.13)
T&RIN5.

2B, K EAEDORERIZ.

log(W) = 3.04310og L) —4.585, T —F)LicxtL T Mittelbach, 1981) (2.14a)

log (W) =3.3321l0g(L) —5.642, =T~ 5w E—IZ& L T (Neuman & Murphy, 1991) (2.14Db)
NH5.

B Y AR ICET SE/ (handling time) A
R A RERANICED ADDOICET SR 7,13 AOBREL S EHDORKE S EOBERITIKEFET .

Mittelbach (198D &k 3 &,

T, = 0.53 exp{18.488(//L)} (#) 1/L<0.034 (2.15a)
T,=1.02 (B) 1/L>0.034 (215b)

EYMORBEWEICETSEM (attack time)
EROBEYERA U BRERICET SR T3, B E OIS % BUER O E TEl> 2E & L TR

£, 2B BYHEOFIIEREL,

MY HR L () 44 P = 3/% (2.16)
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TH5A 5815,

BYDRET 3T F—

BT BB TS 2 r R OEEDRET BT RLE—IL. COERERETNICEDINEIR)
P BADHEE NS TOOBEL D BEL B C ENTES, EROEEERIL. 7OA M —& Dk
EORERTHMCES, T72b5,

WRER=- 4 KE® (2.17)
THB, 22T, BYTS 2 P UABOIINE—RERETOA R =85 A—F &R,

HEmE

BAMEY) 1 5 25 FRINERITEY) OFREEIC & © TRIR 5. 81X DBV Daphnia <° Bosmina- Ceriodaphnia
2@ <2 Bh, EWEIZET B Cyclopoids = Diaptomids \3E <725, iz, BENKE 2D LELR
5, R2-2I2HLNBHLDIT, L. AR (mm)icH U T #i#E T Sup=1.0—0.1L H&ET 8,,=0.5—0.1/
TIN5,

#£22 BAOBEECBIZIRINF—REELTOA M —NFA—Z

i IFNF—RERT a ’ b | WEERRINE S,
(kcal/g dry wt)

Daphnia 20. 87 7.50 1.56 0.8~1.0
Bosmina 27.07 17.40 2.23 0.8~1.0
Ceriodaphnia 19.62 4.02 1.98 0.8~1.0
Cyclopoida 23.01 5.67 1.94 0.3~0.5
Diaptomids 22.66 6.19 1.96 0.3~0.5
Diaphanosoma 22.59 5.07 1.05 0.8

HHL : ! Stewart & Binkowski(1982), % Jorgensen et al.(1992), * Culver et al.(1982)

ADROFMHE
1 OIR DA S HHBE fmm)i3 Baster et al. 197DIZHEVIRO L > ZOEED (mm)DREE & L TR 5015,
bbb,

f=1.18D (2.18)
ZZT BOV>ZOEREDIZARELmm)ELTFOX I RBEFENHREESN TNV, T2D5,
D =1.358In(L)—2.971 (2.19)

BHEY) & BT E BYEREDRAE 13, /K 120~150mm D&M T 0.9~1.3X10PUES)TH 2 Z
ENMEINTVS, LML, ZOENMESNTWBRREIIENTHD, EEROHOEEIKEFT S
HDTHH D, Mo T, F¥UTL—2a BETRETILEND S, WDONDFEHRDD EITHES
N7 EI,

S,= (B0E,+1)X10" TN —FIOHE (2.20a)

S,=(30E,+1)X10" |, KT I TvE—DEA (2.20b)
THD, ZIT EBERDIEDBEEWUES)TH B,
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O LICBIT2EMO > N T A B Cyl3/KFBEEALIE NTU)ZIKF I 5. Eiane et al (1977)iC
LD,

Cy = 0.4X (K ) (2.21)

ThHZL6NS,

B2, KENS DHOMEUREK K S YA O OHESRK ¢ DBE Turb(BL . BEALIXITU)DRS
HELTHALGNDS, T72bb.

