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Growth rates of marine planktonic ciliates: a review
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1 Key Laboratory of Marine Ecology and Environmental Sciences, Institute of Oceanology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Qingdao 266071, China
2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Betjing 100049, China

Abstract: Marine planktonic ciliates are a link between microbial food web and classical food chain. They play a pivotal
role in material cycling and energy flow in marine ecosystem. Since the 1970s, growth rates of marine planktonic ciliates
have been studied in both laboratory and in sitw. Only few laboratory studies on ciliate growth rates are available in China,
and no field research has been carried out to determine the growth rates of planktonic ciliates. This review summarizes
previous studies on the growth rates in both laboratory and in situ. Laboratory experiments show that the growth rates varied
with food type and temperature. Under a certain temperature, ciliate would stop growing or die when food availability is
below its threshold value. The growth rates could increase as food concentration increase over the threshold value, and then
reach intrinsic growth rate (u,, ), stay or drop slightly at a high food concentrations. Scientists estimated the u,, values of
34 oligotrichous ciliate species in laboratory; and the values ranged 0.1—3.05 d”'. Feeding on a given prey, ciliate would
stop growing or die at low temperature. u,  increased linearly with temperature in the intermediate range. Higher pH will

restrain u, . Size-fractionated seawater incubation was used to estimate in situ ciliate growth rate, from which the maximum

max *

growth rate was 3.3 d”'. Temperature, hypoxia, and prey (bottom up control) influenced the ciliate growth rate in different
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regions. Planktonic ciliate production, calculated according to ciliate abundance and growth rate, was higher than

planktonic copepod production in most cases.

Key Words: planktonic ciliate; growth rate; in situ incubation; size-fractionated incubation
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Fig. 1 The relationship between growth rate (u ) of

Strobilidium spiralis and algal cells!""]
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WMAFET,
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Table 1 Intrinsic growth rates of aloricate ciliates in laboratory (u..)

?ﬁ_T% ox x% R pum? W/ v P ok o sd! 235 3Tk
Latin name Chinese name Volume Temperature e References
Euplotes sp. Wef b 0 0.045—0.12 [17]
Laboea strobila BREL IR A 78000 15 1 [8]
Laboea strobila BRELIR A 91000 15 0.5 [9]
Lohmanniella oviformis BRI % 3799 11 34 68 102 0.50 [10]
Parauronema sp. )1 0 0.11—0.26 [17]
Rimostrombidium caudatum AL & 15 0.6 [18]
Rimostrombidium veniliae RFRR 15 1.1 [18]
Strombidinopsis cheshiri YT BLAPL % e 92000 6 24 34 0.985 [19]
Strombidinopsis multiauris ZHW A 186000 5—15 63 114 177 0.1—0.9 [5]
Strombidinopsis sp. st )E 20 0.95 [20]
Strombidinopsis sp. s dUm 560000 19 26 111 137 1.38 [21]
Strombidinopsis acuminatum RIFEI 7 13 0.77 [22]
Strombidinopsis cheshiri YT B 49815 16 0.99 [19]
92000
Strobilidium lacustris INERP AR 113000 5.5—21.5 61 160 220 0.43—1.42 [23]
Strobilidium neptuni JE T 5 110000 16 327 610 938 1.50 [11]
Strobilidium spiralis YER T e s 1L 150000 12 5 37 42 1.06 [12]
Strobilidium spiralis DB f s ol 11494 20 1.44 [13]
Strobilidium spiralis VBRI 1 68453 14 20 41 61 1.38 [10]
Strobilidium veniliae L PRV e 5 19635 16 75 224 298 0.72 [11]
Strobilidium sp. feids R 24 3.5 [24]
Strombidium acutum B 2 28686 11 23 25 48 0.55 [10]
Strombidium capitatum Hk ZfE 64140 16 271 242 513 0.83 [11]
Strombidium capitatum Ekadif i 54199 15 1.09 [25]
Strombidium conicum HETE 20 38299 11 6 11 18 0.63 [10]
Strombidium capitatum Hkadif i 92800 25 1.13 [26]
Strombidium capitatum Hkadif 25550 15 0.88 [9]
Strombidium reticulatum PR e 40000 12 6 43 50 0.86 [12]

