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E A S R G TE R A N 38 AR A 3R 8 T R A RS A R, SRR AR e ks 2 S BOWlA K PR 5%
RSN E] P 2R TR A AN R B A B o SRR A AR A e ik g P 2 k= 45 B 1)
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(Scheffer, 1993 ) ; #TH & & 7= AL # v] LA 45 4 i)
A S RGO Wi A1 s el
KRR SO MUK RS RS R G E T 5 ek
A TARAE AR AL . O T AR A8 e e i) B A B A W)
(Holling, 1973 ; May, 1977; Carpenter, 2003 ; Collie
et al, 2004) . JRAEFRIBA PR, HBFFEE X AR ZS
RGAA SN RN AR — 8, 2 . (D) 1R
AR AE RN TR) N R AR 1Y, A 9 SRR FIORE LA 7
HE; (2) REEME S IIRE L AW A2 AP EZL
RIS (3) B Jm A= il s b —Fh AR 2, OF HiZde
SRES KOS BATENE; (4) BAARLM: 23
(IEREZ TN DYNE 3 -Bunu il PN 33 G IV L (TR ]
THAE S R GRS A 0 8K 51 K 7] 3 Sy SR SR 3 A
e N B I N E N e N e R R P G R 7
Bger AR TR TR KA S R 5 PR Sl A
FH 2 OKAAR )5 F T~ (Scheffer et al, 1993) , B
AT A 25 R GRS Y o S ) R W i A A
ek A= B W PR AR S AL

WA A S R GRS Ny 3 T — A0 b
1L RUINER 2R A RPN L SRR Vi S L S GNP

Wi B E3:2016 —05 -23

EEW A EHK A AR 54 (No. 41301599)

YEZ B 85,1978 R4, 55 W R LA, 322 NS S e
VAHESY . E-mail: zlzny@ 163. co

BIEEE £, E-mail: 2x@ yies. org. cnm

XERHE 1674 -3075(2017)01 - 0001 - 09

TA A S B 360 D P 30 5K Bl A e oy R4S T IR R bk
(8 AL T 5 WAF TE — 5 1Y 972 s R A2 A5 (1
B WF9EE T DR IS WA 3 25 R B0 % ARk i) &
JrAE TN FUE L A K IR AR A
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RS ) IS F (Van den Berg et al,
1999; Hargeby et al, 2007; Carpenter & Lathrop,
2007 ; Kamenir et al, 2008 ; Boll et al, 2012) , i1 F
LWL BAIR LA B = — L8 SR b , Bl 40 B K
HEAEW) I S LA Rt 2 S A 2 2 O ) A R A
S5 FTE B WA 221 OR T8 SR AR S MK A W
i AR AR AL A (Yacob, 2006 ) 5 ] HITTAR
frEEIC SRR E R 3R P A A R AL i R A
(Boll et al, 2012)
1.2 KSeERA LI

Hy T ISCAR N ] e 2 5 5 IRV, I LB X
FAASECA FRILAS WA B 18] 2 51 23 M A A4 Rt
A3k ) A T AT A R IE 2 AR 2 X 4

A BT AE AL Zimmer et al, 2009) , fF58 % % H
“ 23 [P TR)” (9 75, BIVRE AR 1 380 1 9 e A
PEII T AR AR 7R 1A A 25 R GRS AR AR LB 5 2R
FEZER T WA SE [, 3 AR S T o TR
TEH NI AE, 32 1 50 T A A iR A
TEWNAE P S A 5 7 b A — s (AR5,
HAALEE ORI = B IR TR 8 SR KT
IR W 22 5, BB I 25 3075 77 B R B IR K
- s @A Y PR T R AL AR TR A o B B AT ] AR S
FE7N SRR , f0 45 TN TP Chl-a 75 W] B2 45 B {L
fobR, KRR T i) RS AE IR AR, R
TREE H B, L T80 2 TR HESh W) | B A
Yy A= W HE AR o

