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Abstract: As increasing attention has recently been paid to the structure and function of the water ecosystems, the
ecological function of free-living heterotrophic flagellates in water ecosystems has emerged as a central issue in water
ecological research. Researches have shown that heterotrophic flagellates are being important members of microbial food
webs. Strengthen and expand the researches on heterotrophic flagellate diversity, community structure and their function in
nutrient recycling will contribute to understanding on the structure, function and the process of water ecosystems. In this
paper, species diversity, community structure and feeding ecology of heterotrophic flagellate were summarized. The

mechanism in nutrient recycling and the function in water ecosystem of heterotrophic flagellate were also discussed.
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W54 B R R 43D M HE .49 ( Phytomastigina ) FI B ¥ T4 ( Zoomastigina ) B NE4Y " o H RTINS 732 HE 6 AL TS
Livine F{J4325 2 G0 H Sh #E 7 40 i) 4 328 AARHIE Y 49 P o 6 AR O

TR BAMARUD , SRR E e W E S5, MR 4 B s R I T, I R BARE B
WRIATIE RS E M, FEHLEFFER PR T S ATRR 52 O 40 A A 2 v i O B RIS 7Y
LARGE T RERE Y o TEERIE M BER b | 34 R A # Ao 1A 2% 05 ik T BRI A T e 3%
BRI . BRSNS R MRS IR AR RS AR A RS
SEIRHIE B EBOR DT 3000 Ff CRUFIEHEE SR i) Y o JRGETT, BRH 4 (0 57 3R B AR 2 5L
2573 500 ZFh, KEEMZ09 200 ZFh, HAHIX 250 100 FhZEA" o 3o E VEHRIF 70 (I A 4y e I 37 5 R )
—PRRRT 157 MRFHEEE B ERIER TR BRI IHEE R 46 F 80 CHFST T I SRR
HERFER G FRELE ,IXF 6 Mgk G g7 TRk ; — S FAE S Y AR FHRI P Wil g T —2R
KA A TS R SRR R

FFRHEE BN , H A AR BRGNS SR , 7326 LU BRI M , U RIS A o FEE P, =
FRHEE BRSO R TR A BT R R D B R BRETE LA ASE , — ks e an il 6 IR 1
NEBIF T (black box) X4, i = X HA AR SR . RRWEREAREEFAERENF
BE K g e A a H — % O 20 ~ 20000 ~/mL, ZHUF £ 24 100 ~ 10000 A~/mL, 2K H N FHEE L
('heterokont taxa) , % 5 B AW B K 20% ~ 50% , FH YK J& 45 i & B Choanaflagellates (5% ~ 40% ) F1Z2 R B
Kathablepharids(10% ~25% ) , ¥k PRI ¥R MF B SEHEHEMY . FREERFRFEREMAESR
G EE RS, BRI P RAMASETE 100 BULE T2, 6 2K e R TR Kt &
B BRI S RRHEE A E M) 20% ~85% , AP HETE 24 5 20% , Ho A AP S A TG 66, 4 155 e 4R 6 LA
JE 37 R A B R B L o AR S R G R MR AL/, VTR R A WL R e A R 4 R
FFEHEE B FERAYPRIE R E A — M Rrge 17 &, B T UTER Y o 57 R HE 6 H 5 I 3 R B LU IR A
%o R R BRFEMEYEET DIAETRYNER LR
2 RFEFEARYEEREBRARK
2.1 RFWEHEENE

KA B AR R SR R AR/ FE B (2 ~200) ML (0 ~2p) RPN 152
o WOKHE WL B B AETE B IR B S A I T HUR (Bodo) | 4 1% Bt J& ( Chrysomonads ) | J2 1 1. J&
( Oikomonas ) &) % H J& ( Rhynchomonas ) | 45 #f T B 2§ ( Choanoflagellates ) | JG £4, i) HR 51 28 ( Colorless Eugle-
noids ) FIHEASTE & ( Mastigamoeba ) 55 . AAFHFE G KK F B R B W EEELH, BOEm
PHRRY], Rl £ R NS YR BR R XEA R RS, a4 & P (Bacerivores ) HE 7
(Herbivores ) & #¢)H ( Detritivores ) #1358 1% & 3% ( Osmotrophs ) 45 , A 265425 IR & & 3% ( Mixotrophy ) , FFEEH)
BYBRE AR R T IZ , R AR MR R AN IR RS AR TR, W4Tl 55 ~ 2000kD
AT PEA WL BR (DOM) ) RSt My R T AN M ) — Se IR PE R R M R o, T 400 o
B A AK IR T R AL E H R S0nm KU/NBURL Y . RIRHEE T A BRI s B S
BHR/MMER, BN RETXULBEWRARNZHAAEEEASRES GBS ESA, £1
BT L E B A VR AR AT B R BT AR A RS T
3.2 RFHIERREYREE