http ; //www.ecologica.cn
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Latin name Chinese name Volume Temperature References
Strombidium siculum PG PG L2 28575 16 16 35 51 0.61 [11]
Strombidium sp. SR 24017 15—20 0.33—3.05 [7]
Strombidium sp. 2Wh)E 28420 24 90 114 1.02 [10]
Strombidium sp bRy 0 0.03—0.21 [17]
Strombidium sulcatum Hym2dif ik 33500 15 1.75 [27]
Strombidium sulcatum iyl 10000 20 2.88 [6]
Strombidium sulcatum H 20 & 19000 18 2.16 [28]
Strombidium sulcatum LA 2 20—30 0.93—2.30 [29]
Strombidium sulcatum B aiiih 18—30 2583 [4]
Strombidium vestitum (bR E= NI 8205 14 7 29 36 1.04 [10]

' FEA KRN T (A ) I B TR S

REHFFIA KRB E w,, /2 FEEHE LT 50
wg C/L, Strobilidium J& B P 24 KR — 5, (H 2
WH L, A 0.7—1.7 47" BR T Strobilidium spiralis
S, RZBAN R RABBE /2 BRI 5 T
100 pg C/L, Strobilidium spiralis W)} B B {H 458
%, J 42—61 pg C/L" "5 Strombidinopsis J& )
Bl A2, B s iy s, WA IR e, k3w, /

2 (I RRA Ry 34—177 pg C/L. MAB/NIR A
EEFRFP Strombidium vestitum P ELAE K kg w1 o
2.2 THRIRREXS N B KA R0

FEARTRI IR T % A ) A R} 27 B g I
A KRN ARTE] , PRLHOA BLAE R Bl T R 4 7R
PORHRE TR G D
2.3 UREEXS N B A KR S

XM S, B RN EAE KRR R
JEAT K, AEAEBHE S I A [R) I RE T 25 6 He il oy 5L
A R AR B B T v 10 v LR it e e i AR
G F R AW wEE CBO2)P B
Strombidinopsis multiauris £ 5 C = 361-,8.5—15 C
A B KR M 0.14—0.77 d7' kIR 15—19
CHFAFUERA (27 0.85 d7) AN, 22 C P
B KRR REAR(0.13 d71)
TE 18 CHHLFAAK  7E 25 CHHHACHTEI A 5.7 h,
30 CHHEARRFE N 2 b1,

TESEHG % NI E i A K R R b 52 2 & AT 12
Fl(F2) BRI 8—25 °C, & Fp i N LA KR
LG 0.45—2.7 47" TESEER = NI & oA K
RTCFC BIRA 22 F (R 1) JRETLE N 5.5—30

Strombidium sulcatum

‘(g C/L) kJSRHEG MIRHREE R o' + b B B RWAERE R 1, /2

C, B EE 20 R N BUE KRN 3K 8.3 d 746, HE
BN B A K R AAIE R 0.1—3.5 d7'
PN B AR A % I B o v T v 1 I R Y
AR RBERE R R AT LA QR F=w .
InQ,,=10/( Ty~ T,) In(u,/p,) 5%
Q= (uo/py) exp(10/(T,=T,) )
o, F SR TR T, T I Y BLAE K

PN BL4: K2 Intrinsic growth rate
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B2 AEANEEKRSEEHNXRED

Fig.2  Generalized description of the relationship between

ciliates intrinsic growth rate and temperature!>’

Montagnes DO T RA AR N A KR
MR R R R NN R R QKRR P
RN 0.07, HETARYE 5 Fh3E BT B R Ay 5
AR AR BE R B T R AR AR BB 3R AS N B K
R IR AR AR B9 AR A 0.052—0.077 (£ 3),
Gismervik " F [ 0.07 d™'°C " iy R BT BB 2K ILA
PP A R R AT R 45 1 15 °C 1 N B AR K R AT
HeAL
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Table 2 Intrinsic growth rates of tintinnids in laboratory (u,,.)