K =0.0616 X Turb + 1.08 (1/m) (2.22a)

C=0313XTurb +1.26  (1/m) (2.22b)

2.3 BIDBE

O 70—/ 2-21CRY. £z, TNTHHEFTOBRIZLUTOLD TH S,

9. BEALEYOREDOD & T, HEBEORITHT 5. e DT+ XOBYIHT 5 reactive
distance R 3R %,

Kiz, BRERICBNWTHEHBT2EMOBK A ZRET D, BRI 2HMITEYNEFET 2 MHER
Gerritesn & Strickler(1977)IZ& ¥ Poisson M AICHES DD EEN, A D TDRAITIED.

KIT, B L =R d 5B AL, BIRIERICHE > T, BRTEDIRIINF— e TREND
ONEBIRIND LTS, HAEASHAME<HRZEVERTERET S, £k, MBELEYZ TN
THRELZBICH L BREZBRETHIODERET H. 2EL. HIMEICEBEL Y Z2HET D
DITBE L TWAREICMBERLES 20T, BRTEZHEMNAENT S, ZORLITTOHESE
ITBHDELZ,

feh. AMMHERET ST, KEOBRNICRDAD, &IANEORICMOEHMDAALTLE
35 (O’Brien, 1987), Z DEIIEYOBEENFBNHRITIIREL D, BRLFGAWEERS, ORI,

OZAICE D ATK E & BT D AT DO =V, X (HOEE) X FEN BN S N/RNER)  (2.23)
TEEIND, 2T Vi BOBRICERDAENZKEERT, OERAERE EBHITRE /25 (Wright
& O’Brien, 1984), 3725,

Logi0(Vouc) = 0.133 L—1.18 (2.24)
72770, Lidem TERLEZADKRETH S,
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T & F R

\

[ reactive distance ]

e W DM

< [Poisson_ 43
v
[ O~ DO HLBHEE
BLD A AR RICELE L T Y ,
EENTHEE
[LxIF—aZH el (LI F—BImE|
e ) D E
g A D AR D 2R
[ & RN~ DED A %]
o [WER%
R~ DEL D A A
®2-2 @Brozo—
2.4 MBWHEER

F9°. ®2-3 BLOR 2-4 ITRBDHBLVBED R THA OEHOYA X3S DTN —FI)I D
reactive distance 2559 . Vinyard & O’Brien(1976)DEBRHERE L HHL TWDH I LATON 2,

FHEICE 2-5 MER2-TITERTA R T E—ICHT R ERT . THUTDWTH, Wright et al.(1980)
DEBRRERZ LSFRL TS, BEOERELD. reactive distance 12 DWW TIZT73 7045 B THAT RTREZSR
ZENDNS,
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2-7 BBEE 501 [235UVNT Daphnia magna [T T BHRTA &5 v E—D reactive distance ([CHIT
BEEDRE

F2-813. RTA MY Ty E—IZDWT, FEOEL Q8T T >0 k2 OY A XM L. RICH
BEINETT2T N OVA ZRiERT. BHEEEL T EERBIREZ X <HEJHLTY
%. 5AICIZEBICIZKED Daphnia NE#EL TWB72DIZ, F£ELUT Daphnia BERINTND., T
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HEAFICIZZL L AL TS, BB EN5DDIE Daphnia X Ceriodaphnia \& E TRV, iz, Th
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Daphnia ML TW5, TD7®H, Daphnia DWEVHEML TNS. e T ZTHRHEDBHDONKD
Z<HBEINTND, '

2:913. TI—F)NIZONWT, HEOEM TSI 2OV XM EHBESNIZHDODOYA A5}
ARl TS, 7A19H. 8 A3 HLWTHIIZDOWT bFHELBRIMIEL —BL T2, WIho
HicBWTH., FEOYA IO EHRL THES N D ORED TREDOH DM Tha,

PEDEDK. FTA BT TyE—ETN—FINIDNTTIRH LA, BRIERZRDTL< AR
TEBZENDMND, FRERENISNER/NNT A—F 2 ET DI LK), ORI HEH ATHETH
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o o
D [82)

o
~

Feeding Rate (sec'l)

4 6 8 10 12 14
Swimming (body lengths.sec 1)/P (body lengths)

34 HEREELHECERTIHEESDORR
(Kot - FEACSEE (1/s), KA - Wbk E K&/ s) /P (ecm), HAL @ prey. I7IEIE/1iter)

_K7
T 4P (3.6)