®1 #BEKXERRUES

Tab.1 Cases of lake survey based on large samples

WA s - s , - - .
AL e T A S b B3
Tooa/A FR
TCE MY K AEAE Y B AEY;
1171 TP:&?S;%?Z/"EVL 0.7-14.7 hm*  <3.5 SBR.TP R4 R E Chl-a, J““esz‘;*m
-a.4 - ayer,
# pH HL i ’
TP:0.001 —1.04 mg/L IKAAE D) W R4 5 SBR TP TN | Bach
. -hmann
2 319 16 TN:0.043 -=3.79 mg/L 1 -19808 hm? 3.1 S g ik Chl-a . pH | L & [acl ;002’
Chl-a:1 -241 pg/L R 1] o
IKAEAEY) K IR S L fa Jeppesen
3 35 16 TP:0.004 -0.513 mg/L 0.03 -3555 km> 0.7 -177  24;SBR.TP,TN DIN Chl-a,pH ) fllp 005
et al,
S O B
TP0. 005 —0.35 mg/L , ,
Vi 9); TP, TN, Chl-a , i B} J&F
4 14 1 TN:0.022 -4.56 mg/L. 3.3 -309 km*> 1.3-25.7 éi)%ﬁ%# @ BIE WS, 2009
Chl-a:2.3 - 184 pg/L MR
TP:0.001 -0.2 mg/L TR KA W R T Zingel
508 1 TN:0.7-2.8mg/L 0.23-270 km® 0.8-2.8 sl #y; SBR. TP TN DIN Chl-a, "0
Chl-a:9 -230 pg/IL pH HL I (% B I o
TP.0.011 —0.595 mg/L
6 72 2 TN:0.45 -6 mg/L 0.02 -0.5km> 0.5-7.5 JKAEREY) 6255 TP TN Chl-a Zimmer, 2009
Chl-a:l 242 pg/L
TP.0.02 - 9. 14 mg/L e s
7 8 3 TN.0.1-25.8 mg/L. 0.09-2.53 km®> 0.5-4.5 i‘f’ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁf*ﬁ%gﬁf%@ Kosten, 2009
Chl-a:0.6 - 2889 pg/LL FR T PR B
TP.0.015 -0.73 mg/L IKAEAE Y7 55 B ; TP TDP ('TDN | fily Bavley &
8§ 148 1 TDN:0.6 -3.5 mg/L. 0.02-0.5 km> 0.3-1.9  #%(.Chl-a, Mn, S 4 & F.DOC, ey

Chl-a:0.9 343 pg/L

. . . Prather, 2003
pH LS i B raer

M X S A TS N SE P R R T — L
BEIESE IR AR, BN RIS 2SN WA AR 2
ARG T YR LSRR E TR KRS S ok
TS T R SO AR AR R IR B .
S WL RE 6 18 1 %) B K AR AR A A sl R A A
IR A AT A A E B OIS 5 AR
17T S 8 L TG 3k % ] R e A 1) ik — 25 AR A AR )
JE TIPS , I HL SR A by s s R 2 e g
YR E IR SRS € IR PR, R = X AR S R 4

FEAR P W, XE DL ST R I - IR - RS R G As
) B R M 10, SR FHR I B AN REAS A T i)
SRS A B 4 1) IR R AN & ( Havens & Aumen,
2000) ,

2 Hitoth

FIFHGET 73R A 75 A I 1] P 51 i 000 5 14 0
A LA el B R S R e R i K R H
BUH TT . Gttt 3 20 R S e g Ve
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)51 b A 2 A%, DA TR HE AR DAy o) e 18 3 o o
H S A I A3 BIT o H AR (A 1 S
T BEBA D5 22 50bn i 22 19 38 05 ) B 58
A @AM T2 O TG IR 3 A @ B AHK
PE3858 ( Van Nes et al ,2003 ; Qian et al, 2003 ; Schro-
der et al, 2005 ; Solow et al, 2005) , RS it#7
T R A I 8] 9 Ge T i S TR AN e i i Ak
I EE I S B, T X 61 B I 2 22 S UL 5 AN
T S RN LE S RG0S 2 gL A R . 4R
M, BAAE S RETERR S AT G ¥ S K A R4
) ERIRAEAL, I H R G B AR IR & )
W R e, BT Py s B B S 1T 0 B O VA ME RO ROk
TEH T