— 1 WE/C il B
Latin name Chinese name Temperature  ~'  References
Eutintinnus pectinis MiE#S ik 18 1.44 [2]
Favella azorica AV 3 P A 20 2.40 [31]
Favella ehrenbergii % [C M Z L 15 0.72 [32]
Favella ehrenbergii 2 [T W 2 15 0.5 [18]
Favella ehrenbergii P 18 0.64 [33]
Favella ehrenbergii AN 20 0.75 [14]
Favella ehrenbergii e LMLt 20 0.51 [34]
Favella sp. e 20 1.38 [15]
Favella sp. o) 5 i 7 0.38 [35]
15 0.98
20 1.39
Favella sp. EEd 8 0.21 [36]
11.4 0.59
16.4 0.87
18.8 0.93
21.1 0.97
Favella sp. EEEY 13 0.86 [22]
Favella taraikaensis PR RS gt 20 2.60 [31]
Helicostomella subulata  B5IEHED H 18 0.84 [2]
Metacylis angulata ZEFIZERRIR 20 0.45 [34]
Tintinnopsis acuminate — JJFEAUES HL 18—20 1.57 [37]
Tintinnopsis acuminata — JJFEAUES HL 15 1.2 [38]
20 1.44
25 1.92
Tintinnopsis acuminate  JJFEAUES HL 18 1.44 [2]
Tintinnopsis beroidea EER 0.69 [39-40]
Tiniinnopsis dadayi 5 RS e 20 1.44 [13]
Tintinnopsis tubulosoides — TAPRAUES HL 10 0.87 [15]
Tintinnopsis vasculum ANERIES T 5 0.48 [38]
10 0.96
15 0.96
Tintinnopsis vasculum IINESES 18-20 1.38 [37]

2.4  pH XFEFF A KA 52
Pedersen F1 Hansen' " i FH 35 PN 5250462 pH {E T+
X JLFN£F 6 B ( Favella ehrenbergii, Rimostrombidium

caudatum , R. veniliae) = AIFZ | 24 pH {H T} 15 3
8.8—8.9 i), A K FIF IR AL, pH {E L7 %] 8.9—9.0
i, £F Bl s A K 2 pH A _E T8 9.2—9.3 B £F
B HUPEHAET

2.5 AFEFENEA KRR

TR TG BN, HNEAKRY
BTN K, — BB A KA R A 524
KA,

(B A 38 A A I o 26 P LA R AT g
FH 24 T G S A AN g R O 2 e
TESEH 2 I 5 JUAP 55 B 2R 2T B A N BEAE K58
MR K FIZE ( Strobilidium neptuni’) N 52 KR
o SEEENDE LR SE B R B RN ELAE KR
BAE =, AR KR 57 4B B Strobilidium
spiralis FR PN BLAE KR gy 110 12 9T

Hansen %[44] B EE RIS F S 2—2000 pm ipEa
Ui LA S RN D e A s 0 i AR R R IR A K
B AR R TR, HEX TIFF e & HiX —
FERFIT =, XTI,

PN B A R A5 PARORITRLBE 9 0C 2 7T L) ek B0k
Fak, A SCER b 9256 % B 5R 19 45 2R, Montagnes
G RN EUER R () SIRE(T) F14
PRIAEFRRAN (V) IR FR N

In(u,,.) = 0.1438 T - 0.3285 In(V) - 1.3815

Miiller 1 Geller' ' UL KR 418 A [7) S B (1) B} 4 45
T AR

In(u,,) = 1.52In(T) - 027 In(V) - 1.44

Perez 25" #1 4% Nielsen FI Kiorboe ¥ fity 24 =
In(p,,) = aln(T) +bIn(V) +c#t—HHAHTIR
B E IR SRR LT B MO B A AR 5 IR A ] Y
ENCES i8S

