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Abstract: Planktonic bacteria is the key component of water ecosystem, playing an important role in processes of materials and
energy cycle. In this study, we have collected 43 water samples from the surface water, middle water and bottom water in the
summer Dali-nor lake, an inland closed lake in the Inner Mongolia Plateau. Based on 16S rRNA gene-based high throughput
sequencing technology, the vertical variation characteristics and ecological function of planktonic bacterial community have been
analyzed in detail. The results show that: in summer, the diversity of phytoplankton community in Dali lake is the highest in
surface water, the lowest in middle water, and the richness is the highest in bottom water, and the lowest in middle water. In
addition, the Actinobacteria is the most dominant class, which is 24.70% in the surface water, 21.06% in the middle water, and
24.77% in the bottom water respectively . Redundancy analysis results show that the dominant microbial acceptance indicators in
different depths of water have different effects. The dominant microflora in surface water of Dali-nor lake is most affected by TDS

and EC, which represent exogenous input. The dominant microflora in middle water is mainly affected by different forms of
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nutrient elements. In bottom water, the dominant microflora is most obviously affected by Chla and COD. And the change of

water depth is also one of the key factors affecting the structure of dominant flora in middle and bottom water. On the whole, the

vertical difference of the physical and chemical proxies caused by the change of water depth, has become one of the key factors

affecting the structural characteristics of planktonic bacteria in summer Dali-nor lake.

Key words: planktonic bacteria; water depth; physical and chemical proxies; Dali-nor lake; environmental geology.
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(del Giorgio and Bouvier, 2002; Comeau et al.,
2012; Garcia et al., 20135 % P MIVL A E, 2017).
— Ml I KA T T2 b B A A RTR O 40 A
R, AN i W B B T B8 AE 1E 22 5 (Bosshard ez al.,
2000; Newton et al., 2011; 1F i 45 %, 2013). H
T U A TR AN (SR T K AR ) I g AR A ke
P FEEH DK EENESRENILF TR
& ¥F (Jiang and Shen, 2007; 3K 3E %5, 2019). It
VIR NS DO G T 2 R (e | o B NI
JEAE IR ICE & & KRB A8 AR S R Y A
B 2 T BT U A0 B R TR 45 M Y A 4k (Jiang and
Shen, 2007). A itk , 43 A1 i 7K ¥ Ui 40 17 BF VK 45
725 Ak B L XF K AR 3 Ak ST e N R R Y 22 5L AT
DAAR G Hb 52 e 39090 K R B R, I L RT AR Sk 43 by
WA AESRGEEFENEZIER (et al., 2017).

JUE AT WFIE 25 S 2 W, O[] K4S v V7 U 40 A
1) 45 A8 K H: AR 725 ) B 4R F A7 AE WA I 1Y 22 53 (Sims et
al., 2013; Ml 5%, 2018; #HAESE, 2019) , I BIR %
F A ] K AR B AL 48 Ar S B0 A0 1 52, A0 K s i
(WT) It 8 & & (DO) I e vk ik & &
(TDS) .\ EHF L EZ (WM —TP. R A —TN) %
(Garcia et al., 2013; B B4 4%, 2013; Kanukollu ez
al., 2015; W AL45E , 2018). H XF F 2€ B X &5t 41 WA
K AR 4 T R % 45 b 1 1) A8 Ak 00 A DG 58 A A D
DL, J0 IR A A T P 58 A A OGS A B A, AR
LR Sk 2 B HR R [ R BE K AR 32 A B IR B
A 1) 52 ) AN ) 3 R K R B Ak 1 A A — o R
JE R A ) 22 R (4 CE A, 2015, 2019; RGEK &
85, 2015) , i M0 T BOA R K 7K B A 8 AR 2 B0
Y1 T T VR 45 A A8 AL Y R e R B A E 22 5 T g
PO M NS SRR EEAESAEE X
SN A I RS A R e o R AR A A R
ELA i B A Ml R € R AR A A B S B AT D O R
T DK AR 2 A 8 AR 4R AR B, AT D) Oy T
i A3 1 7K P 45 O B B 4L 5 Al b R

F T, A SCHE DL PR 52l Al e T v A v 4

A IR L I (R k< 3k LN ) Sy i 9 DX 0, 38 ek Xof
2018 4F K Z= i) /K 47 5 [0] 73 J2 SR A, 78 23 #r S K
AP B A B AL A8 AR 2 B (I B M A (Total
Dissolved Solid, TDS) % f# A ( Dissolved Oxygen,
DO) . K & (Water Temperature, WT) | K &
(Depth) A FIESE FRIC RS ) B LR AE A |,
VIR T 18K b7 i 4 0 B s 205 1 41 R AE 2
T ] AR AL, FHE BT T T T 2K P b AR 30 Ui 41 TR RE %
Xof AN [f) 7K A B AR 8 AR 2 50022 A B o i AR B e 2% S
Ryt — 20 ¥ e 3k HLI K BT 8 Ak e 5 K R A 2R B
B3 Ak 3 R 1 A DG M BIF 9 S I il