3 RERH

o A AT R, D W 1 AR A R AR Y
SR T, B RO T e SR T A A S A A
TPl TEWIAAE BRI & S i AR b, S i 4
RIET & B, I L0 Y 2 e i 48 K 2
BRI AT XA S S A TR, X R WA AR
BRGAREFARA— L R N H 5 0C R kAT 117
AL Bl 5 HEAS B A 75 & (Mooij et al, 2010) 5 i 4
IKEEREY) RS a2 GEWIEESE . T AR
SSRGS R W B RG22 1L, 3
W FRYF, MERR B TN AR S R SR S e
i B Y R B A I R e i K AR A -
2 - TR Eh ) - MEE R - WS AE Y R LA A
BEOERR - JEIR - DU Y B 2 i BT IR AR T
fif I HEATREAL, SRR H Al B 3R — MR ALRE S
TR AE S RGN I R (XK S, 2005) , %
B I AR DU RES BLIIA AR S R4 R %
HOd AR, WA e A A AR ] St 17 AR
W 2 W A A A K J€ 1) 7 ] ( Mooij et al,
2010) o HF LA B A, AR SO X ) 1 A A B iE
ATVAGN AR T A2 78 R GRS S i Ay

A FERE B S) H S 28 (Jdrgensen, 2008 ;
Mooij et al, 2010) ; ¥ 2545 AU ( static model ) | fj B 5]
J15 A A (minimal dynamic model ) | 5 Z% 3l J7 2#
B ( complex dynamic model) | 4544 ) J1 245 8 (struc-
tural dynamic model ) | > {£& #£ %I ( individual-based
model ) .

3.1 BSEE

SRR T BN B IR AR AR, 2R

JeH1 Vollenweider (1975 ) # i , BEAIHA 1 T S0k

SRS SR A i AT R OC R
BRSPS BOR TR R RN B IR, 8id 2
R JE WG E W BRI EE R B T — 2620 (Tmboden
& Gachter, 1978; Canfield & Bachmann, 1981) ; 5
/NFHE(2003) G257 BRIy 3 D E SR L
(1) 854 TINAAGZ DA 1R 2 Z B E 57
Wyt s (2) FESL 1 190 v oK IR 8 1] #8852 46 5K
5 (3) AR R 1 2+ — R 1 A iR B =Y
A e YA R A Ay s TR R B 114 1 2 R K

I HiF, M SR BIATS SR AT B N, 2 Bl e i ]
P2 A SE AR R AE S 80, BTSRRI Eh ik
JE SRR a E i B SRR AR S E SR A )
TERAE Z 1] () 0 80 T R 32 e B I ) 46 ) A R &R
3 G AT IR R R R U A I (R A
WA PREE S B F A (5 B (/v 2003 ; Carpenter
& Lathrop, 2008 ; Mooij et al, 2010) ;{H jH, 2S5 7 [7]
AR TC 1 e ik B 55 s (1) BB TR 45 R G
BN [R] A2 AL Y Bl g 27 B 5 (2) JCHE R AR AT H i
%5 (3) HAB 4 F 9 4R 00 19 37 4l (Jdrgensen,
2008) . DAt , HAT S5k 58 2, O BAT 5853 9IRS
IEHFSB ARG RS RN ESRS
(Jrgensen, 2008 ) ; 5l & 75 45 H KUBS PEAS 9% 00 &
(Carpenter & Lathrop, 2008 ) , jt 25 7Y ) 25 B A~ A]
o
3.2 EZXxHAhFER