TRIND., L. nEY). KELOEFERTH D, BHMEE I-test T, p<0.001. R*=0.883 TH 5.

prey =

3.3 EEYoE

ExTFHEEEMER

Y JEREEY TH 2AROFEEDDICEREHEET NS, —RIT, FITADOY 1 XITIZIEHEM
IREXTEIZ £ B, ZOZ L. ARBRORMREIELEY TOERICH T HHMHRERELE L TEZ 5N
TR EBNWI EERLTNS, T, KEBRIINEICEDKS SN TH D, ZTORRIL 2 Xumic
EABIENTES, T72bb. EEHE DT,

‘ — B iR
TEYREARER D —\/*ﬁ%mﬁﬁ@fﬁ >

TEDODTIENTE S, o> T. BYITOHRERITHT MBI,

HxERERER D-
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5. REEMICLDTSvo bryEYAOBEREROEECET SRMEAE
5.1 REDOME

A& U RE AL, TEERFHORANE 2 1 #HOKELE] MCH D, TTEEM TH
%, KEEEI. 0.05kn TH Y. KE 70~80cm. HA/KEE 100cn, Hi/kE 32,500m* T, 1,000m*/day
DEETHRAL TS, HiEIZSEICHE> TEEABRICE> TS, ZOMEDIEEIE. BROX
F O & /25 THD., 22 E2HRND /NI S SFET B/ ER T, TEEIZRAT 2K
FAE SIS TS, B 51 IO FERBLOBHEREZRT . MPOQEFTREINTND LB,
SEOFHETT I bR MR TH 5.

DML, PIET. BESKEPLOE#BE TH - bDE, NEOBERIZE DR, KRERITTE
SNEHOTH D, HEE. ABEOBKEREL TOBEZRZLTHED. KA FEENTIRD
T3, MOFLEBLY, EEMNSILRIZHT TR, KEEIOKEEYRENMREENTED., I
THRENDKEREMI. & AN ( Typha angustifolia ) THB. £iz. ALFEO—ERICT 2 ( Phragmites
australis ) OFEDROSNS, E5-21T. ZOMODEEERT, JLEE. JEWEHEEFET/KED 30cm LAF
L. B o TWA, —F., MOKE., fE. BEE. BREHENEINTBD. HRaEsERE. B
BIIERGERAWEAEDER, EEIZO> 7Y — FTHED SEBRIRICESNTWS., 25 0#R
PEENTNWBEEZ AT, MEICAN S THEBRHBAERIZES N TS,

PRI 1999 4E 2 A 20 S 8 H 21 HETOXAEM. 2B | BTV, KEHE. W7 5>
o BTS2, REOREETR . ENTHNOFMIIUTOLDTH S,

KE
KAEHMBEED WIS () . KEBEYBEEONE GEER). BEOFRENMELR /SR> TN
s (B) TNV EEBRLUE, =51 ICRIEEERS NCKES T HEERT .

L i 7 o

W75 > b Ad, HERN. RO 2 RTY 7Y T Uiz, B2 7 7L KEE 30em T O
K. 80ml ZEFKL. 20tk BEHIZTZINAI—IVT7IVTE R (BHIRE 2%v/v) ICTEEL 2. 5T
KDV, A, ERECHSRORE L. BHALZEMENT. AT LAXBAMSE U 28R
&L BX-40) THD. 5% 400 {5 TEHUL 7z. BEUTH o TIE. BRADZASA RASTAZMHN. 40
wl oM 7TS5 >0 b EFHR L.
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5.2 FBREER