L RS ik

1.1 KRR

ik B (43°12'~43°24' N, 116°24'~116°56' E)
LT N S IR X 0T v A v 9 R L R b
51|y i L v e U6 B 1 O W I
T RN 45 R B K AR K LLAN 22 v B
Skl 55 5T IR S A A% R B M R KO At
JCA K ) B AN AR E (B 1), s i
TG R Sk B E AN AW H T AR R K E
AR, FHE R FEABKEREEFEDZES
(X & W, 20155 FCE 5, 2019).

MEAESE 3k BUI K T AR 2 Oy 189 km”, A 1y AR
FEAE 1~2 km®(CE B FH, 2017). i1 F 8090 10 AR A4 2
A5, 3t R LI AS [ X108 7K BR A 7E — 8 B 1
Bl HAR bk BUII K U R 04 R 0 AR G AR R
K B AL 25 13 m(Xiao er al., 2008). Hirr, ik HL i
VG 0 K R AR A BH 8, BOK T BE B AE X b, Al
DX 35531 IV T 357 L A0 %, W0 K TR B Y A Ak A A X
28 (Xiao et al., 2008; TIHFH, 2017).

1.2 #HmE

R 4l 5 LI A9 7 T TR K R S Ak DL B AT i
FUR A8 R GPS 28R 7 R 46, 76 15 BL iy 4t
A e 17 4 HORE s, B 2 b 43 il 4 44 DL-1.DL-
2.DL-3.DL-4.DL-5.DL-6.DL-7 .DL-8 .DL-9.DL-
10.DL-11.DL-12,DL-13.DL-14 . DL-15.DL-16,
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DL-17(# 1,3 1), F 20184 7 A A ¥k 47 T 1K
FE SR AR IURE 2 S BR K R AS [] BRURE AR
QR FE b RSESR Kb B RETMKER
0~15 cm &b FE 28 MR ZIK  RETFTHIK — IR IE 3
FAE DL E 245 10 eom AbBE i %2 0 JEE 2K 5 2 2K AR
it BORE 55 S B K, AR AR KT 5 m i) BURE ik
177 )2 K BURE B AR RURE VR BE 29 S BURE AS7K R 1
T2 — (D) A T A I IBORE K R /N
(R D), FELPRBFE LB, a1 DL-9 fiUCRERZ
KT DL-10 s AR AR 38 RS )2 K RE L LAt JBORE £
R A BR AR Ak 43 0 R A2 3 b IR 2 K AR RE A
ToRE WK EE 43 Rk kA - M Z 35
KT ISR K A4 IR B pH . DO\ TDS % i#f 47 3
YR, JFAE b o 43 2 BOK & L R AR A% 2 KR
1O L, Ff 5 R 2E 58 S, K FE 28 A 28 2o 10 4b 38K
WY R &0 WORE R b, JF S BRI %5 B 3 Ol (% IR fR
f7 3 [l S50 56 28 JE AT FE S R I Ab B . Hop 05 L
FF TN.TP 4 KR BEALH8 45 0900 %€ ,0.5 LA T
KA ISR, BB KRB AL 5 um
LA U B U, DL R BRBURL 2 BT, RS &
0.22 pm fL 42 38 B & 3§ (Kanukollu ez al., 20165
Yang et al., 2017) , i U 5 WU L UE BE DR A T
—20 CUAF BREErh, T )5 2 5250 4 #r
1.3 DNARBRFMZRERENF

i B8 FastDNA® Spin Kit for Soil i 7] £& ) H
A S 00 48 AR 20 TR J7 vk R UK Bl AR ) i T A
DNA. DL B 5 DNA S A, R HI 514 515F (5

x1 BERCERKREBER

Table 1 Locations of sample sites and water depth changes
in Dali-nor lake
AL ZE(E) 5 (°N) KB (em)
DL-1 116.667 3 43.376 8 153
DL-2 116.627 1 43.356 4 525
DL-3 116.609 6 43.324 9 515
DL-4 116.661 9 43.322 2 675
DL-5 116.683 1 43.3158 590
DL-6 116.633 3 43.3121 680
DL-7 116.593 1 43.296 5 680
DL-8 116.651 3 43.2852 700
DL-9 116.564 5 43.267 5 45
DL-10 116.693 2 43.266 7 430
DL-11 116.608 8 43.2737 820
DL-12 116.583 5 43.249 8 720
DL-13 116.681 4 43.245 2 370
DL-14 116.501 1 43.238 6 718
DL-15 116.625 8 43.240 5 750
DL-16 116.599 9 43.233 3 720
DL-17 116.543 8 43.2316 775
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Fig.1 Distribution of sample sites and water depth profile of