S 2%y )y " E AR H TR A PR A B PR
T R |z 2 AL, IR Y DL RE 5P 1H
Yy sy RSl it <y 48 o Bh A, H AL i O AR
FAFEEFRY (NP .C.Si,0 %) EH RN A
KT DU, B8 B S Tk ah ik 8 AR AR
R QK A AE Y 28 TR S R S 5
%) IRy R IR
3.2.1 EFDC P34 S A0 (EFDC) fiz 5. i
Hamrick 75 1988 4EM % 5¢ il ( Hamrick , 1992) , f&x#]
IR K Bl IR, 1995 ARG 1 /K i 5 DA IR 40
Bk (Park, 1995) , R A5 5 F & — AR 1Y
Pt 7 %, B 4% 2 ROk 3y # 21 AV IR SR
K5 B SRR DL f 27 AR A7 B 1 IS e
WERLAE B SRR Horp EFDC (5 8 R A AR 2
DAk (C) S LAt , AR AE 4 TR 1) 32,3 My
Plaw s AL BIE BOD ik 2=kl . A ALK A&
B AT ARG HE 1 0o 3 28 ABPEURL S AT E
RS HATE RS o KBRS 1) 3l ) ~Fd B d
TURRH — /K 4 ) o S8 48t A8 DA S TR W o 4 i
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A84645E . EFDC R XS G AR w1z, AL FE 1
WA KPR T R A AR — PR R L
B EFDC #AITEE PR EAS3] 172z 0, EZ 0]
TR BT SR AR A % e R DA R S A A T Y
AT KPR VIR FRIEAN A TARRPEAS L DT
Y H L A2 (Park et al, 2005 Zou et al, 2006 ;
Zou et al, 2008 ; Liu & Huang, 2009; Gong & Shen,
20113 Zhao et al, 2012)

ARG AL O B, R TE T4 5
&1 KB ) TR AR R B sk AL 2 e AR ;
Hh B EAG B 1) R PR, AT AR 7R 2, T F
Yt e AR = AE K IR (EBE R B A AT
FZROK MY B Y R EKAEE SR, Y
FATRLALL & A B S I b 45 4 A2 A ) AR S R e AR A%
e R, T LB A T G
3.2.2 CE-QUAL-W2 AR oy 26 [ i 45 T2
Te P & 1 5 oK B 7 7K BB A ( CE-QUAL-W2 )
(Cole & Wells, 2011) ; fx#] B )& 1 Edinger &
Buchak (1975 ) JF & 1 # #RAF LARM (57 [ 7K JE A5
B ARCEY K A A S R Y ) e S BT
CE-QUAL-W2 FERI A= o %48 A % — > ] FOR-
TRAN 15 5 9 bt 1) — 48 N E W 10 K 3l g 5 i B L
B BRI K B e 2 27 ASIRES S i ORI
UKL R W A DL I B2 KRR R S
B AE) TR AR 45 5 L A, o T AR 4 5 2R
Tl — B s AR AR (EOE TR ) MR SF P BT T g
Yy AR ST, BEARLAT LIS 2 AOK LA 5
HEATREL, A ) 54

45 EFDC 2&{pl, CE-QUAL-W2 7EWIA AT L K

PERYZK PR AE F5 TAR 3 17z 0w AR R AR R
TR KRR BB AT AT T . SR, AR AL TR
] -2 ) e, PR L) ROK AR ) 2% R 4K
Shy AT B, 3K AN AR RY AR I T A — SR
A5 P L2 0% T80 T 0 o 1 T K LA K
SRR AR ALL Y FR BT T AR VPAL 25 7 T .
3.2.3 PCLake JHBEAY 3% ] T REL K I 4=
SRGUE K FAL 5 K s RIRR A e, 8 ] 2% LA
IR AR A B R R B AR A AR 1 O
R ARG RS B IR B = R P
BH4% (Janse, 2005)

R TR TC ) 22 00 J2 TR A , ¥
AR S RZTRYI (0 ~ 10 em) FE N HIKE K,
WA T 58 IR G B F4ERL B, A 25 1Ok 3l )i
Fio BBALE T SRR g i A K o

P KA A RIH TR R e, b 25
FEEE T sy 028 R T R EE E SR
A E (NP S RAEAFAEY N T, KR KA
SUTRY) Z A TOHU BT B2 AR Y ERAR 1 TR
SESRERNOEST IR AR A KA R R
He i TUR Y R Fe € PEAVE FREb R . B84
15 17 RS 5 TTALY B A 5RAK  TEHLE 57
3 Bk KRR RS 3 R AR
RUR 205 0 Ty AL BUR S AS &, FE I K A= 4 )
A, 1IN 7K A= R P T e B DUK AR Y B A
Fo