FFRHEE R DA R i B BT B 4 B A B, BRI I I 4 AR DA R S5 RCR o R R
e, RENER AEKRENHAE R ERICRENXN R, EREREEE N, F IRl Rk
SRR MARK BARETE BRI 40T , 05 A8/D BB A TG BRI A T, MAB K408 (0.4 ~0. 8um) 4
PRHBER(61.6 £6.9)% FHEAIH AR RE MR 1.83 57, FRUWE R EEFERESERKR
FERAIEE " R R AT B TSR SR M R X 4 R ) Ay PR ELA A A , T A e K R ) 4 T
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AT LAST IS B 2 AL WO R, SR B AR T B 0 0 T T B R A B AR A1

£1 EESFEERAEBANMMANREEHEWHREEE Y
Table 1 Body and food size spectrum of important Pelagic and Benthic heterotrophic flagellate taxa ?’->

SEFEHEE 125 Heterotrophic flagellate taxa A& KN Body size(um) B YPRif% Food size spectrum(wm)
45i#EE d1. Choanaflagellates 5.0~20.0 0.2~2.0
Zhk H #EE gt Kinetoplastids 2.0~25.0 0.3~3.5
JNFY S 1 Small heterokonts 5.0~40.0 0.3~8.5
TotaHR H12K colorless euglenids 8.0~90.0 0.6 ~23.0
KA F#fE  Large heterokonts 40.0 ~250.0 0.6 ~30.0
JEE#EE d1 2K Dinoflagellates 20.0 ~1000.0 0.6 ~ >30.0

20 B 1 S 7 I H A B 0 B 3R T 199 K M TR A 2 e S 5 R O B i . W EL3h W e B
IS T ORI 5 45 B < 38 440 X 40 1 0 5 sk S B A B 5 TET K R A P T 4R 78 % . e, R HE R
BB AR o R F] REAEZEAH UL o B TS R 40 B AR M B PR A I R K PR 22 5%, 20
KBTS FIRER A A LR, I TR 10 53 S5 40 B 3R A SR I . Monger™ BFSTIE SL ¥ B
Bt gk P AR A Y B A S IR R . RIS A S e K R RE R AR AR, iR R SR
iR B A B SR TE TR 7 CRg K AVE AR B89 0 ) AR T /KA 2R THT 5 0 B, 35 25 Pt Se B B /K 1k v O 40 B8 5 T 4 2R
RIETK & TR RE TR 7, USRI A S5 B8 ; A SRR 7K 7 5K R R Rk AR, WA FAAE
SHEFK R PR . EdA S E X A AR L5 E, Matz 1 Jurgens WA : 40 B R F K M2 F AR
£ B E R MR R RRE DY . TR TR A I — A5, SRR T A %
8058 =NES N0 2K 1 DPi NN AN D9 @) QN OB b e S el = 32 B 5
2.3 FIHEE SR AR

AR5 B TR Al R R R TR AR TG B SR SR B AT 3 A 3 28 (1) B B iUk AR 16 A9 FP S (AR IR de
FERE R iy, KBS S ) 5 (2) FE o A o 22 5 HE 6 i P b B8 A P BT A TR AR 28 (/N i 2 i 2
HOBREEEL) 5 (3) BB AR T RO 2E (— g FEARME R ST P R B S BB R K
A Hh 8 TR AL 3R THT R 40 B 2 R BB /KRR 22, B 7 8 7 JOAL 3% T P A 0 A ) 7 L S IR K O ) 32 i T 3
ISR FERAIR S AN R BCR ATk R KRR 3 4%, IR 4T R AT IR M B A U B R TR
JERAPIHE B H PR 40 B b AR A 40 0 2 B 5 B, U R SRR 5 G B 4 T

B TR R R 2 MR %, b TEARULERE, R AR B IER T 2R E T, F2A
EUE & (filter-feeding , {47 #fi & 41 ) &% & (interception-feeding , 4143 B ) F1 3 5h 4 & (raptorial-feeding , Uk &
H) %N MR IR O R AR B B R S 5 K A B U A FO VR A AR R B A IR
SHEZIHEERINEY; FIMEEEdHEE 37 RAKIRMEEY . KBS S —BoaE 8
SRS i B AR I B W B0RL (AN L I A 3h W) ) @ i B 42 30 B 5 RS R 7K ks /N OB 47 SR 4
B B R BRI AR o X TAMAM/NG SR ORI, B B S S S BRI B IR R W E
BHRER, — LU 1918 3h s B R R LA ROK , T840 R - i3z sl &3 n = R B B e LR, —
SEHEE BUAT DLSE P S RL DR R A S (i HR RN 2 A ) (R (R ER I L AR ) BUE B ML
TR R, XRTERE YR ER M T EFR —NEEENILH . FIREEER B R WA 1
P BMERAMAR/IME R SR A, a7 AR S R WA FE . 55 R R R 2L
NS T R R R IR L. S K EAR U R BEL , 40 B A R SR R U E A BT T — R 5
TE E BRI A S HIE REPERRAE o AR ERTE A T B A SR SR BELLE B B 1l A Sh W 45 BB (B3 BRI SRms ) BT A (3%
BUGRME) o AN TR 22 40 B Y S B — MR L A S 2R
3 RAEEREYREAMEERPAER