Dali-nor lake
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GTGCCAGCMGCC GCGGTAA-3") il 806R (5'-
GGACTACVSGGGTATCTAAT - 3) (Bates et
al., 2011; Liao et al., 2015) ¥t 17 % A PCR ¥
B W AR R M 4 pL 5XFastPfu & b, 2 pL
2.5 mmol/L. dNTPs, 0.8 pL 3l % (5 pmol/L) ,
0.4 pL FastPfu % & W , 10 ng DNA £ #z .PCR
R 2 Yo BB BE BE R R UK A, 7E 5 4
KT F W %€, JF U1 HC H 45 4% 4 (400 bp) . H #x 5%
i Axy Prep DNA fig 4l 1k iR #) & (AXY-
GEN 728w ) 347 2l 4k Jf 17 Uit PCR 729 .
1.4 HEHH

J4E W 3 80 48 F Trimmomatic 144 5 4%, Fl
JH FLASH 848 2F 47 9845 - 5 & 50 bp M9 %4 11, it
1 P A S 2 0 (AT 20, B 11 R AR AR 25 )
Ui B 3, 2% R T4 J5 K B AR 50 bp 9731 s barcode
TR R VS L , 5190 SRVF 24 B A A T, 25 BRASE R Bl
Fe s FEAR IR F B FE overlap 5 Wit FE A #E AT BRIE
overlap # KT 10 bp, K BR JC L DFE I )7 51 48 1 Y
UPARSE 3 4, A 45 97 % 09 #1 ) X} 1y 51 33k 45
OTU R Z ;i ;i UCHIME 4K 14 51 Bt & 4 .
RDP classifier X} £ 2% J5 51 i 17 9 Fh 40 S 1R B, HE X
Silva %48 7, 15 & LT B R 70%.

i 1o 715 FE A 1Y Shannon $5 4§ . Simpson 48 41
Chao #5 %% . Shannoneven 8§ ¥ L S 3C % 5 35 R 45 5
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(Coverage) 73t 1 A [R] A AS v G 45 4 19 22 5= 5 A
H RE T Vegan £ X1 7K b 1% Ui 240 B A V& 45 #4) F
fTTRES WG ; Venn B A H RiEH T H it
TGt FAEIE s # ] RS Vegan £ 0 RDA
HEAT T BALAE b5 2805 1128 K8 b #50 Ui 40 o
ol R[] B9 A O 43 AT 2 T Ak 3 ANOSIM 43 it
AT m 2R EGEERTHNLESR; VIF
22 I Bk KL 43 At 7 A R AT BR 8 IR 43 BT I, R
FHOC IR 858 TR 2547 51 B s Mantel % 56 A F 4 58 0 3
WAE 5 AL BR B AH C G &R

2 4
21 KEMKEERUMERNEEEK

K LI I — A i P ol PRI, R 2 —
HE it 55 7K SCAR PR 5 7 AR O BB (22 30545, 2019).

il e E Z= WK 32 A0 BE 5 e B 5 A [ R
JEE K AR ) B T AE A — 2 R A i 1) 22 S (XK
7, 2015; 2254, 2019). 7EUL , B TDS . DO,
EC.TN.TP % B B A0 46 b5 2 850, X ik 5L K {4k 28
Ak T B 25 TR AR AR AT T 43 AT

EZ R WRIZKE S Z KHEH K
U SETN R AN P S e DN A S
ik HU K AR ) EC . DO K TDS {8 45 B 4k 45 br 2
B A A B KO T 2R (FCE
S5, 2019) , A ) X ORE £ SR J2 K R EC.DO
K TDSHZ & TIRZEK(E 2) 5 588, RE AN
] B RE 5K e WT FiL SD {H 19 7K °F 2% 5 [A] F¢ BY
B, H R X 2 A 45 AR 0 ) 22 S AR R A (A
2) s A TFIE A NP G £ M5, B A 5B S
TN [ 25 4k B 5 4, TP . DTP #1 DIP {# 4 /K F
X 22 S5 K A 1) A8 Ak 35 A X /N (L 2).
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Fig.2 Characteristics of classical

physicochemical proxies in Dali-nor lake
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Table 2 Average values of physicochemical proxies in summer Dali-nor lake