3.2.4 CAEDYM CAEDYM ( computational aquatic
ecosystem dynamics model) &[] University of West-
ern Australia fif) CWR ( centre for water research) Jf
RBIKA S ) AT SRR I8 T TR URL IR i
A APLTCHLE FRER (C NP S 7 FlsesE 4l
WS IS m S K AR AR ) (R4 a2 B
2 AR BY TSN Y M RBDKAEAEY)) e
JER BRI AR bR (RS R T pH AR I AL
H4pJm ) s CAEDYM n] J7 ffi 3 5 — 26K By Jy 2 R 7l
PEAT 4545 (Hipsey et al, 2008 ) , 411 8 25 7K 4 46 7
(DYRESM) A{al 11 i13H S g5 R (ELCOM) o &
PR, IR BB 2 1% 1 AR I8 I 500 SRR AE LA X
A P ) R A VL A 2 R A TRLALL

3.2.5 AQUATOX  JHEAY 3= % fl ALk = ) ot
(ELIEE SR Y B HLY 50 19 1T 7% e A S X 7K
AR RGERER . BRI [ 902, AQUA-
TOX AAAUREAL I L B K A A ) L R v 4 7K A
YR TH T U PR o3 i e F2 , [) Bt 45240
ALY BT ALY A e R AR A R AR S F .
RIrh S AR Z R WA RS EOM 250 24 50, /] LUJT
EE P, AN JEAE T 3 e [ 0 380 9 e 5 2 Rk
Isman B IE,

3.2.6 ECOPATH AL Ty 5t 5 AE &1 i
RS RE R R AR S R G B W) R sl A, BT R
MBS 1225 B M AR S R, BT A
() 9 e 1) A= W AL R 03 A e R R AR R
AR/ AR B SRR B R AR S
PSR AL T SR R AR 8 W] LA
T RRER A AE S RGP R, IR A
SRGFFIEMAZ A, ECOPATH X /K A AE W)Y 73
LB, BOR i A Ry A 2z (R AL i B S
PAHE R R, BIGE & T 0 TR K A AR 58T i
15 HEBE 73 1IE
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75 Bl g 2 B T BR O 5 g AL Y ( Strategic
models) ( Levins, 1966 ) mf #f & #&% % ( Conceptual
models) (Grimm, 1994 ) . 5 BRI X I 7E T
AL TR AR 4G, S A ECE LA H
J7FE(Van Nes & Scheffer, 2005) , % Rk 251
FAFRE )

{7 B2l g 2 R — RO R XE DL B VLA R 1 A=
SREFEN UG B BERLFETRT (Van Nes &
Scheffer, 2005 ; Mooij et al, 2010) , M\ 17 5631F 5t 264
BRI S B HA M ER— 28515, 52 b,
1EN Grimm (1999) 45 Y, 18 5 &) 51 8l )y “# A RUfiE %
IR RS R G, (H X R PUZ T2 T
mAERGZ T, Bl T EJER, /s
SRR R 2 2 o T SR b e i 5 O 1 AR 2>
T PR T . IR — R R T2 AR
FE AR Z P55 4 1) Lotka-Volterra F%Y, Hy
THEBRGEWE Y, HEi 2 %M 2 f 155 5 0
Lotka-Volterra &84 , F| Fl LA L 30 7 FE X &
BRI BA M BRI RS RGO
FEFEATHE

H TENAE B R GRS A Z R
LB GEIR M UL S R S5 AR I B 24 R AR AR 5
(52 2 2l J PRl TR 2 X A A RGN Al
CE W S S T PE AR S HOR 2T ME LI AL
HAESZRGE RS (Van Nes & Scheffer, 2005)
T A B SR, L Scheffer S 82 1 F 55 # % H fi
BN T R AR AR S R e ) 3R B R R B
AR AR, 510 - 455 A5 Bl il ek T ek
KNS RS B (Motomi, 2007 ) 5 T Ay & M 73
BT i st & 77 A W T AT 9 (L ( Carpenter, 2008 ) ; 1 7H
AR RGEW K — KRS R 2 A HL ] (Van
Nes, 2007 ) ; /K #IIA AN [A] ) b ( An i 26 55 7K A A8
Yy, BHIF AL 5 UK R ) 1958 4 G 3 (Scheffer,
2003) .,

