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Spectral Characteristics of Dissolved Organic Matter ( DOM ) in Waters of

Typical Agricultural Watershed of Three Gorges Reservoir Areas

WANG Qi-lei’, JIANG Tao'*", ZHAO Zheng’ , LIANG Jian', MU Zhi-jian', WEI Shi-giang', CHEN Xue-shuang'
(1. Key Laboratory of Eco-environments in Three Gorges Reservoir Region, Ministry of Education, Chongqing Key Laboratory of
Agricultural Resources and Environment, College of Resources and Environment, Southwest University, Chongging 400716, China;
2. Department of Forest Ecology and Management, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences, Ume& SE-90183, Sweden; 3.
Guizhou Environmental Monitoring Center, Guiyang 550081 ,China)

Abstract: As a key geochemical factor in earth system, dissolved organic matter (DOM) plays an important role in controlling
environmental quality of watersheds. In this study, a typical agricultural watershed of Three Gorges reservoir areas, Wangjiagou
watershed in Fuling district of Chongqing, was selected to characterize DOM in waters through fluorescence and UV-Vis spectroscopy,
while the effect of land-use types in this watershed was discussed. The results showed large spatial variances of aquatic DOM in this
watershed, with significant differences in compositions and sources. After calculation of a. (355) for indicating proportion of
chromophoric DOM in bulk DOM, the order of DOM was paddy rice field > ditch > pond > well > outlet point. DOM samples from
paddy rice field and ditch showed higher SUVA,;, suggesting higher aromaticity. DOM from this watershed showed 2 typical types (4
peaks A, C, B and T) of fluorescent components including humic-like and protein-like components. Dual contributions from
autochthonous (e. g. , microbial or alga production) and allochthonous both heavily affected the DOM characteristics. Besides active
microbial activities due to high organic and nutrients inputs from agricultures, discharge of sewage and water used in agricultural
production could contribute proteins possibly inducing ascending proportion of protein-like component as shown in fluorescence
analysis. DOM samples from the same sampling points but in different crop plantation seasons were collected to compare, for
understanding the differences between two planting seasons. It clearly suggested protein-like component was the key variable to control
the DOM dynamics. After land-use changing from rice/corn into mustard plantation, all of DOC, CDOM and r ., showed significant
differences, but no such observations were observed in FI, BIX and r -

Key words: Three Gorges Reservoir areas; agricultural small watershed; dissolved organic matter ( DOM ) ; three- dimensional

fluorescence spectrum; UV-Vis spectrum; water-level fluctuation zone
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T B ML ( dissolved organic matter, DOM )
Je— KA FHIAES A T ARG Y. E
FEH TR . A BEIR S 2 WE A T 41, 7 MR P
B ORMA, L3E DU SE) vhf i A AE, oA B
AR SN BR85S, AR O 4 BR B A0 B4 T 2 pl
73, EXS AR AUR A S MR RS RS
Y SR ETRI N EERE, SESRE TS E
BB UIARC R AEAR R F E h0
TEKAAEZS T DOM 2% Rl 1k ok 7 177 A B 2050
i) | S 2% TR IR IR ER I DS HERR Y | 5 77 B G W B
TREUR A BRIk — EZ 82 5k,
JEHEXT DOM 2545 | AR PE2H By BEAT L 161
. HArE NSNS DOM P BT ) F AR 5 vk
B2 Hoh 52 5b- Rl WSO A1 =25 0615 LA
REEZm RAERE | B Prif s D H
PN N T R W AP Y

ib B SE CAE AN [] - b 1] IS 2 9K 5 il
TR ARG BRI L R 1 R )+ 5 AL
Jo R e AR ELXH I AT K A o BILJR Y H k
A2 R AR AL R 2 AR, B R A& 7K 4K DOM
e EEOREZ —. DL TR o i REE A =k
PEDE T AR M BUR IR A S RS, A = WOk &
BKVIA  FRaeZ BTz e Hoh DU H b
SRR AR ML /INR IR R G, X R DX T AR A AR i
HEREFEEMEMT . BT DOM 3§ BR 4 5% A
o A/ NIRRT I I 7K B 45E T DOM 1932 0, J6 5E
S RNZ XN EFRTTR | HeJw AHLE
Yy R == ARSI AT . A B TR R X

»