TN(mg/l.)  TP(mg/l.) DTP(mg/L) DIP(mg/L) WT(C) SD(cm) DO(mg/1.) EC(ms/cm) TDS(mg/L)
#)2 4.01 1.97 1.79 1.71 20.24 33.35 6.87 938.24 469.29
2 4.15 1.93 1.75 1.81 19.97 29.73 6.73 934.73 467.36
K2 4.05 1.94 1.78 1.80 20.20 31.73 6.68 929.53 464.80

TE VIR 5 2 A MR AT JBURE md (7 390 SRR AR I (B R, RHA TR P 3 (A%

i ot A A % B W K s TDS.DOLEC. TN, TP
AR AR S BOT B 06 A8, [ R AT DL & B
ik B 5 R 2K BRI FE AR S 50 BUE A b
MR AEE — ERENEN 25 (FR2) . RZKTPZE
AL bR S B B E B m T R SR E K
B ¥ E L AU TN DIP B A4 BE 45 br 2 5000 7 15
EAR T i 2 5K 2 K o iy B s 2K R A
TN .DIP 4§ 2 /> B AL 48 b5 2 8009 F 4 18 & & L 1
TP .WTHMDTP 4 34~ HALHE i 2 500 7 35 {8 A0 6T
B A5 I 2K & B3R R 2 800 S Y E AR T
EkeiE 2K, H DO .EC H TDS % 3/~ H 4k 45 #1:
SR T- B 3 R AN TR R EE K Hh e IR (3R 2).

AR LB T AR X 5 DS, EH E
5 LA TR B K A Y B AR 38 A 2 Bt A A —
REMENZES . HT,DO. TDS EC45 35
AR R B 8 g 3 ) 28 46 1 DTP \DIP TP %5 K [
e EFRICR O w1y ) 22 5 AU
22 FEHMERERESHMESHT

S T 4y B ik LI Ui A B 2R e A L R
HESWEO, G0 7k Bl & b K2 Wk A Ko
A 5 OTUs(Operational Taxonomic Units) 4~ %,
FH Venn B X} 35 Ll 3R v BB 2 K i Ui 40 A R
T 25 R 2 LR 25 S LI AT T 43 A (1R 3).

KRR B o R KA 2 8764 OTUS,
M2 IR 27K 43 5 M A 503,123,391 4 OTUs.
FHXT HL , 3R )2 K TR Z KA 1 6694 OTUs; )2
K 2 K 364 931 4 OTUs; 2 K it J2 k 3t
£ 8691 OTUs; & b VIS )2 K A 8054 OTUs
(K 3). it —28 R EZK P A OTU % b H 47
OTU %tiy 22.49% (& 43 Fe Al th B 3 BAR OTU 4L
TR, TR, P)ZK R OTU % b I 43
OTU % 11.00 % , i JZ /K ol A OTU Ho 5 3
EFOTURA 17.89 Y. B4k, w4 OTU 5t £
WBEREMNS,REBKTPERZ,KZKRZ, T EKE
A BE R b FROOR IR HLI VR U A0 T e R VR 45 R
22 5% AW (ANOSIM £ 5, r=0.07, p=0.05, &

R 2K

503

B3 ik BRI R E KA OTU M A Venn &
Fig. 3 Veen diagram of OTU in different water layers of

Dali-nor lake
P e AR AR R R AR sp il A s 3 52 OTU A8, Bta 8 Bk &
S, AR T X 53 AN [ 2K R A i

7t 2 [E) 22 S AN B )RR N2 R B K RIR ZE K
A TR b S R L B (R P RAR R B T
A 1 0 AR A B IS AR G B, )2 K R A R R
Y R EE AR 52 B 3R R K R JZE K b 40 TR A
A5 Ak 1 e [R] 52 e (LAY J2 7K 5 il s A 4 )

HE— 20, TE A (6] B B2 W80 KR I 45 R SO
A R T 99.7% , 45 L n] DL WA LSS
MR AL (R 2) N TR TR E Y
J£ ) Simpson . Shannon . Chao #1 Shannoneven $§ %%
FAL T35 B P B ALK 2 B A (Chao, 19845
Rogers et al., 2016) , #f M W& 1 A [8] 3 B2 7K
Hh I D AN R VR R T ) 2 5

Shannon fil Simpson 4§ £0#8 7] LA AiF 17 Ui 40
W) A Z2 B, 4 Shannon 48 £ 17 {E % K | Simpson
T O A B /N | X300 W K A I i 4 TR 1 A R 2 R
R FE IR L, Shannon 48 2009 B R AE B BRAE R )2
K, Fe /MBS BLAE )2 KA M, Simpson $5 Y
H7ERZ K E /N M 2K K (3R 3) . X B &
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Table 3 Analysis of vertical distribution of planktonic bacte-

ria in summer Dali-nor lake

Shannon  Simpson Chao Shannoneven  Coverage
IS 3.933 0.062 635.022 0.625 0.997 9
= 2.947 0.248  580.327 0.477 0.997 6
/i 3.466 0.148 658.841 0.536 0.997 1

