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Fig.1 The distribution of sampling
spots in Hongfeng Lake
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HEWT AN IK PE DOM =8 ke Y2 i UL, 901X ) 7K
FEFEGE (B A ) Sk U DOM) i 7K 44 Y 5% i AN Kk
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Fig.2 The values of E;/E, for

samples collected from Hongfeng Lake
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Fig.3 The comparison of f s, at

different water levels in Hongfeng Lake
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Fig.4 Hongfeng Lake water sample fluorescence
scanning stacking chart ( water depth = 5 m,
E, = 225 nm,E, slit = 20 nm, Ey slit = 5 nm)
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Fig.5 Hongfeng water sample fluorescence
scanning stacking chart ( water depth = 10 m,
E, =225 nm, E, slit = 20 nm, Ey slit =5 nm)
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