Montagnes

R3I FHEEBERATHEKENEBEENXER

Table 3 The relationship between growth rates of planktonic oligotrichous ciliates and temperature

RER LT 4 4 LEESE I /¢ . S35 3Tk
Slope Latin name Chinese name Temperature References
0.072 Strombidinopsis multiauris Z H AU 5—15 36 [5]
0.052 Favella sp. ey 8—18 4 [36]
0.077 Favella sp. X 2 7—20 3 [35]
0.072 Tintinnopsis acuminata RIEPEE R 15—25 3 [38]
0.072 Strombidium sulcatum HLy e B 20—30 5 [41]
n RSB EAR L
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SRR A R AR T A S 0 5 P R AR MR
DL R I A 2 BAR B 7 v

Ho D7 A7 T A [ AR DX 2T 6 L 244
Ha4i % (FDC, frequency-of-dividing-cells ) 2 fi 71 £F
ERAAERED ] DR &R B AR K AR
(GGE) Al it ALK 3 Bl Sherr 557 A 1140 SR 7§
A iR R B N A B (<15 wm) HIZ 405
TG, AR Rl Lk #] 0.5 47

AT F AR 2T B AR KR IR i 1Y T k2 B3
B g% B e X — 5 B Stoecker 45 AT 7E
1982 44 K AE Massachusetts [ & T JLAPEF €
B AR, IR X7 B W IR

MG R TR B RS HAE KR I 22
IR IE IR K 7K P — 2 AL AR 1 0 26
PR BB R BR T AR AU A B R K

PN E RN R TR D TERLAU R 37 2500 (KR
JERR $EE) TR IR — Bt ] AR B SR AT IR £ £
FREMARTREARKE,

AREIN ISR A ik % B, A& T
TRACHT B R E . o T 3 S 15 77 4 A8 v i) 22 G AL
W TMEF TARZ ik, A T B3Rk K 5 4
FLIEAT 584, Stoecker S5 il T i A 4 (AR
400 mL) , ZERIPIIA Z2 4L (£L42 12 pm) B9, 03T
FE P 7K 5 M 3¢, Verity ™ F Dolan' ™! 435Il {i ]
T2LA0.6 L BB, A ATl FEOK A 5
FEFR, AN Gilron 1 Lynn™" i ] 1 20 L (955 351k
B, Landry 25157 i 60 L (3R, (B JER K
ZAH 2 LR,

£ B HE o R T7 AT IO A, X Fh 5
BB BERTHEIEER R —E5E, Heinbokel %+ *%
WA HE, I Verity ™ WA KB A W H, R
FRIJTIEAG A 2 21 B B — B 1] N 7 R 45 2R
B AR FR 26 e tip o 1 d, S52bn Bk 8: FE ay it
B2 1 d,

(AR L7 35 77 S 30 A Al 33 A A 3R A — A ]
2, BN Verity 250 5 B ES 270 B
RHER—H B R ER SR 3 AL 2 4
Al . Levinsen 2%V Bz FR 1 d 5 B R TR
%, Fileman %Y [R5z o — 2R i 85 2 E

B TR B H AR I 55 , 55 5% 0 B b R oK 1
B G UESFRAERR ] BEAE BT B BT, BT LAXS T
B R SR AR 2R 5 AR MER 22 2 H AR BLIY 2 PR
0L, IR BRI

Rl S B AR N 4T AU e, TE R 24K
B P 05 1) 3 Y 5k, RIDRE B 48 2 7R P S T
1A B3] i8] 7 — i, 43 95 2 1) — I 4= A K R T S —
vy [ - 528t VCTET K R i v Fr v A R (T R P
FRUNBEARER H ) o (H R X MR AR A B X 3k 2 21 1y
)5 M-t AT VA