3.4 FEhHFEE

SR B) )RR T R DAL SRR B [ A
BN IE A1, — R AR SRR ) SBR[ E B 1Y
BS54 RGP T PR A 2S5 S
W A5 P ) T 24 A A8 A ) R P AN 38 R — AR e A
SRR Z B AT KA 7 Pk, 2808 M BEAR R
(Zhang et al, 2011) . Z5#43) J) 2 BERIR T H AR e
BAESZ A SR WA S RGNS R 22 4k
PLK AR IR 2R e g, 78 B bR A 2R i —

L6 SR AN 2 A K AR BRI A 225 SR
FAF RGN TR TS N R SRR A T AR 1L
ZHLRE U8 B 0 L SE 10 SR W S B A% L ( Zhang et al,
2004) , Exergy & H i 4= 88 vh by Fl de )™ 19 H AR
PRI, 2 PR BCRT 278 O AR S R G TR AT A IR 254
(S.) GAEPFEPIRZSM (S) F2E(E, ERIEE RS
HIFERE BE T (Jdrgensen et al, 2002) o XFWITALAZE R
B , RYEEGETER I AR 2 P K, [ e
B F SR TES BRI, SR AT BEHL (L Exergy 15
B R (XK &, 2005)

3.5 MERE

AMRAGERY S A AR v — AN EE 0 5 5, I R
HHBUAE 20 b4l 70 44X, Huston 25 (1988 ) $2 1 1 &
JRAMAREAL 2 A3 —— A 1 5 L Rk S A
P HORRE W B ELAA R 3 A ELAE 5 1200 R
Sz AR AL B A SR A S R
YRR ERATT

LI 52 A% Bl ) 2 AR S A IR A AR S AR
WA AR IS 4 3R A A 1) 52 B R M (4n ) i)
R AR AR ) | TR B AR R AR
AT R AT HE IR 0 A YR B B LA )
&, IFREH TGRSR A Y Jry B T AE 2R
B BT RAT IR P E R GERAE ((Kai-
ser, 1979) o AMABHLEE X AN Y R el # BHA 2
IPE BT RN G AR, BB e 2 H A0 i 3 ) A
PR R 22 Wy AR B DT AR 2 180 1 28 AR ALE
(Grimm, 1999) ; [ i} [n] 27 B A> =Y 22 A 4 i 22 ) %)
06 VE TR BTAE IAL A R B AR B SE AR T DL
Y 5B AL R 2Z TR AR EL R R o

WNAE S RGN &, MAKRIZ S B4R R R,
TE/KAAEY) | A S AEASADL T U T Rk e, A
BASPIFP LD, K e 28 22 A Wy A 0 4 TS se A AR U
(DeAngelis et al, 1979; Scheffer et al, 1993; Clark
et al, 1997a; 1997b; Calado et al, 2000; Best et al,
2001 ;van Nes et al, 2002 ;van Nes et al, 2003) , L)
NE A HETN N2 S S K A AR A
PIAAAE RS ( Charisma ) Fil £ 2B (R 450 7Y (PIS-
CATOR) .,

Charisma 3% i MMA& £ & (super-individual ) 475
A B PR AT . B A 2R A) FORE)
TH73 20 WA HEATRALL, 451 WO A% T 46 & W) A OF B )
Pl AT DLE RS Z [ 454 . BERUBLUK A A )
SR R A E R R B ZE AR R T
T, AN R EEAAH6 R SR IR (bi-
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carbonate ; HH O IR BN TEIL, ¥ K2 213 7K
AL S RS DA SOK AR I AR o R R
IKAERE ) HE N - B ZE T I 46 8 AR N B
BRI IR AR o AKAEAEY) B A KR B T A
YRR PR FIAZE T3 R DB R K A A A=
Py 3G e — R FHALH , D66 SR TG BER L |
TRLE B K A AR i e 1S5 KRR T ) 1 B, SR ]
Monod Jy i+ & B3 K AL MY L T 2% 8
WUIR S B ) R 2o i RO A LS A R
PEAET 4 MRE