KEHEE

B 53 (a) 25 (i) i, FEMOWE S MEAEROKEDARELERT. i, HERE HEF
B4 UTIREREC, 7007 4)) a TIHAEEICEL Tz, BHEEZRSE4ANS5 6 AXTIA
FIFMEE TRATWE. LML, 7ALURIIEYN TS >0 2 EBOREETS %, chlorophyll—a O
MEEBHITBHEIZ TN /. REREEZSFNICETHAS L, R EEABRIITKORNZIE SR
WEZENRNZDOIC, KERZZR SN2, UL, KEEHKRL THD LM - LR AR <
o TW5, ZHUL. MITHAL TERKIKEFEYORBRRNOEMICIDELENZDDEEX
5N%. k7. 8 A T RICHBTDMINEEOKNEE L TWRHFHO NO,-N. NH,-N. PO,~P DfE &itskd
NGO DFEEE KBTS &, HKORREIEEIC A NO,-N T 48%, NH-N T 705, PO,-P Tl 13%%
BEOSIEE I 5 720 NOZ-N. NH-N, POPIE, WENBIEY TS 2o b VTSNP TR
FHTHBDOT, WEHOGIINEL TOWMEFERICX > TRINENEDDEEZ 5NS. (EEE
. BEOGIETL TWSET TR, EEBOKEEYOERICHEL LS5, ERLOHKDE
FHEEAVKE L D BIEL< 2o TWB O, KRAEBEYIC L BWINZT TR KREEYDERRITHEL
TWANEREOHRb D TAHDLEZEND,

L i Bl
SEORETIZTBOMEB TS >0 M D HERINZE 54 ITEMT S >0 b EOBKREIGDA
BEERT. £z, RES2EAEOESL TWEEERT. Zhickd L, HERIIBWTHRERD
BRENE TR 2o TN, Ziud, KEEYOERFITTEL THEbDRRBNE S LITEX
LZH0EEDND, iz 2 ANS 4 AL TR BEFREIDRES L TWSREIZEEETH D
DEFAEIIEETRADERIFTH o/, 5 ANDS 6 AL, EEEE. REE BEERENADRU->TH
WLTHD, BEEZOEMEISEDaholz. T ANS 8 AIIMTTIE, BEEAEMLTBD., 20
RIS TH D Microcystis. Aphanizomenon DB SIBAIS EAY> Tz, N6 OEERAIL. KD
HEWRT DI ENHMMENTED, SEORETIE. KOEEEKT D ETIKIEES/RN > 722N 1m
BEOBEZHRL TWEI EORINTNS, TUHEIBHEOR TARALNZ, REETHS
Pediastrumlid. ZORHSICESIEMZE T THD, ZOFEIEL THEHEDETIBEELTH D
EEZO5ND,

BM7So by

SEIORETIE. LEOEY TS0 NODBHERIN. BTS20 N OBRAEIE, EERE
DEVIZE D TREL 2DIZMTB I ENTES (Gliwicz and Ryokowska, 1992; Birge, 1918), 1D
W FEELUTHOEAENENFTIZEEL TS HOT, limetic species £/zid, free swimming species
EMEEND B DT, Daphnia J& Diaphanosoma J& Bosmina BN H =5 TH 5. Z T Tl LA,
WHEEIERZ EIZT 2, 20D, MEHCHEERZEREEOHRELTNEHDOTHY, littoral
species plant associated species &PRIINDDHTH 5. Sida J& Simocephalus J& Scapholeberis
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& Chydorus @72 EMNINICY D, i, EERBERERZIEET S,

5-5 3. A& 200 um~500 um D/NEOEM TS >0 b OAKENERL TWa. Bosninald, &
s, MR THBICHIND ST, HENICBWTLAESNEANH -k @A TH IRET P
0.05). x7=. Chydorus Alonald. HAERTH V. PRTIE. BEAERSNTHAENIIEZASNTZ,

(Chydorusi3 6 B 5 H. TH 1TH. 8 HTH. 88 21 BZBRIRTORAT. P<0.05. Alonaid. 2
H208. 8 HTAZKRSITRTOAT, P<0.05)

5.6 1. (AE 300un~700un OFROEY TS 7 b OARELERL TS, Scapholeberis
L SidaVd. MARETH T OBKDIEE AL, MAERICE < RSNz, Scapholeberis T, 5 A 6
ATP<0.05, SidaTid. 58 15 BZR< AT, Wi TREEIZEN S Nz o %z, Diaphanosoma .
MHETHD. WEICE Ao N,