3K IR IG TR BT IR B8 T 4F By By
A EE, BE ALlg Rl ed (f
Didinium spp. MRS FELF B W Favella sp. 55 H A &1
L ER Sre H B Mar A ) 5B ma TR —
BEGR  FeZ/INT IR i LA AT S A 0 75 23 B4 7l
HTHREN, SA, TR B R AT AR A
FEFIE HEE FEE —  HE 2 s ) BE R AT
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FBHR(ZNDEABR) MERKRERS), HX
LEfIF 5T A 2 BN 2 B R AR, BT LA Sherr I
Sherr! ® A I BEA A R I 21 6 s AE KR B

Bl 1993 4ELLG , £F B HUBRR 1) B0 37 4 4 SR N

=2 4H

FENF

FIHEAL, (ER T Sk B A2 00 (R 5)  WFSE

i X 2 BT U DR (1 3) X

S R

Ger B KRR R 3.3 47

R4 ARBRIGEFRCGHNAWEFBRERSE

Table 4 Growth rates of tintinnids by ir situ incubations

S 3CHK (BRI

X BT 4 4 L ZA O L B 2
Place Latin name Chinese name Temperature Time Growth rates ( cultural methods )
S Tintinnopsis vasculum INERLES T 2 16 0.10 [3]
(B4 28.6 mm, 12000—
Tintinnopsis beroidea RIS I 15 24 0.16 14000 7} 7~ T 4 B9 & A7
4%, 4850 mL)
Stenosemella oliva MRS 45 20 5E 20 19 0.19
[52] 5 P4 MIAR R 1
H R IX Tintinina e L 0.43—0.67  (FDC,frequency-of-
dividing-cells #:)
Massachusetts W75 Favella sp. [ 23 H g 15—21 24 0.19—0.76  [35]
(417 mL ¥ 5E, 1L
Eutintinnus pectinis M ELAS B 0.04—0.72 4212 pm, 64 um it JE i
7K)
Tintinnopsis kofoidi AL i 1.63
Narragansett 1% Eutintinnus pectinis MBS 0—24 24 ( 1.21'772.2) [54]
Eutintinnus sp. S R 0522, f;,;ﬁ Fi2,200 18
Favella sp. B e 1.3
Helicostomella subulata Y e 0.7(0—2.0)
Metacylis annulifera W5 TR AR 0.7(0—2.0)
Stenosemella oliva RUHE A 20 5 1R, 0.7(0.2—2.2)
Stenosemella steini Jr3H ER AT 4 55 1 0.5(0—1.9)
Stenosemella ventricosa KN 7 H 0.4(0.4—0.5)
Tintinnidium fluviatile RK A7 1.0(0—1.6)
Tintinnopsis acuminata RIS 1.1(0—2.7)
Tintinnopsis baltica 2 AL 0.9(0.2—2.0)
Tintinnopsis beroidea AR R 1.5(0.6—2.4)
Tintinnopsis dadayi ik R4S 1.9
Tintinnopsis kofoidi & LS 1.0(0.7—1.3)
Tintinnopsis levigata oAU 1.4
Tintinnopsis minuta /NS iy 1.8(0.3—3.3)
Tintinnopsis parva TS 0.7(0—1.2)
Tintinnopsis rapa (B3] D145 0.5(0—1.3)
Tintinnopsis tubulosoides T RIS 0.8(0—1.9)
Tintinnopsis undella T R4S 0.6(0.1—0.9)
Tintinnopsis vasculum NS 0.8(0.2—1.5)

