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In Situ Enclosure Experim ent for Purification A bility of the
Sulm erged Plants in Yunlonghu Reservoir
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Abstract Scene expermental sudieswere carried out onwater quality purificatbn efficiency of four kinds of Sub-
merged plants and heir canpounding inm nitype enclosures of an eutrophic lake Yunbnghu Reservoir  JiangShu
Province The resulis show that the transparencies n the enc bsures w ith the recovery ofmacrophytes are efficiently
enhanced canpared w ith the controled enc bsure w ithou tmacrophytes and the reservoirwater the status of DO is
mpwoved whileTN COD., and BODs are obvbuslyw iped off Among several expermented submerged p lants M yr+
ophylim spicatum L. has the best effect of mpwoving the transparency, Ceratophylum demersun L. has the best
effect of ncreasng DO, V allisneria spiralis . has the most efficient effect of absorbing TN, M yrophylbm spica
tum L. has the best effect of decreasing TP, M yrophylum spicaim L. and Ceratophyllun demersum L. has the
better effect of decreasng the organical substance The effect of canpound ngs of several kinds of Subm eged plan ts

can accelerate one and another to a certan extent
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