B 5715 #E500un~2000um DREDEM TS >0 N> DAREILERL TWb, Simocephalus
X, HAETH-> T EEBICBWTEEREMNE < HREINLZ. 3H 20 H. 4)3 3H. 4H21H. 5H
15 BizBWT. P<0.05, Daphniaid. WHEETH OIS RoNn/z, 4A3H. 4A21H. 5A1
AizcBWN T, P<0.05, Daphnia i, BABOPTROBREILED1DTHD, TS50 R BRAICES
TRIFOE 5> TS, LM T, 5 A 16 AL, EHITRSNR< 25013, AORHEEDHEN
AEED1DEEZBND. T2, BUWKEBTIIEET S Z &0 EEICRD (GEE, 1989) TN HEMA
HRAD1DEEZBNS,

5-8 V3. Cyclopoida DEAEAREERL TS, Cyclopoida \IREERFEIC K o T, nauprius
#A metanauprius # copepodid #iichiF 5. BEICX DB ERLICELEE, RESZ>TYLS. &
Z Clid.nauprius 1. metanauprius 1% nauprius of cyclopoida.copepodid HDEHEBPEZE Adult stage
of cyclopoida. ZDHEI% copepod of cyclopoida &L TH>7=. nauprius of cyclopoida Tid.
iR E R OEWIC L BEERORED IR 5N T, copepod of cyclopoida 705 Adult stage of
cyclopoida EFRET BICDONT, MAEBICBWTE L REN 5 X DIT/xo /. nauprius {1z E 784
Tit. TH 1T HEBRLITRTOABNT, P<K0.05 THo7z.

E5-911. TAVEDOPT, BE@THo7. Brachionus, Keratella, Polyatyra DIEFEEARZE
2ELTWVWS, TAVEIL 50unMS5RKESTH 3000 DINSIREM TS0 h o THD. TLVHE
13, RIS WERDR S . SHU. UL VAR Cyclopoida IZHA, +HTNE <D
BOEBEZII Mo T & &, BAES Cyclopoida PHEEBICENWZ &N 5. TOMOBEEEEREN S
WARTIE, FBTERNRIENEZI SNz, £z, BTS20 b2 OEFNBEREE DT
DIZ, eROEBREREZEHL .
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O p508 3H%0E 4821H 5H15B 6B228 7A17E  8A21H

10
0

250

cm
N8 5833888

3868 4838 5KB18 6RK5H 7878 B8ATH

_(b) BHE

o M
T\

A 4

2H208 38208 48218 58158 68228 7H17H 8A218

3868 4838 5818 6HS5A 778 8A78H

200
. 150
S
\
o
€100 |- —-— -

50 . e .

28208 3H2084AH213 5H158 6H22H 7A17H 8H21H

3868 4A3R 5A1H 6A5A 7A749 8A7H

53 TFERYEih izt & AEAE D KE

203



(d) TN

-

) Y e

mg/|
E-N

X~‘-:"~~X--~--,._'.'&:..,;--‘X ...... X"';X— e 7K5L§

i

a8,
o R

i
\l& e ’ﬁ—hﬁiﬁ’v

28208 3F20H 2189 58158 68228 78178 8R218
3868 4838 S5H1H 6858 7ARA7H 8A7H

(&) NOZ=N.

o S SO
2H208 3R208 48218 S5A15H 6228 7R17H  8R21H
3868 4A3B 5818 6ASH 7A7HE  8ATAH

(I NO3-N.

L.

28208 38208 4A218 5815 68228 78178 8A21R

386R 4R38 5A1A 6A5H 7R7H 8RTRH

Bs5-3 HeE

204



0.25 X

2H208 3A208 48218 5158 6H228 7R17H 8H21H
3A6H 4H38B 5A1H 6858 7878 8R7TH

- TP

0.25 -

0.2

0.15

L FE A

e KR
- X Lo b3
.'«‘ *® , i—o—-[u:—; B

(o]
/,Q\\
\
—
xS

mg/|

0.1

0.05

2R208 3/F20H 48218 5/158 68228 7R178 8R21H

3A6R 4A38 5A1H 6A58 7A78 8R7H

HPO4-P

0.035 e e

0.03

0.025 H - ;o
P ;o —o— i
0.02 . : : : B

0.015 L ik Lo KR

0.01 — : g = B
0.005 &= ~ ST T S N

2821

meg/|

A208 48218 5A15B 68228 7A178 8A21A
3A68 4A38 5818 6858 7RA7H 8RA7H

B5-3 #E

205



#5-2 EBELTWERE

2R 20H 3HA6H 3H20H 4F 38 4821 H
Synedra acus | Melosira distans | Synedra acus Cyclotella Navicula spp.
HBHEZ BHE HZ kutzingina Bz