TE SRR TR S B e s, AHA TP B (E IR AR

2 FF % A T 3k B bR i A O 0 R T 2R
FT)ZAK A IR R JZ K b g AR R K P A,
XA T OTU AR AL FRAE (8] 3).

IEAh , B Chao #8 $028 £k S B H 1S J2 7K v 7 Ui 20
PR F B A, R UOR R JZ K, A Z K A
Shannoneven #§ £ 28 Ak . 75 14 17 Ui 40 B 40 A7 35 50 )&
W2 22 K I e L IS 2 K IS . 4R, 35 B h 2K
o A B R TR R 2 RENE T R X i
WIS 2 I R E T o 2 7K V7 Uit 40 A TRE U 19 A8 4k TT
il A X i Ay 7 B T 31T 2R U2 BN 2 K AR VR i A T
T V5 P 1A R 2 K AR T N 5 2

R IR HL I K R v T i A T R R R ) 22 SO
AR PSR T EBEIFBOAE T WN R 2
VNGRS R N R RN N ) S TN
B R Y R, 35 B0 )2 K R T T AN B Y R
T Z RV S A e S RO AT OTU Bl £ .
M J2 7K 32 3 1T 7K 9 A B b 45, mT R s ol HL 77 Ui
AN E w2 R OTU Sl TrhE Kk M
Xof s, 22 I A A L S ) e 55 1 R 2 K 0 27 2 2

K TR J2 7K v %) 17 e 4 R o 28 722 Ak 110 S (] 52 e
2.3 FIFUNE BRSSO B E 3 R 1E

BT AN R R BE 8 K v R U A TR VR 45 R Y
i) 22 5, AR 1] VA OK P BT Ik BT b R R
JZ K R U A TR R VR A R A E AT T GE 3 A
3 HT AR TR R DL A A S R S A
FEIHE YRR RO R &R R gt
AT T IR HLIA AN R R BE KA o T Ui A TR R VR 45
Ty A2 A K 2% SRR AR (L 4)

TE IR BLI, A [] % B T80 7K v 37 Jife 40 T R K 4 K
B S5 A~ E RN E S &AW
CH4) Jr o Ee B AN AR R an i DL 1% i = B 34 (E
SRR AR RS K b B REAG I M 11 A 3 U A T
PEHR T IS A3 4 (18 4, % 4) FETTEKF
I, AR JE 1] (Proteobacteria) it £k 1 ] ( Actinobac-
teria) . ¥ 40 B '] (Cyanobacteria) . #1#F i ] (Bacte-
roidetes) . B BEE '] ( Tenericutes) . 5 & BR B — i #4
B ] (Deinococcus-Thermus) 3 & '] (Verruco-
microbia) . i B [F | ] (Firmicutes) .77 2 & | ] (Planc-
tomycetes) | fg #F B '] (Acidobacteria) Fl &% B ]
(Chlorobi) & 4 B ## 17] . Horpr, Proteobacteria 7£
AN Ta] 7K B B o L ) 2 B K, Actinobacteria IR Z
TEM K b, RZ K a7 3OLH B 20 Actinobac-
teria (24.71%) , a-Proteobacteria (23.30% ) , Cyano-
bacteria(11.95% ) ; 1 JZ 7K Wi 3 0L 3B 40 K y-Pro-
teobacteria (38.68% ) . Actinobacteria (21.06%) | a-
Proteobacteria(15.05% ) ; J&& J2 7K H i 3 4 #4516 49

R4 FREREHAKITEEKTE LZHBHBFZEMELG (%)

Table 4 Proportion of planktonic bacterial community structure at phylum (class) levels in different depths

17 Proteobacteria
Actinobacteria Cyanobacteria
i o~ Proteobacteria - Proteobacteria v~ Proteobacteria
* 24.70 23.30 5.84 6.96 11.95
h 21.06 15.05 3.18 38.68 8.54
& 24.77 20.00 3.77 22.48 8.82
I Bacteroidetes Tenenricutes Deincoccus-Thermus Verrucomicobia
2 Bacteroidetes_Incertae _Sedis Flavobacteria Mollicutes Deinococci Spartobacteria
* 3.31 1.82 3.55 4.52 1.34
oi 2.06 1.45 2.48 0.26 0.98
Jig 2.47 1.68 3.42 1.81 1.36
17 Firmicutes ) ) i
p Bacill Clostidia Planctomycetes Acidobacteria Chlorobi
#* 1.35 1.01 1.35 2.15 1.52
h 0.39 0.13 1.11 0.09 1.09
Jie 0.92 0.52 1.27 1.46 1.04
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Fig. 4 Community of planktonic bacteria at class level in different depths of Dali-nor lake