FAWERMELZ BER, BEMBEIX SR, X EATSREY I MEEE RS+ L iEE= i
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B SRS REa ey
Fig.1 Feeding of different bacterivorous heterotrophic flagellates'*
IR Filterfeeding(1. B 47 #E & i Monosiga; 2. Choanoeca perplexa) ; $2#% #% & # Interception feeding (3. 4% Bt Spumella, 4. XU Ht
Diplomonad , 5. #4171 & 1t Bodo saltans,6. FR#fEHL Bicosoeca) ;38 13 WA 3 5)4% & Raptorial feeding by a pharynx (7. jif & Ht Biodonid) ; 52501 th
JE I Z5H B Feeding by pseudopod like structures (8. 2% Ht Cercomonas)

1

firo RESFHBRAMA/N, EHl FAKESE. AR, SRl e =BAEE KT . 1972 4,
Sorokin I Paveljeva ¥ XX} Kamchatka ] ()53 35 85 BgE1T T & BOIST , K T 37 ¥ Bt W EE W3k 10° 4/
EETt, FIRUETE R SR AN R AR TR AN o ROk I3 P R SR MR B A T B A KA Y, — LT
ANMEET, TR RS FK KA L 10 U B . BRI R Z R ARG EMRESL HEFEEHTHR
HEB M, Fenchel ¥ WK & BUM 3 5 R WK UL S R M B AT 38 2 x 10° A/ Z T, B R IH 5 10% M40
R,

ST I AENESBEENE TAESRENYEER ., FRAEEKBESREPAIYEM E
EHWREA R WFAES . ALY R (DOM) 32 > L6, W
RS S R B R, MK | e g

i
ATV HL R (DOM) B4l 1 A, Seoet | (100%D ﬂ 0 3 o,
X BB AR, AN+ E LA 3 % ;
B, o BT A2 3 WK SR K B4 DOM. % 5 — j>coz s
TR 22— 57 4 A0 A AR P B P o T ﬂ
KA, B AR OB N T MR ERMEN | o= e
PRI | U HL I B 1 £ R PRI WA LA
TIELR B R 135 4 , BRI RE 29 1 2, A —

A I TF ok A b B SR R A e A
FIFBRIEETFRY R (UHRERB) WL
FREEZEM. RFEBRUAIEONER, B R

B2 SRHEE AR 3R BBRORER

Fig.2 The role of Heterotrophic flagellate in the carbon transfer!*]
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i [ A TR B AR A3 FR 0 R DA TT Yt Te ML TR 2Bk S, U4 IR b B R 2L , X 675 SR 2h B L Bk
TR A EE AR . —SeG PR B BB I I (I ARAE, K2 14 ~ 20min™* | T IR HE R PRI K
B TR B, Tl 20 A 0 B ) L T R A S R M R B LE T SR R I T A 5 R P TR PR AR W S SRR
i

TE5 YL YRR 7 T, S AR 3h 0 F) 35 A2 TR 7 BB A6 98 23 T F AR 85 3% Maattison 1 Harayama”! 3 3 7
ST YRR RIS M 7 s 45 X B AR A T 0 AR LTS P , 25 SR R B 4 A B PR M B 1y Heteromiita. globosa 77
TERT 15 20 T 40 FF 5 o (AR 0 E A T SR SR MR e A R R F e R R VB VR A o
4 HRRE

L PRk, BRI KAESRE P WEEA RS, WAEE SIS, SREERASRE
#f (polyphyletic group) , %ISR R GEikAb B LR 432 B TE 6] B BE AL 56 R R — N B8 T 1 28 19 1) AL, B 7
SFMWE TR, A ORBIEN K LA T AR E KRS . FIRABREAR FEMTEFRITF R
IR R R G HEAL R LT 4328 BT A B AL 36 R R S SR R TS ST A FE A U > —

BEEFFS T AR TR F &, BRI R 5 A T B AR A IE 52 6 s 5 AR i B , o 5
FHEE R R E R T BOR R . IR X A B LR ST B M R R R (/N T 2pm)
TEM A YIFR T BRI Y W R SR 202 T A P O P LA R TE 15 e WAt v O PR D B BRS843R, BT SE 45
R ETRATE AN T KIS R S RIhAE . BB TR AR BRI AN T4 K 3R 5, 23k
V7K 2 LA R ¥ B35 e IRV I 25 2 H L B B SR AL AR BE PR, Y0 sh i i A3 2 A e, R L 5B 10/ N UL
P, RFRWE R EEREY RIS . RETFRE S FRING T IR R RS 04 25 R TF5E, AL AE
RN T KRB B St e b A U BETE S5 M DD AR IS A AL, HL R 7K A 25 R G BV LA B A 5 1
SRR
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