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



1904 JAE = 345

; . N N o N 25 3CHK (K% b
WX T4 4 RE/C BFRME/R AERKE/A S (T
. . X References
Place Latin name Chinese name Temperature Time Growth rates
( cultural methods)
Tintinnopsis ventricosoides 3kl 44 0.5(0.1—1.0)
1.22
ST A W2 < Tobiancoi 25 R _
N4 B s Tintinnopsis lobiancoi E Ve 27—29 24 (0.48—2.55) [51]
20 L 5560, 200 pm i
Tintinnopsis spp. U HUm 0.82(0—1.62) SF(SVK)H F. 200 pm 2
0.57(0—1.2)
Stenosemella oliva MG 45 40 5 0.6(0.07—1.50)
Eutintinnus macilentus 4198 B4 096
- (0.28—1.25)
0.71
(0.29—1.25)
x5 ARBRPGEFRGSHHNTEREEEMNERE
Table 5 Growth rates of ciliate community by ir situ incubations
AR ,
; g s o e o . i g ARE -
i1 AR Culwre  HOFREEE/C Henpn  LSPVERERRLE 00 s
. . . Mesh size, inverse filtrated
Place Ciliate community bottles’ Temperature Time . Growth rates  References
volume or o
R I i Strobilidium conicum 10 L. 23.8—26 8—24h WA 1.13 [26]
Kattegat Bay T F 620 mL 14 24 h 180 wm <0.09 [65]
. L
YIB ¢ 721 Strobilidium sp. ?;2%% 7.4—26.8 12h 64 pm 1.45—1.55 [56]
Strombidium sp. 0.75 —0.92
o N 24 h,6. N s
BNz 21 A 2L 13—14 1 ooap 10 pm 200 pm e IER/ 0.3—0.9 [59]
WEACAR P 21 A 60 L FilbE 7 6d 500 pum 0.06—0.10 [57]
D X St R IAA 2L 10 24 h 200 pwm ¥ i1 1 & -1.38—1.06 [66]
J17 Kattegat 21 A 24 L 4—18 24 h 200 pm 50 wm 3 i) i € 0.2—2.5 [47]
WHENY SRR 251 158 N SOTX A
g
s S R 0.29—0.73
(R (a2 21 A 2L -2—4 48 h 100 wm 33 i 5 3§ T4 0.4 [67]
K ESRE LI N 2L 3—29 24 h 200 pum 64 pwm 3 i)t g K 1.24 [68]
iy g P AL Strombidium sp. 2 L 14—16 24 h 200 wm 64 pm 3% [[] 13 € 0—0.46 [46]
K&z 2% Disko Bay £ & HufE{Ak 2.5 L 1.4 44d 160 wm 33 [i) 5 g 0.03—0.47 [60]
% Wity TFadER 1.2 L 0 36—78 h 64 wm Wil g 0.01—0.69 [69]
WrEerE R 0.07—1.0
[ (a2 T B W 23 1L -1.8—4 48 h 100 pm 33 i) 5 3 %K 0.84 [43]
WrEa TR K 0.59
Galicia #MfF FELER 1.2 L 15.5—18 24 h 200 wm K 0.52 [70]
S I <20 um Choroetrich 10—16 24 h 200 wm 0—0.61 [61]
>20 um Choroetrich 0—0.35
41 BUHZF AR I X R S D SELF T s AR Jy 0—25 °C 1y A i

I A KR RS A KRR E TR EREERN Q= 1.8, Dolan"** £ Chesapeake Bay 4
W kaE, Verity ™ 7E Narragansett Bay W& 720 A .6 A A8 A3 H LA pico ZIFWEEY N EMLE
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BRI A KORTE 7.4—26.8 °C A KR FNR B 1Y) ¢
ZHM Q= 2, Nielsen Fl Kiorboe " 7£ F} % Kattegat
Bay ¥ £F B H K 3 NG (10—15 pm 30 pm,
40—60 pm) ,FEAT T —F4ERY AR R A3 S RIgR

B Q0 H 2.2—3.0,F44 K 2.6, Hansen &% pgh T
PR 22000 wm B3 U7 390 B9 B8 B R A A R
B Q. RS- A 2.8, )5 |, Levinsen 261011 Hansen
VR Q0= 2.8,