PR R ME SUTE TS AR K AR rp )
REA AL B AT R A7 Ak e A, 8 2]
HABRGEPTRRE , 5 R H e
TR A G AR AT 800 (top-down effect) . PIS-
CATOR R M4 (super-individual ) 1977 20 %) B8
DR VIR FEAT A BB 2 5y 8.2
TG ) RS RIS R S s RSN
PRI S 2 2R By, BB BCE N
8 Pt 2Rl 3 b £ 5 = CORI R L BRI AR 0) L
AT AR A S0 2R M Rh e .

4 MRRE

A HIA A S R GRS N 7 T5
TEBITFAEAN L, S0 I ke = 0f A 25 AR G B AR TR 1Y
E82 , XMELATS B D) i) 3 B A i S 5 et o3
e XE LA AR A Hh 5 5 A5 PR 0L B A0 A 2 ) L
IR (R AR SR AT AR R PR PR . R,
S JEATRAE LU JLAS D5 IR A5 o

(D) Sageito b S8 BRI 13A A4
SRGRHIRR . Gt RS ARG A S B
ol F LR R 15 5, O T8 00w A A AR AL 4
SRAAELRAE AR LA S AN 5 P T 7 AR A 4
F RMBRGET T 5 S BB 4 5

(2) FREEAE B B A BT — 7K A R 5% R
MRS Y R o BOKIIARS A S B 3 Bl a7k
PBEARLAE AL AL AL G LASAAT — 7K ey 5
fil A PR AE B JC A I 2 7 oK, 7 SIS A AR
SRGEIZ T T SRS S A A 1 9k Eh
T RS N - AR RS A AL - 1
A7 — KB S IR DG AR 5

(3) LR 2SR 55 42 G /K UK 2 R R 5
HLEPERER T AR L — e R DA S e ey
REE FIFVE I U . (HIUA LI R AR
FAAE R BRYE , A S8 (4 K T 7K 2l 0 65 B0 it /b 8 3 5

TR A A AR, ME LA R S et A A2 2R
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Review on Driving Factor Detection Methods of Regime Shift in Lake Ecosystem
ZHAO Lei', LIU Yong®, LI Yu-zhao’, ZHU Xiang', ZOU Rui', SONG Di'

(1. Yunnan Institute for Environmental Sciences, Yunnan Key Laboratory of Pollution Process
and Management of Plateau Lake-Watershed, Kunming 650034 P. R. China;
2. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Peking University, The Key Laboratory of
Water and Sediment Sciences, Ministry of Education, Beijing 100871 ,P. R. China)

Abstract; The lake ecosystem would undergo regime shifts triggered by long-term human threats and short-term
strong disturbance. The catastrophic shifts can cause sharp deterioration of lake ecosystem in a short period of time
and defer the process of restoration. For scientific decision of lake management, it is therefore essential to reveal
the mechanism of regime shifts and explore the driving factors. To date, experimental observation, statistical analy-
sis and modeling are the primary methods used for detecting and identifying driving factor of regime shift. Experi-
mental observation is limited for the lack of identification of lake ecosystem as a whole and it is difficult to identify
driving factor exactly only with experimental observation. Statistical analysis is based on history data. However be-
fore and after the regime shifts, the ecosystem structure and key processes will change dramatically, which would
limit the detection or forewarning of regime shifts using statistical analysis. Model simulation, especially mechanism
model, is considered to be an effective way to identify driving factor of regime shift. Here, some potential research
focus was proposed based on the intensive literature review, including: (a) combination of statistical analysis and
model; (b) coupling ecological model with hydrodynamic and water quality model.

Key words: lake ecosystem; regime shift; driving factor