T

A CERRNE
el
==
L TR

RO ITRE T 3534 55 DOM b3k Ak 24 B3R AE i AF 52
TAES 2 R Z R T REXOK R, LR
Y, KA/ NSRS 1) S T RN

FET U, ASAFFT R BT = 08 22 [X 31 v 7 L 70 e
/NI —— B PR B X R /N, R Z FTRY
TAESERE | 45 G N AR [ A 2 R
i 3 SR -1 WIS RS T, X /N sk P 7K A4
DOM I ETERFAEERT T R AEFN 43 AT , 38 2o ) B L 7R
Al /NRIBK R DOM Mo AL R B9 5 bk, i — 25
TAEASIA] - iR 2T X 7K A DOM 4 AiF 4 5% 1
DA A E—28 T i DOM 78 = I [X 3 Sl i A 45
R A A PR AR AR A A 5 LAl

1 #MRE7HE

1.1 WFRIXEE A

FPSTH #F b X 2R T 0 /N s Tk 4
29°54" | ZRZ: 107°30, Ab RE B AR AL Ky,
FEREBEIRIX 30 km, H K F KX 118 km, T B F AR
X 46 km. TZHIAFEF-HS 0 22. 1°C, & At {2 4=
R, AT = 0 2 IX b B A A b /N I8, M T
Ja Fr s b S AR R N 153 ~ 307 m, B AR 72.3
hm® A FHTE L 65. 60 hm® | Hod 54 fnk HH 43 531 o 4%
AT FRAY 66. 30% | 24.50% (1), FIkH 1R
A HRME T Tl Aol L TRHE 08 3,
B AL Sh AN TC A MIE T4, 13 k%
FESEANF R ORI E R B EREVE. DR
AT ME— s AR A TR AR R T AE T
B, HA B LA BT AL, T — < E P i AR

B1 XERTE

Fig. 1 Distribution of the sampling sites
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IR DL, A H A T R i R AR VLT3, b bk
AU 3 P 320 T B AR 2B RV ISk P = s
AV S ALFERRHL  SEHh . H M AR BRI
Fib Ll K DR R . e AR R A KR
FORFWERE, FORFUKFE— M tE 4 ARS H LA)
L8 AR, Gofkh Bk KRGS FRABITA &K
MO SE PR SR .
1.2 FESLCREE R AR

T 1 AR AR K X 78 5 oK 2R 43 A RRAE
AFEAERAKE Y b b RS, T 2014 A2 4 ik
BT XA R ISR K A4 26 AR o, b g FH K
(1~4), M¥EK(6), WEKFES(5.7~19), FF
K(20 ~24) , FBH K (25, 26). Boh, o
YEYIRCAE il 5 A e X i 4K & DOM Hl b
FRIEAR LA, 7 2014 4F 10 A MRS AR IX
BWORET M4 A (T K/ KREZ) RAE AR A 7K
B EK (5.7, 9,12, 15 ~17, 19) ,JFK
(20, 22 ~24) W H O K (25, 26). KEEREG
FIFH HANNA ZZ2 80K B A, Bz ilsE pH ., H
FH(EC) | BB AR S (TDS) LA 5T, 0. 45
pm (1) Millipore 88 | A 4°C ¥ J8AE PN % 0158
= AERE— 2 8. IKFEIEARME T W3R 1, T e 4L

T TAES d o8, fdE DOC MR BEI & | 58 4h-7]
WS TS w - wan i
F1 KBEEXRER

Table 1  Basic properties of water samples
St sii] pH EC/mS+em™'  TDS/ng-L~!
i H K 7.05 1.18 0.59
K 7.44 1.36 0.68
K 7.55 1.41 0.71
Fk 7.19 1.03 0.51
H ok 7.31 1.05 0.53
AR 7.39 1.23 0. 61

1.3 G b

JKAA& DOM ¥ B2 LUV fif 5 A HLik ( DOC) R,
B mg-L", BT A FE ALK BE T 0.45 pm 1Y
Millipore %€ 53 € J5 , 76 GE InnovOx® Laboratory
TOC 43 HrAL _E I 5E DOC. 25 Ah-1] WG 3 Fn =
Y58 6 1% (3D-EEM ) (1) 52 3 7€ Horiba 2% 7]
Aqualog® Z¢ TN B kAT, 9 6O ik I DL
Millipore® 27K AF 25 (1, SR Ry 150W Jg B 4RI
KT, 80k K (E,) T5 ] 230 ~450 nm 34 5 nm; &
B K (E,) JE R 250 ~620 nm. 33155 50 i [A]
43 s, Aqualog® F 4t H N IE K F FHLE BUR. %
FEIEWERE Origin 8. 1 4K L FI H peak pick HIHETH