BE
Melosira Cyclotella Cyclotella Melosira Cyclotella
distans kutzingina kutzingina distans kutzingina
Pediastrum Navicula spp. Navicula spp. Navicula spp. Pediastrum
simplex BHE EE BHE duplex
5A1H 5H8 158 6FA5H 6H22H 47}5!7E|
Aphanocapsa | Aphanocapsa Cyclotella Aphanocapsa Navicula spp.
spp. spp. kutzingina spp. BEE
[ R BE [5:

Melosira Melosira distans Pediastrum Microcystis Pediastrum
distans BHE biwae aeruginosa duplex
Cyclotella Navicula spp. Melosira Pediastrum Cyclotella
kutzingina BHE distans biwae kutzingina
7B 17 H 8H7H 8A21H
Pediastrum duplex Pedjastrum biwae Pediastrum biwae

Melosira distans Aphanizomenon Microcystis aeruginosa
BE flosaquae EEZE 52
Cyclotella kutzingina Aphanocapsa spp. Cryptomonas spp.
=32 ] |52 EERER
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Bosmina longirostris
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Scapholeberis mucronata
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Nauplius of Cyclopoida
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Brachionus spp.
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ue/l
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510 BTS00 b DMEZREBDAREIL

5- 10128757 FODMBERBD AR ERT . 8T koo EEEILVH J. Dumont
et al. (1975) IRV, DLFORICKDER L,

Species Length mm Length um

Dry weight 4 m Dry weight 4 m
Daphnia galeata W=9.5X 108 L>%°
Daphnia pulex W=2.4X108 27"
Simocephalus vetulus W=7.43X |32
Scapholeberis mucronata W=8.9%X108 L7
Moina micrura W=6.61X L*%
Bosmina longirostris W=26.6X L3
Chydorus sphaericus W=89.43X | *%

INLSLORITDNTIE. Peters and Downing (19840 IZfEVVRDORITEIDEM L 7z,
W=9.86 X %"

KREBEBOMRICKZE, BTS20 b 246TH, BEBIIZ<ERLTNS I DN 5
(p<0.01),

DLEO#REEEDDE, BTS20 b3, BEAEBODDIIEENITEWEREERNH D, ik
TEMRIZE N> 7228 BIZ& > TIRHEERNICEWREENH D, TOENFETHLHBEFEL.
DE, BTS20 N OEERYA X2k D, HMOBVWERDS. BTS20 b3, ALK
STREZIDENERDDIC, BROKRESONHERLZ. BS-1TICEYMT S0 > ORFIDF
BHEEOARENERT. L. I T7HORERECOIT/Z> THARA > M, BENR S 787
SEHEERL TS, TNETNOEHHIILUTOLD TH S,
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Diaphanosoma brrachyurum
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- Bosminald. WHRETHEMN3IA6H. 5 A 15 H. 6 A5H. 8 ATHTHAERIIBWTREED
T3 (P<0.05), ZNS5DOHIE. Bosmina MEAEBICE L AHLER EIZIZERS.

- Daphnia galeata V%, MM TH V. BIHIBEED SWHOBEAKZWVEMICH D, AEBETDH
57 (#<0.05), LML, 5 A 15 AiZid. KEINHEL. HEDHNKEL LD, ARBETDH
oz, ZOERIZ. ADRKEICKDFEENEBEAS5NS,

- Cyclopoid copepodiZ. 2 H 20 H. 3A6H. 3 A 20 HZBFR<IRTOHICBNT, HAERTKE
SEEBRETH-= (P<0.05),

- Diaphanosoma /3. MR TH 5K Z X OAMIIES DV TV, 7TH 1T RICHBAETRESHZR
EThol,

- Sida & Simocephalus V. WAEBTH . MRITIHZ E A EBEDR NN o 72Ay, Phslic Bk
MEELTWEZETS, HEROEHROENAKEL, TOEIEREL TN,
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