3 BRABRIGHEZFFFERERENNENS (o) HHE

Fig.3 Locations of in situ incubation stations for planktonic ciliate growth rates

Nielsen HI Kiorboe *’' i 0= 2.6 & T ARk
REFBHAERRM AL, KB 3 DR T IR 4T
FE4(10—15 wm 30 pm .40—60 wm) Fl [ FLFEH
Laboea strobila (55 wm) B4 KR A |6 i) Z= 45 48
b BRI RGN, 7 AR 8 KRR,
FRRAIK,

Nielsen I Kiorboe *" F FH 3 37 52 1 i % ¥, 15
AT B HUA R (T) 2 BB (V) B9
ESSR

In(w) = 0.095T — 0.243 In(V) + 1.1569

Levinsen % fEA% B 2 — MBS AE 1.4 C T ik
FrHe IR 43 i 2F B R A K R T A Midller A0
Geller ™ (928 R34 A B (8 , Levinsen Lil600) ) Sy
Miiller 1 Geller' ™ {3 sUIEARYE RS IR (17 46) °C
A A A R AN RS TGRSR T A
O, B b A= mT R AT 3 1B i PR 5 A BE ), T B
ZHINEFEE XA A
4.2 MGLEBREREZ FATERBER

TER—m 2], LR MG 3 A5 e B AUEK

R A /N R il BE AT H i £F B Ry A K
A LUHIR AL X A i 20 41 B HUrE 337 1 Rt
W& DL, Gilron F1 Lynn"*" 7E S H FR I & 5L B
DUAR A A R LB 1 i A KRR — A 4, BT
DL AN X 27 B BB R, Leakey 251 & $0A1E
Sutton Harbor 3X P EAH 25 AN K IR G416 ARG T
RHIER & 78 /L B9, Nielsen I Kiorboe' " & BLER T /1N
RURYLF B HAh , P35 aT B R 2R KR S IRk
FERRAK HARHEE N BLA 3 PR X AL 3R
FEOYERHE FE 2 1Y, T/ NRLAF B R R TR, &
TR BE A I KR AR, TAREEA |
PEF R RS 2, A K R AR,

277 W AR K A7 TR R R AR 1) ] 52 | Xof
F4F B U AR I 42 K A8 4k, Nielsen Fl Kiorboe "
IR 28 A AR K AR AR BT 75%—97%
21 B AR D Z BRI 2 1500
4.3 KL A K

SR AR AR B Ry A K SR B
VFZ TR T B R 35 A N A K 8 (0.5—2
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A7) e R R KRBT LLET
B A R T AR T B 22 A R I TG A S
FE Wik, AT LA RO i K A A
IR E IR R M 28 K (HNLC, High Nutrient Low
Chlorophyll a) T DX i Ui A 49 i & 2R Wk B I 1% Ji
(Bl tn Miller %™ Sherr 1 Sherr'®, Sherr Fl
Sherr' ™) .

{ERE AR A T IRER B £F T H e K A mT 0 i A4
RKIZARDHY e —LE SRS, 7 2R 1Y s 3 &%
PR B R AR R, 710 Admiraal F1 Venekamp' ™
K IAEICTEE B Phaeocystis pouchetii /&4 7% T IS A5 PR
b et B AR &, (H2 WA —2ui Ak )
TE—SEoK A In], O PR sh ) (R4S B ) B
fﬁf&,ﬂﬂ Bjornsen #I Nielsen' ™ } Nielsen 257 . TF
AR 2518 B S sl LA £F B ol 2 FEAR S I L
HT T 24 I B AR T AN 2 AR i, BT LA B SR AR
£ T MR i 1 it P 22— (E S HEBR 1 i AT
A A o PH Rk 32 s 1 0, H s A e i 3,
PRI Ay 2 6 R G AR R Y ) /S IR BT D) 37 WL
BN R T = AR AR A SR L P30, 7RIX
Set B R T m S B R — AR
JURNEF B U AP Thy SO0 3, i LLRe S TR R 26
Xt R R T B IR R B IR RREE S T