B, BGUERRNT S5 SCIR[ 23,24 ] 10 RETOEIE A
5960 C YOG HE , HAES DOM FEf# | JR5E
EFBREALSO o BPOkIE T 5580014
C 2G5 B FU AR, HLAH vT R AR P9 JE X DOM 53
ik, LR R IR VA 2 | 2 B E Wi 3 55
IR W TIFAT DOM 52 N b T i 52
W70 F (355)4& E, =355 nm ., E, =450 nm H}5¢
VIR FE, DL OF, (355) 3R 9 O6 I R PR A LR
(FDOM ) (X e i 1 BB EE(FI) N E, =
370 nm,E, =470 nm Fl E_ =520 nm Ab 556 % 5t
SR LCAE (firos ) » FSfIE DOM K P8 FI > 1.9 Fon
DOM EZR TGl A= Wi g, AR Ak (B4
PR IR ) 5 FL< 1.4 WILLRG AR 3 (5
AVRARAE B ) | 2R 0 T B A5 BT IR AR X IR
HAEEFE R (BIX) M E. =310 nm, £, =380 nm 5
E,_, =430 nm Rb 5% 565 B F A (fasorazo ) ZAH e
DOM [ A= L AH X STk, BIX (B8R K, [ A 5 4 10F
WA, ST 450 DRk AR A, A= 9l R by

A AT DL O I 2 75 L A 230 ~ 800 nm,
HHGEIFE 1 nm, HHHE G . LA 355 nm ARAG I
B a(355) Ko A AR HLY (CDOM ) AHXT
W W R @ BTTRAN

a(A) =2.303D(A)/1
K, D () FEK A W IEREE, 1 LR R
(m) "3 SUVA,,, N 254 nm 4t UV AW I 25K
5 DOC ¥ BEZ M, RAE DOM F5 81 (K, 7%
PR S SUVAL, M 260 nm Ab UV I I %k
5 DOC ¥ 2 e, K AE DOM 5 7K 2H 43 e ], 1
K, DOM BiZK 4 43 el . A A K
a(A) = a(Ay)exp[S(A, = A)]
HEAT S AEMTHE, 20 A B (nm) , S SOG4}
N, S BRPEK (290 nm) ; HGIERPR HE .
SH = S(275~295)/S(350~400>

TS 25 -205) TS 350 - a00, 73 A KA IR 275 ~295
nm F1350 ~400 nm (7 S {51027

FA  BREE A A1, 42 SR SPSS 20. 0 XA
KEHEIAT2ZTVE T RIS (T-test) | AHICPE 43T 2
F RSN, A Origin 8. 1 84 b ibATRIZRZ .

2 HR5iTE

2.1 DOC. CDOM F1 FDOM

W% 2, fF H JK DOC ¥ &l 8.70 ~ 56.75
VAR RBON 54.72% 5 IRIK DOC HRE K
4.85 ~76.40 mg-L~", AF 5 R EL 105. 47% ; HIHIK

mg-L~
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DOC ¥ N 1.75 ~ 4.14 mg-L™", B % 25N
40. 28% ; MIEK DOC HKRE 6. 04 mg-L~". 54k, 74
Pk DOC = FIoK 10 f5 L4 L, iS5 H ok gz, H
5 RBUR K, s 2 5 . K& DOM —&
A3 3 DOM 28 b 3 4% 3 A I S i AR kAL (4h
TEHIN) 5 5 — TR KR PR IR . B R
A (NIRRT ) . 1K DOM Mk B 25 Rk
R AT BB . 1B I KV 3, 2 8 RIS [R] 4= M 2
P52 M0 B 408, 3 b 2 AR () 2 s v 8L DOC e
P BN — KR IR (a3 | oK) TR

B OEREA YR o (355) WAV EAK M H O
K MK &R, o) (355) /& 355 nm WK
FE5 DOC W Z kb, HoR /N e ity CDOM 7

DOM HFAIE 5 H 5% a ) (355) B ) K /NI Ay
FEHZK > I 3RK > WIEK > oK > i HoK R HE K
FIATEIK a, (355) MM BOR, MO @R il A PLB
7E DOM JI o5 Lo ) A X5 85 R A Ta] K 4K b iy
a, (355) . DOC, Fil F, (355) 25 W% (P<0.05),
X2 RINZ LR A K 1K DOM ¥ B 75 %5 [8] 43 A1
PAPERRE . AR FK | I SR KRR
HIZK DOC, FDOM Fl CDOM ¥k Ji AH % 45 5 5 3 3
7K 7K DOM ¥ BE AR BN, 3 AT 2 IR JF 7K
BT BUA)Z B TR IS 358 JLF- A 32 i il 4
MO FHAE SRS R 28 5 e, S0 i A A B 5 1 v 3 7K
RUER OIS R 1 DO N S o £ e - LB o) e w1
PN AR RE S I =] SN

&2 DOC, F,(355), a(355) a; (355) EHR ST
Table 2 Descriptive statistics of average concentrations of DOC, a(355) ,F, (355) and a,” (355)