a. AN [l 7K TR Ui 240 T TR 7% 205 K R P 5 b 97 B 248 1 10 25 1 49 1 2R 26 00

(24.77%) . vy - Proteobacteria
(22.48% ) . a-Proteobacteria( 20.00% ). B &k H:Ath 4%
PEFATE T A AE 35 B AN T[] % 32 1) 7K v =F B2 L 161
AT RN AR R FER I TR T KR HIK
PR R 2 S (R4, 2 4) . A 1 ) Fh AR L
BRI, TR RAEN LK B RKFEZ
K H B AR B TR AN AR R A ARL, O HLFn R 2 K
LSBT 0 2 A A — o R 25 S TR )
Fofr AF AL BE I 75, 3 HL I AN (R BE KA v 0 i Al
BT ETT L4y 2 K35 . P Proteobacteria . Ac-
tinobacteria #il Cyanobacteria 21 i i 3 1 @i #F 5 U
Chlorobia %5 Fll Mollicutes 45 4l B 4% 25 1 ] 24 W Y
A R S A (1] 4b).

Actinobacteria

K75 3k B IE e A B 1128 K SF I Proteobacte-
ria 75 AN [A] VR B2 W 7K rh 38 o5 A da X 3, 3R 2K 29
36.10% H KL 56.91% K JE K21k 46.25% ;
M2 K |, Actinobacteria = FE R I i, £ Z K
K 24.70% HEK K 21.06% JRJE K N 24.77% . #
P b R L OL R TT (M) 09 = B2 R AR R 22 B30 7K
YA T U 40 T R IR 41 AH L (Lauro ez al., 20115 2
PR AL AN IR, 2017 ; Sk 8RS 45, 2018).
24 FHAEMESEMEBKEALERNMAE
KoM

T U 20 TR VR R A KA S SR TR W R
LR I 45 0 1 A 23 X8 K AR B AL 48 A 2 800 i ) AR
AAEAE — 5 B2 BE 0y e g L PR, 3 T 3R ROIR R K
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Fig. 5 The RDA analysis between planktonic bacterial flora and physicochemical proxies in different water layers of Dali-nor lake
a. 32 J2 7K VR Ui 40 TR TR RE S PR E DT 0 RDA 3BT 5 b o2 K 3 30 A0 TR T E S PR 8 DT 08 RDA 3BT 5 . IR 22 7K 7 U 200 T 8 R 5 K R PR 358 DR 7
RDA J3H7 5 0 35 AR A ) K R BURE 5, B A SR A B AR A G MR s 8, 2B RS T 1]

& TDS DO EC . TN, TP % /K1 BE AL TG b1 2 8k
A9 A2 1k, I H TC4Y 43 B (RDA , Redundancy analysis,
FE DCA 43 Mr & ml B b A7) b 17 110K L i
Ui 4N A TR 7 A Ak 55 K A B AR FE AR 2 81E] G A B G
#(He eral., 2017) , 1018 T A [A] & BE 1 K v 77 dife 240
PR R 8 45 4 A8 Ak i 2 LR g R R L [A)BF £F ) Man-
tel K650 , 43 BT A i U Ui 200 TR RV 4 Al 22 S 5 AR AR
25 5 M e (58 5). 7E AR A B ad B b AR i
o R ZOKEE R L BR R ARG O, 7 Z ORI AR bR
AR Stk AT T 25 Sk B, ingE b R JE K 4
B B2 b, AT K ER$E AR (Depth) , B4 B AS 7] X
3K R AR AR X P Ui 20 DA R 95 5 4 1 R )
HAURE EBINRZ BT 2350851
S f Ok BB B B e Ak B AT B TDS
DO EC.SD 5§ 4 48 br 2 80 % s W K 438 57K
B TN 48 b5 Z: B0 Ry 52 ) 3% )23 7K v 3 Ui 240 T A i 205
Fa A2 Ak 14 B S PRV (I TN 9 Mantel test, p==0.05,
r==0.242; TDS ) Mantel test, p=0.01, r=0.243;
[ 5a, % 5), H '3 54845 Z80F pH .. TP .DTP |
DIP 5§ 44~ 48 b5 2 $O0 I Ui 240 TR 7 7% 245 14 5% Wil A7 7
RAH KK F (K 5a) s £ )27k ,DTP DIP . TN,

