PSR M BB /K I D B Bt I S 1 E I /KTE#B D

Effect on Aquatic Plants on the Thermal Convection in a Closed Stratified Water Body
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The stream function and the DO
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The intercept rate of thermal transportation

FE  ATTS  7RIT  AA
X0Y TavE JOovJEvk A4
2 063 0.4 0.49 0.17
o 022 037 0.39 0.62
lo "
ws—g “ 8 Bé MR
== g A"
I | A
% 0.96 L A
S 094 - o
2 L o
2092 e sroxyy
ﬁ 09 || BF7RVYIAYTEYR o
# AFFHILAYE
%088 | ohFq7AA
0.86
0 0.2 0.4 0.8 1

Fig.2 KA DFEA

0.6
ékDO%E@%%

The relation between the luxuriant density
and DO distribution
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The relation between the degree of cover
and DO distribution