TR DOC/mg-L~! a(355)/m™! F,(355) a) (355)/L(mg:m) "'
FE K 38.53 8.23 10 748. 00 1.37
HLIEIK 6. 04 7.88 9167.43 1.29
MAESYI 27.41 11.93 13 045. 63 1.30
Ik 2.71 2.52 3 406. 86 0.93
H ok 76.53 10. 98 13 157.36 0.16

A HRGE TS XK ZHOK K DOM 1 & , DOC Fl
CDOM Z ] @ A SE Y (B A 58 v o & B ax
AR SEME (P >0.05) , X 5z X 3k + 1 DOM Y1
P—5 ) ol RE TR PR A /N B UK R 32 A
AR - b ol FH =R mm Ao, A5 A 0 A o
DOC Hfir o Hu i3 sh % K. {H FDOM 5 CDOM 7+
TEM S E A (P <0.01). [BIF 7 L& K.
FDOM =883. 88 x CDOM +2 455.50 (R* =0.83,P <
0.01), i 83% AY FDOM ¥k & A5 fk v] 3@ i CDOM
KA RE(E 2).

2.2 OIS
2.2.1  POLUERHT

BN CTERE R AE DOM 4544 28 )i L) K 38 I8
EZEHRL 280 A FRIE DOM = 48980015
FEE—E 25, FHALKIAEE DOM —3, ERER
A/ NFIBUIT A KR DOM KRS H 58 5 2 28 4 A4~
PENIE (B 3) 43R . OISR TE B0 46 2851
X AWgE(E /E, =250 ~260 nm/380 ~480 nm) , ] I
X C W (E/E, =330 ~350 nm/420 ~480 nm) ;
Q@FKE M AFE T (E/E, =230 nm/320 ~ 350
nm) (KMAERR),B g (E/E, =230 nm/300 ~ 320
nm) (REEERR) . REALL FEE R MY T

30 000

20000

FDOM

10 000

1
25

15
CDOM

20 30

2 CDOM 5 FDOM #8% 4434
Fig. 2 Correlation analysis between CDOM and FDOM

TR O VE FR BT A (H A 25 52 B AR AL 35 15 7K Al
A== FIZK A 52 5 28858 BT 20 43 £ 20k B TRl
U8 - HEW AR KBRS Wi S K SO B T A
AR BTS20 B AT (Peak B Fll Peak
T) DG B A R A8 K > I 3RK > K >
IR > HoK , FERARE K A8 B K Hh 288 F ) R
Fr AT, — 7 1 ] BE B 2 Ak AR I B
A& FH TR 5 e 1) B RS AT 0G5 59— Tl IR K
R K AT K DOM M BERS = (2 2) , &L, BiE T
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Fig. 3 Typical fluorescence spectra of DOM in different types of water
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DUk HL .

itk — A BT DOM AN [6] 2 ' 41 43 3k I VA
P % 4 AN K DOC | a(355) YEFRSCHE T (£ 3)
SRR AL C, B, TWEZ IR EHIC(P <
0.05) , R =W e X Rk /N K A& DOM 258
o TS5 20 oy A AE SRR . D3 4h,4 kS
a(355) #AEAE R i 2 AH G (P < 0.01), X A
CDOM-FDOM 14 {2 40 ¢ M — 3%, 15 8] CDOM 4 43
2 4 W ) R 52 A 5 (H 45 28 O I 5 DOC A 6

R, X5 Chen %5 XHEFE DOM FE T OB 77 25
J—2, T RE SR R o Aol /i K 7k DOM. 42 i i
TR A BEE (R KNG . £ B 1E
YIRS ) | R TE SR AT M R AR B R
SR SR AN — 7 1 A5 58 G2 4y AR A A A 22
55 B EE AR Y B AE DOM H T 5 L]
AR H IS DOC 549 CIEMH XA R E. 5
Ah,CDOM A DL 5 Y fb 2 il R R A, 5 A8 I i
S BT DI I 4 4, 7 A
LA H e, Al DOC FEHRITAS B LA T il
& DOM Y HLALRFIE AR 4k

%3 DOM REW}IER DOC, a(355) Z @&
Table 3 Correlations among different fluorescence components of DOM,DOC and a(355)

A C B T poC a(355)

A 1. 00 0.99"* 0.45" 0.67"* 0.16 0.90 " *

C 1. 00 0.45" 0.67"* 0.18 0.90 " *

B 1. 00 0.56"* -0.06 0.58**

T 1.00 -0.01 0.85"*
DOC 1. 00 0.07
a(355) 1. 00

1) # % FIRFE 0. 01 KU | W AHIE; « FIRTE 0. 05 K (XU | i 3 AH 56
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2.2.2 PFOCNIERHIESEL