Depth .SD . TDS #l DO & 5 Wi V7 Vi 240 B 75 45 40 A5
R B W 3R, ELS [R)JE 25 78 3% 70 3 14 5% i) A FH 3k
A —3, 5 pH.COD %48 br 2 519 28 b 5 SR DG 6
Z (401 DTP % Mantel test, p=0.05, r=0.407; TDS
f9 Mantel test, p=0.05, r==0.321; & 5b, 3 5) ; Ifii
TEJRCJZ 7K Hh X 7 Ui 200 T A 9% 45 4 5% i) g oy W9 30 1Y)
K A& AR F5 bR 2 8 8 iy COD, WT, Chl-a #l
Depth (411 TDS A9 Mantel test, p=0.05, r=0.313;
Depth B Mantel test, p=0.05,r=0.415; & 5¢,#%5).

FEAR b 8 BLIA A [R) TR B 7K A v At TR R T A5 A
A5 A B 52 e DR 3R B B A AE 25 S HOK AR B AL 48 AR
2 B0 A8 Ak 7E R[] R BB G T i 4N TE BRE TR 45 1
fife B R A AN M R L 0 2R 2 K AR 48 bR 2 50T b
S AT DL R 2 62.83 %6 LA I TR RE 45 F AR Ak,
2 K H AL 48 bR 2 80 e B dE T DL i R 2
99.44% LA b 1Y 1A BF 25 0 A2 Ak, T 2 K P AL 45
b 2 H0% A S 3R T DU B2 79.61 00 LA b 1Y TR RE
ik AL (B 5) 8K, i Tk TR Ak 3 By W K
32 A0SR R WA 1 25 S, A A9 T U A DR IR 25 R
S ANIES 3 A TSI P N E
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Table 5 Mantel test for the bacterioplankton community

structure and physicochemical proxies

K2 Tz i
r p r p r p
TN 0.243  0.047 0.318  0.031 -0.103  0.461
TP -0.140  0.383 -0.174  0.347 -0.138  0.450
DTP  0.214 0.116 0.407  0.020 -0.023  0.902
DIP 0.001  0.994 0.299  0.065 0.024  0.853
COD  -0.076  0.594 0.007  0.978 0.054  0.777
Chl-a  -0.041  0.790 0.007  0.957 -0.097  0.527
pH 0.129  0.349 0.011  0.951 -0.161  0.323
wT 0.167  0.132 0.011  0.975 0.104  0.534
SD -0.141  0.287 0.035  0.825 -0.125  0.424
EC 0.243  0.014 0.306  0.055 0.326  0.022
DO  -0.111  0.451 0.137  0.489 -0.092  0.580
TDS  0.236  0.030 0.321  0.034 0.313  0.029
Depth  0.147  0.358 0.237  0.184 0.415 0.030

3 it

SraLE T AR R Sl G oy 2 5 A | I -
7 JRU R 7K 5 ), JFG D 25 ok U S B R R AR K TR
it RN b R K i HE I Oy 20 L ZE R F (% 0
4, 2015, 2019). H Z=J& 35 BL 5 40 28 i d ol
T R 00 B B, i B K 4R v A T kb 5 Y R |
Tt N3G 28 AR SR B0 453X — R A I A8 b 11
7 23 % K R AR 38 A5 2 B0y 28 Ak 7 A 5 e () A5
W, 2015525 305 %, 2019) KR S, XF T[] 08
WK BT Z AN RN R E 2R, X
5 BOA [R] TR B 11 /K 1 B Ak 8 b 2 8007 1 3 ) 22
S 2, 3 2) 1 K R B A 48 b5 2 500 28 4k £ 1
23 X8 Tl A W B 5 A 7 A R

TE 5 7, A S 0 3SR AR i TDS
(B EC)MA E A (E/ A, 2015), 806X 2790
5T N i R 2 58 LW 3% )2 K T i A DR RE VR
S5 16 A8 Ak B WY S 1 52 e R R (18] Sa) . AR it BTk
L7 =R D0 T S B R A i &~ Sl N N
AN I B B 52 e R 22 4 T A TE] OF AN, i 22 K
PR 2 - o N &2 NV S 1 1 S G =g =/ S N
AL 48 b5 2 OB A5 5 0 A g i AL 5 45 IR 2 K
R CXE W, 2015). T 2248 th A0 02, 1R Ky A ik
LU0 A R R P AR RN 5 U (2R S5 45, 2019) 4
SRR 2 K, H R H AL 15 AR 2 B0 AR A 1R A
23 B MR K B A KR PR R S L R I BN