FEN il 3 A K AR g rhoa] LA i 21 6 R 28
b, Horh 53 &4 B SR 7E ANLC W Xk A7 80 in & 2 56
il 1 KA (H R TE X BE S v, £F B iU S R
[l i, 76 WAL AR AP, 76 Landry 557 B
il KA rh 27 B AR KRR TFBA B 1 VR
MBESL IR A T /N RR R 2 il B MR 27 6 HU
SRS THEE A B R R, fEARSEXR
SRR T BB R N S B R W AR A INER ) | TR
FPER ,>20 pm LT & R AP et 78
WP AUHR R 1 R AT B 337 2k N 5 52 56 SEEDS 14
TR E KA MO 1956 2 RBNE 13 REFE R
R TR R RV IEAT I 1 B 0 B S
EisenEx T3t , 7 SU7E N & K 44 b I F 350 B 2 T
[T iOEE T
4.4 AT ERARKAEI

17/ E 2000 4 B S 1 BN N S N 1 A P .
Chesapeake 15,6 H T 27K K & A G4, TE B XA
5 ERAFMABEREEE, A KRE EEAERN

Wif ik 1.18—2.36 d™' . 7E 8 HIELE X, FEM T
JE B X 2T B R R AR R Y (E R B X B £F
BHILEARA R

5 HFERNESS

AR T 5 AR R AN A Wy gl T UG 2T B
42 7= 77, Lynn F1 Montagnes ** #3424 I £ 24t &
B R AE Y R, Al T RN [ X4 & i
A7y, BT I = AR AR BORE A AT A A T
T —HUE:0.69 d7' (RIINAEIS 12 1d) , B7 LU
TR AT R AT

REFF AT HA T A RAR LT B A
KARFEY) R SH LM A ML, 2 B R4
PRI, TE Solent Estuary, b 57¢ £F 6 U 4F 4F 7
7374 0.6 mg C/LH! s 7 Kattegat Bay , £F & HUBEY% (1)
R 4 ) A= 18 57 ¢ C/m* 5 2 g C/
o B BRI P A1 12 5 € m™ a7
Narragansett Bay,U\ 3 H# 10 H ,@%ff%ﬁgﬂﬂzkﬂ/ﬂ
AT HEE N 14 mg C/m® 4EE P2 1R 3.3 g C/
m' BRI AT T 13 mg € m” 47 7R
Southampton Water, V7 i £F & W H A= 7= 1 h < 1—
141 mg C/m® 4EAEFE 1R 2.2—9.2 ¢ C/m’, TR 2
K721 0.6—1.6 g C m™ a™ ' 7E Gulf of Maine
FEHAETFHH0.16 g C m™ a ' 7E Georgia
estuary,Eé%%é?%Eﬁﬁg( <20 Mm) E"Jﬁ:?:jjﬁ
WREN K 1.2 mg C m™ h™'  7E3W 114 0.03 mg C m™
h™' & 2= 43504 0.05 mg C m™ h™' F10.07 mg C
m—3 h"LsZJ

Zervoudaki %" I FHLF B MU KT IER HE
FMBERA0.33 d RAETHA B R4 7L
HIg 2 £ R A7 T8 0.2—41 mg Cm™ d™'

6 NG

Zi Lk, [ ANE SE 56 2 YR B X T i
FERMERBCIT T BT Z 5, 5K
N 12 FPRD ST B U P B A KR AR AL R
0.45—2.7 d7';22 FhICFE£F B B N 2L AR KR (B
Strombidium sulcatum PPN ELA KR035 8.3 d7'4h)
AEALTE R 0.1—3.05 d7' . FERNEA KRG
KR BESEAEYIER, BRGBRHNEAK
R TR N 5AE KR HEAE ARIBX T E
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