T A EFRE AT (RO ) 2808
FELL AT B, C VA NSt A X RS v o T B S A
oy FERTERER K . B AR LA, R T(asc) fEn]
FH R e DOM P28 B A o0 KRB RREE 2. 1 e
R APO S R H G HE, 7T H LAEA A
VR DTHR LG, R PPAR K A5 Y i B> AR5
DOM Y 7, 53 2. 01 ~3.92 ZJi], ¥ 2. 26 +
0.35,748 5 R EL 15. 48% 5 ARWFFEIKAK DOM 1 (e,

6

O FiHK (a) reviey = rave) A A0
G IRILELES VA
5 A Bk
V Hak
4L O ik A v
(o]
s 3k A A m}
- JaN X A1 0 R R0
2
A - e
| FURA A F SRER A 1.0
v
0 1 1 | |
2.0 2.1 22 23 24

SATE0.53 ~5.41 Z 8], ¥EH R 2.74 +1.15, 48 7
FEA1.98% . RARTIFER r gy BT HLELA 5200
B 2.0 L[ 4(a) ], RITZAO /N Ok K52
G NN REm LEAS K. (EAS I B A2 VIR e,
BEARRT 2.0, 57 RO 37% X AT RE S I EIK
JA A HAEZS R G0 (TR B ) A0 ARl
WA REARA, NEAREH LIERS I AS
IR A T A T A SR T, 53
KA DOM 225 111 BT 20 43 45 .

(b) FI-BIX 4}

1.6 -

B4 7K DOM B r(yc) 7 ac) T FI-BIX 537

Fig. 4  Distributions of r(3,c)-7(y/c) and FI-BIX values of water DOM in this agricultural watershed

FI /&0 DOM Sk U i 5 2P Fe br. AR WF5T
Al /NI A DOM 4 FI 76 1,53 ~ 1. 87 Z[a], 4
4 1.62 £0.08, 28 3 RECH 4. 88% , FI (HAETFAr
F1.40 F11.90 Z[a][ K 4(b) ], FeH =l X A0l
/NFRIEKAAR DOM S5 BEAT N i AR 93 B 7 A L
AR b A A N IO U S A BRI PN e A R A
T HZEGae . HoKRHIEZK FIE T 1. 90,
PEARAIE B T 9 SR K RS K Ah JERE AR 5
iy

BIX J& 2 DOM [ A J5 A X SRk i B 46 5
o RPN AR W mT R M = AR, BIX 48 208,
VL] DOM [ fige F2 BE 3G . U B 7~ 1) B A5 o 1B
R gl /AL, DOM () BIX 7£0.74 ~1.19 2
B, ¥{E R 0.82 +0. 11,5 RZECN 13.01% . HE
7K BIX YJ{E 4 0. 78 +0. 03, A H 7K BIX 41 0. 78 =
0.03, 17K 0.74 £0. 01, {th3E/K 0. 81, 7K BIX )
{E4 0.92 £0. 10, LB i A 28 RUKRE X 2 AT B 3
T E AR TRAFAE  BY 3 A JRARRAE 5 0 2 A= ml R M
e, A R FRAEYE K. mad i,
AFITHE I DOM H 2 8 1 20 4 ——3k o 1 7T LA i
FEFTSCrh CDOM ¥ B2 FN2JE 8 11 20 43 A v A R DG A2k
[E]HsF, FT AT BIX 8 5mAHCHE (r = 0. 906) i — 20Uk RH

[ 4(b) ], HAEEEY TR MR DOM 245
SR AR RARIE (R FLAE).

PBEARF 7T =0 X AR /N K A48 DOM. (14 9%
eS8 HAWAS R S A AR A e =0 2 [X Al /N 3
TIEHAT LRSI (R 4) A5 RRW] AR5 A/
TR DOM 1 1, o) BEHABAIAR S | I 5 Ah 72
FOIAT 3t A A e, e A A2 B2 IR FI (B4 Valloxen FH1
Albufera des Grau ] ( #MJE 55 A b 32) &, 1M kb Big
Sulphur Cave ( YR BTEK A 32) 41K, ARl /N 7 38 £
HE DOM 1y FI B AT, &b/ Bk - DOM
AR AATR) | ANCRAETR) B4 B
M), 7K A DOM i 32 B 3 A5 - A2 3 . Wk u& Fn g
TR A3 Bh A SR TR . AN K | I
K AP R BTk A 32 98 2 K RS K ) 32 AR
VINIE PN
2.3 ERAR-AT WL IO IS RRAE