Fa 22 B9 1 7K Depth #§ b5 . WT{E & Chl-a 5 COD Jg
R 5 ) VS )2 7K Ui 240 TR % 4 A e T G TR 3R (]
5¢). i H R K AR Ry 22 2 K R0 2 K A i< g I A
B AR HK PR 5 AT fig A7 B 3R )2 K Y R R
], AFL 2 JE T K AR FAL 48 B 43 BT 7T LR AN TRDE S
BRI R I ] (9 28 b B AN (B 2) , i R — A
A B 43 U B T v J2 KO Ui AN DA R R A R A2
FRICE MR A o A S HL A2 A0 LR B (R R
KT HL R K SR ) s AL ES L Y8R PR
KRR X AR R 11 7K R B AR R B 2 BN 2 B BE VR 45 R
FEAE ) A PR B B v XU T B AR
Hh IR 55 48 b 2 850 7 b X 3 2 A TR R K A5
5 ) P9 AN T s P i e SR AT Y I IR (I 5, 5b).

WA, 7K A BEAL 48 bR 2 500 A8 A A AT 23 X A
Y HETE S50 7 HE 2 W S R 34T 11 R UF, 4 Pro-
teobacteria, {2 4 B B0 e KA — 17T, 76 35 HL W
AN TR BE K R rh 389 5 4 0 O 3 AR L D 22 R
Fuw WA G W AR IR AR, 2R A T 2 2 R ()
A, 2008; T # 4%, 2017). W, X S 8L B
T AS R R B2 W 7K H |, Proteobacteria = A8 4k 5 i 7K
AL AE bR S 500 A0 B R 44 278 (18] 5a) 5 1 A T
F 5 HEAE S8 7 i Actinobacteria, H = & A8 b £ £
23 % B K AR & 8 IR 4k % N R 5 i (Allgaier and
Grossart, 2006; Zhi et al., 2009). K it , Actinobac-
teria 7E 11 %2 WA 7K 4 0] 4 32 3] Chla & #2801
S PR B O A OG OC & LRE IR TE R 2 K K
71, Actinobacteria & B £ 5 , 1M 55 Chla & #7281k 19
KRB 87 T 5 25 U8 B HORT 1 K 38 1 4 75
g (# 1 %, 2018) ; Cyanobacteria [R] #7712 73 4 T
F AR A, HoBe A7 6 & 4F 1 IF B i < (Chen er
al., 2017) , AN AR B 1 7K H Cyanobacteria 3= i
5 DO R IIEM KK R, M H COD £ A%
KFR, H AR Z KA T 1 Cyanobacteria F i &
XERE T DO & it die i IRRAE (R 2, e 4). M54,
AN TR R B 18 K v G At P B A 1T A4 A b TR A A7 3 Ak
Fe bR 2 800 A8 AL B2 i, 40 Firmicutes 14 3 B A8 b 18
fE 22 2] A B K AR Fr A B9 % i (Deshmukh ez al.,
20115 BRAEMESE, 2018) , 3t g HoAE B Z= 3k HL )
FZ KR B O A R —

R b AN TR BE K R ef R i A T RE TR 2
Fa A5 Ak FAH I K R B A 8 Ar 2 5028 A ) G A DG
PE A ) 22 5 0L AR R R TR TE U A0 B A
TE 25 1 % [a] — 7K 4K B A 48 5 2 80028 4k 19 e 1



s 5 FE AL L AR 0 B 7 K PRV A 0 A B AT 1 T R 25 1827

FETE 22 5, 3K FLAS (5] 380 7K 28 AL 48 b5 2 BB 7K IR
A B EFA —ERRER .

4 4k

(1) B HME R o KRR A I i 11
AIE A R LS T, 15 AL FR A (R D
F1%). 76 1128 KF |, Proteobacteria 7£ A [] ¥ &
WK i B 5 g A XA A, SR JZ K29 R 36.10%
JZ K2y R 56.91% K JE K 298 46.25% 5 WA K
-, Actinobacteria F & fL # B &, & 2 K N
24.70% 2K R 21.06 %6 (I Z K Ry 24.77 % #E
A b ik B OE B 1] () B9 B 4% 4E N 2 B0R
KT T Ui A TR TR e 2 A AL

(2) 3K BB v RS2 K b U BB R 0 45 1 R
fiE Be E BE52 0e K R B AAAE — o R B A e ) 25 7 . R
JZ2 WK v AT S T A 2 SRR AN IR B A TDS VEC
25 PR AL T8 A S B0 52 e fe WS 5 v 2 0K R SRR
#E 2 DTP DIP %5 A [R]E 25 8 57 70 3% 19 52 Wi £
b5 JRC )2 WK A AR B N A2 Chl-a . COD 45 # fk 45
B 8000 5% e e W 0 FE T OIRJZ K T K IR AR AR
Ry 5 ) P i G B R R S A RRAE Y G R 2 — .
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