AR I TR U 186 in S A0 283k i, 500
nm 2 J5 W R B L A2, KB4 RE 5 JC B 8 %
WCRAAE . DA 230 ~ 800 nm B UK RECKEF , HAR
SERBTE 46. 42% ~214.76% Z ], FAFE K& DOM
AR R M 25 5 X 5 DOM R Je % ok
M2
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Table 4  Comparison of different types of water

PN B FI BIX TG - b 27 Sk
b7 K 1.54 ~1.77 0.87 ~1.38 / / [42]
ERPLY 153 1 RIEDS 1.59 ~1.75 / / A | A [43]
e W] K / / 1.55~2.34  / [8]
Ground Water Hi R K 1.16 ~1. 86 / / / [44]
Ontario Urban Ponds K 1.35~1.58 / / Wt [45]
Big Sulphur Cave I K 1.91 0.48 / / [46]
Valloxen 7] WIEK 1.4 / / AH | Hth [47]
Albufera des Grau i#] WAK 1. 39 0.63 / FRAK, A (48]
AR K] RIS / / 1.40 ~2.09  ARHI M, Tolk [49]
Tineretului Lake IREVIN / 0.82 ~1.17 / Wt [50]
Prairie Saline Lakes WAk / 0.69 ~1.02 / 5 [51]
b RSN 1.54 ~2.12 / 1.06 ~2.36  / [52]
Deer Creek, CO, USA /NETIK 1.40 ~1.48 / / / [53]
FER /NI AL A /N I - b 1.33 ~1.64 0.51 ~0.77 1.76 ~2.38  AH | bith | [T [22]
TR/ Al /N IRk A 1.53 ~1.87 0.74~1.19 2.01~3.92  CRH, Htth, KA A5

1) /™ 7R 3k AR B A o0

SUVA,, AT LA e DOM 55 A K/ (il ok
PRI FE TO7 B PR . ARTFE AR SUVAL, AR
fEIEFEIFE 0. 46 ~8.69 L+ (mg-m) ' Z[a], H{E N
(3.52 £2.65) L+ (mg-m) ', B F RZH N 5.16%.
6% FH K A S 7K 1 SUV A, B8 K AR 11k ok, 5%
FYEREE B . S, 5 DOM Z5kF4r T HA X,
REfg e DOM AL AEAE . S, 5 DOM 43T
HR/NE G, HAEK DOM 20 F =i/, A4
5% S, AEALTEE 0.30 ~ 1. 36, “FH41E 0. 97 £0.27 , 2%
SRBON 27.89% . LI AFRZER KK DOM 1 S,
1B, o RE K /N (S, =0.90) , 7k R (S, =
1.23). Sy HBYZE—MBOk B T CDOM 4k i) 2
S, HAE W AT /R R X 2> CDOM 3 I8 Fil 4 1 i 28k
ANFEZEAK AR CDOM 1 S, HK/IA—, T A

1.0 : a
SUVAz0 | SUVAs,

0.5
;‘\; o Sk Fl ey
-r\"; a BIX
g: 0 Qo
Q FAIC)
o
-9

=05

(a) TSR 4R A
-1.0 -
| 1 1 1
-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0

PCA1 (55.69%)

PCA2 (29.56%)

Aol Niitdsl CDOM 4l A7 £ 2 5. A 7K DOM 1Y
I TRER, X e, (355) RS R—EL

iz FH 32 1 4353 1 ( principal component analysis
PCA) Xf 3 MEANEIE S B 4 D205 2 Bk
o3[ B 5 (a) |, HRT52 0 B AN I Sl oA ] S 2K
& DOM FHIERY SR 2. T b= AE A
43K F- ( principal component, PC) , 2117 22 5k
FIRF 85.25% , REMS S W I 4R 48 b Y IR 23R
WAL IELS (a) 1, PCT PN R A A G, 31 4n A I it FH
SRR E IR LU BRI A T 3 4 H
J5 ZETTHREE N 55.69% , 5 FL, BIX., r(ye)\ Fye) &
W IEAC; PC2 AN I A A G, 19 an s 41 JiE A
Lo M 3 4% O 45 1 B, 5 22 TR R 29.56% , 5
SUVA,,, . SUVA, 2 BEFIEAC. B 5(b) & ERN

r
T

aa
5 3 (b) bt 24

=1 0 1 2 3 4 5
PCAL1 (55.69%)

5 Jk{k DOM X575

Fig. 5 Principal component analysis of DOM in water
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Al /NI A 26 A RAE S5, AT LA H
FEAKAE 555 HoAh A K AR AL o0 A B A I 25
S R KRR AT L 1 KRE S5 LA B /D38 43 7 TR K R
ST T TR IR P G 43 V) R 7K R b 5 KRR A 0]
YA T DGR P 18132 B T S8 Al /N R
[F] ALK R DOM 21 ik 5 38 U 327 J] LA [R) 2 80 + i
(2R 22 SR, 5 AT SO R K 5K K 25 57
PEAH— 2L

BEAHFFTE KR DOM B 55N SHL S, 1 SUVA,,

5 HA R K AR K Aol /N 3R+ 3 DOM 1E47 % Eb
SFT(FES) ARl /MR UK R DOM /9 S, A b K
SRR ARG, 15 A S ALK AR AT, AR Mb /N sk
A& DOM 31t LT K 5, T 5 AR IR K 7K 3R 4%
V. Al /NIRRT 1 3% DOM 1Y S, — S0Pk —
I, KR DOM 52 J8 AN - S48 3 | Ik Sk
PRI F AR, 5 H A A b 37 385 A% HE 7K DOM A
HARAFFE KA DOM 1) SUVA,, {8 284638 FRl 4 K,
AN B 7K A T B B0 A 1 25 SR

%£5 REEBEKEHILLD

Table 5 Comparison of different types of water
DOM iR HAY Sk SUVA,s,/L-(mg-m) ~! - b ) 2 ik
P BRI IR L K LBk / 0.14 ~0.25 AH | i [54]
5| NS e K 1.61 ~6.51 0.57 ~1.01 / [42]
Big Sulphur Cave HRK 1.48 / / [46]
Paldang Lake WK / 1.51 A | H [55]
Lk K g HK / 1.65 ~4.02 [H b, [56]
TGN A1 /NI A 0.80 ~1.25 / AT, pR, b [22]
G/ NI KR /N K R 0.30 ~1.36 0.46 ~8.69 A M, R RIS
1) “/™ ZRm 3CHk v A BT 45 R
2.4  LHURI AR ARG KK DOM [ ENGEIEESS'S

fE4 R Fn 10 J dva) s SIAe AR R A & ()
A MR 2SR & AR AR AL ) SRAEKFE DOM, DL
A WA 2SI AR A A I /N OK & DOM #9245 £k
(#£6),4 HFHEKDOKFE; 10 H¥REESE. Xt
WM 22 DOC, FDOM ., CDOM %I H & 3, FDOM
He g 2 AR B FE (P >0.05) , 1 DOC #1 CDOM ¥
JEEFMERF (P <0.05). 4 AWK, HEOKE
DOM ¥ J& Al CDOM ¥+ 10 H. HJEF l g
J& . OEMAFEZS KK DOM 32 & Bl 4l #FE +
o BB, R RN | AR K S, SR A
S NI 75 DOM Ve B AT €534 i A BL T A7
125, @FDOM & CDOM 65 %k 2 56 iy 3
43 AHFHERTE CDOM WOBfR# S & ot £k
KFEZERFESE 2 FDOM 22 5 K 3% 1 CDOM 2 5
R, TRESE HH TAEZOUY I AE CDOM T 4 (1 L

TIHh, B/ K FE I JE AR AR M S N IT 3 1Y
AFR L JE T AR Y. B E R E A E R
RS, I BRI RS S, & e DOC
1 CDOM (W EZJFEN. 4 4 H C i 2=, 720
Hahn, BEA 2 R EOK R DOM 25 7 P FRAE 1 5.
EABSEHF, DOM B S, HAAEM 257 (P <
0.05) ,{H SUVA,,, ZBAIFABI R (P >0.05). Fl4
JIRE E K/ KRR L, 10 A REAS S, (8 B 5B T F%,
SRR XATREE T 4 AOLIAR SR S T
10 A JEFEANE T DOM [ A S B0 SR+ 43
FRUBRIHE AT Sy Bl /DN, T 55 A PR 25 49 B IR, A5 0
7% SUVA,, fHZFAK.

XM ZEZCSE (R T), ER/IKFEZE FIL N
1.53~1.87 [ ¥{H (1.62 £0.08) ], M3(ZEFI K
0.58 ~1.92[ YA (1.64 0.19) | MR 22 7

F6 AREMEHMZTRIEDOC, a(355). Sg. SUVA, S T4
Table 6 Distribution characteristics of DOC,a(355) ,S;,SUVA,5, of water DOM in different seasons
I , DOC ERE a(355) " : AR5 R AL SUVA,s4 LRETE N
KA [ A 7R Z S
R Sfpien kw08 BTREC 0N mgagen s, RTRRC SV
T IRIK 27.41 28.91 11.93 40. 94 1.10 13.22 4.29 71.74
2014-04  FEK/IKEE Fie 2.71 40.28 2.52 62.15 0.97 46.3 3.83 27.44
H sk 76.53 36. 83 10.98 20.22 1.23 10. 36 1.17 58.26
WK 6.19 17.54 5.24 12. 66 0.91 4.57 4.16 21.29
2014-10 PSR HaK 3.46 28.98 2.24 58.52 0.61 65.22 2.75 23.94
H 7K 9.93 20. 96 4.06 26.2 0. 89 1.99 2.07 28. 84
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B % 37 %

PEAREE(P>0.05), EK/IKFEZE BIX H0.74 ~
1 19[ #1H(0.82 £0. 13) ], HEHKZE BIX 4 0.73 ~
L 13(¥I{H 0. 81 = 0. 15) PHFPAE F= 25 S PEAL R i 3%
(P>0.05). WiZsr o, KR 2ZESR H o FTER
FEF(P<0.05) RUIZKIE DOM 37 J& B4l #f A
PRRE A PG B0 | AR B 2B A S5 ), 1 U 38 4o Hh 2%
T2 A8 25 7 e A B A N K AR i R

ANT], A AE N [R] Fh AR 251 K AR 2 2R 1 B NS I 3
s AP ZE 5. PR R, R U it 51 i 7k
AT, SR KR DOM RS 2 1 4 40 L B
W B R 455 A2 FL A BIX (HiE—
A AT, K/ K R AP AE 2= FIESE A A 2 DOM
UGN AN (RIEAE R W) ¥4, #R R
PR A AN ZE 43R AR R AL A 3 R R .

£7 AEEHMZFAE FI, BIX, HIX, 1) I 1o ZHER
Table 7 Range of FI, BIX, HIX, r(,,c), r(1/.) of water DOM in different seasons

SRAEHT ] BAEEY TR AR A BIX T(A/C) T(1/0)
K 1.53 ~1.87 0.75 ~1.19 2.01 ~2.26 1.52 ~5.20

2014-04 B V4] Ik 1.64 ~1.81 0.81 ~1.10 2.18~3.92 0.53 ~5.41
HEk 1.58 0.74 2.09 1.84
VK 1.66 ~1.77 0.73 ~0.78 2.14~2.29 1.69 ~3.62

2014-10 M Ik 0.58 ~1.92 0.77 ~1.13 2.08 ~2.35 2.30 ~4.35
H K 1.70 0.77 2.14 1.42

P2 ZE S SRR ST a0, R 2
Gy P T AR 2= K AR DOM RpAiE 3% 3 i) o 22 ]
K. HORIE—T5 K A T AR 3 i B4R A (]
WARRERE) 5 RIRA BLAR | &, BESERE N, U
TR, AT 45 7K 4 DOM. v o Y545 5 R iF B
8. Rl W S 82 AR SRR B A
T, HOK AR DOM PR BURF A -5 32 U H /N 2R
(e A € 2 <o I N T e 0 e s Rl % -4 S i
() RIS (SR S G TR AL TS s T
BRI T (SR A

3 g

(1) =i JE X Ay /N K AR DOM. 23 7] 22 5
Lz N K25 | B /R T N i M | B R 3
KA DOM 2L, = 4E 55 2 28 4 A9OhE
(A, CHFIB,T). IHHEK B, T WEEHGHREE B KT
oK, 158G K S 608 B AT, K4k DOM 258 1
Y5y RIS B L AR A SRR M. AP R s &
L FDOM ., CDOM 435115 DOC 1 5 35 26 P A G k.
PENCTERRIE R, Bk A AR VR SR W1 sh i 52 ma A1
AMNIEA 1 15 7K B AR 7 F K 5% 2 S 3K
DOM 443 Fh 25 HE 11 4H /048 £ () T 2 AL

(2) gl /NI A [R] 2 R K &R DOM 119 1% St 21
OYAETE R M 22 5, R B AR A H 7E 24> DOM H
() gt AN [A], A2 Ak R, Rg HLK A IR 7K CDOM
#£ DOM H T 7 1 LB 3R T S K AR X B /. TR
Bf, S, (225 W, REKAEE/K DOM 35 & |
B 7K 20 43 B i 5 Tt AR K (YR DTHREA &)

(3) fEE KR/ IKFEFE MR REAA 2
TP FPAE KR DOM FRIE B sh i RN K. +
i F 7 225 6 5 K DOC, CDOM F1 DOM 24
AR/ RIB IO CH Y (1 gy, ) HEBIAFAE D] 0 22
52,000 FLL BIX Al r ) 2R AR, DOM (Y EFL
FRBE P22 SRR W 38, O[] A ZR ol /N i 387K
& DOM a4 I AR 2% B 5 55 09 J 7 AL F2 B, DOM
RAFHARIE I (A . BE2R) LA S AR (S 58 )
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