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Abstract : Ciliate abundance and biomass were determined at three anchored stations in the Han River
estuary trimonthly from May 2006 to February 2008. The total abundance of ciliates ranged from 0-13,853
cells /! and biomass ranged from 0.00-73.98 ugC /~'. Owing to the large seasonal temperature variation
(range 0.20-27.2°C), ciliate abundance displayed marked seasonal variation, being higher in summer than in
other seasons. Tintinnids dominated the ciliate communities at station YC where suspended sediment was
highest. Difference of ciliate biomass between ebb tide and flood tide were irregular. Seasonal variations of
ciliate carbon biomass at each station were related to temperature, suspended sediment and chl.a, especially
nano chl.a. Geographical variations of ciliate carbon biomass in each season were related to suspended
sediment and salinity.
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Fig. 1. Map of the Han river estuary with the locations
of sampling stations.

595E 2008 2971A] E71EE ti32Alol F 83 A}
5 FIsITh A Al719 mEl 8~13A17F AE5HSS
FYP o, 1K HHo 2 YAl A7) E o831
15 AEE AR

=70
E2]4 37820 CTD(Ocean seven 305, Idroaut)s
oj-gsle] HFOM F2, HEARS 5N oH, it
=L M EFFE 100-200 m/ Aol A& £
AN SAEAT. G54 o 710 et 2% 9
A 4 (<20 um)E TSI

A7vste] 2471 o] WA R A3 & & 33 = Al (Turner
Designs 10-AU Fluorometer)g ©]-83le] 743}t

HAEZTF 5T 2 2% 34
AEST e A=Y Aok fls dAelM 500m/
oo ol B35 Hof FEEALE HTEe

2%9A s on, APl HHAUE o835t
AIZE o) AAANZ F 50 miZ S Th A BEA
3l F=E AR 1 m/E F38k] Sedgwick Rafter Al
vt YW1 33k v) 4 (BX51, Olympus)stollA]l Al=gt &
o] HAANA G MEFE EHAE FEF2E s
Ak AREAE fot 5" ANEE AT slide
glass¥]oll =31 FsFdu7 400-10008] 314 Kofoid and
Campbell(1929), Yamaji(1980), Yoo et al.(1988)3} Yoo
and Kim(1990) 52 F1E3S o] &35l FAH3INT].
AEZR Bo(umiye 2719 FHE uygoR 7138}
ok 345 ol&ste] sl o, WA F (Y 2
= 7R e FE00 tsliA ol g e Hsigh

4 o R



Ciliate Biomass in a River Estuary

79

O & 0.19 pgC um~>(Putt and Stoecker 1989)E 283}
o, 972 7= #F A EEF(Tintinnids)e] 3jzF 5
1LV, w’)el]l e EARTHC, pg) WS C=444.5+
0.053LV2] 37 2] (Verity and Langdon 1984)S o]&
ST 75 AESRE AX P (e dadesiE
Fujo] gk ek A8gH0.19 pgC wum™)e o|-&3) A
ALt

A& 4 o AEAE
AEZFE vzte] gle Wl A4 EZFF(oligotrichs), ¥zt
o] Y& % 4 EZFF(tintinnids) 2 T+E-5Fo] 254751,
AL S= Mesodinium rubrums 4235 AT
A AQA Y, dEF 2 BAF 1 :
ARk e ARSI e, Bk 5
£ sl TFEQAH(SE)R} 4 ALEsESTE Al
& ASH| 0] P ARt Ald HES H| LSk AL,
A ZFHaE fEiME BE A5 AR Wi o &
Stk A= 2 7 ecle] HES AL A7t wel
Z ZolE e ol FZ(flood tide, AZ2eA 3L
Z2 olojRe BE B Ak5)9} Y (ebb tide, 31300
AZE olojA= A5 AR) o E RS,
T-testE o]-8-3fo] Aol & X}ol& Hlawstict A =S
7 AEEF Adds A1 Fetslr] 98t 48l
I A 72 pearson “F¥HEA] S

i

O

\

1
O

R
=
—L-DL.

=

=

B

)
12
ol

Eol gisf 27 F4sA. #4 Aldle Q585 A=
BEE O] &SR, RS A AEF AR Al A
717F 22 Fol Be w AhRErrE & 9o, A7)7F 2
Fo] &F 28T 9 AnwrrE ) Wil S

& Ag3le] B3,
3.2

3789l

T2 AT Al BN S 5L Fe
Efdlom, aHA1] 8¢l =i FAIR 292 Z4rE 7
A8 th(Fig. 2). # AL $£(27.2°C)2 2007 84 A4
JCollA A S 3L, A 422(0.20°C) 2008 29 A
A SCollM Yelgom, Hat 28 H4 7 ZJolE By
FA] FUTE Aol ME 2 Zol= AET} Hol| w
2} Fzxo) gz wE EX oigo] AR egko,
FAo] W& Zpo|7F YEhe Al7]olE Fxst Y2
1°C 1]¥ke] 2215 HolFQTH(Table 1-3).

Aol A HEE Al BHAM FUS FFe UER
Ao, FF7IQ1 A 8L Wi, FAIR 292 4IRS
thr] ZE7Fel i thFig. 2). A3 GE(31.62 psu)yS 20083
29 A JCoNA 715 =AU, HA DIE(2.63 psu)y> 2007
9 8 AR YCIA 71U Het A2 BR IC
(28.6£0.2 psu)ellA 7P =9k51, 2 T3 02 SC(20.9+
0.6 psu) YC(17.5£0.7 psu) =22 AH 7+ F313 I8
TS eIt 24 ek s BE - 118
of e}l Hxo| mE FiE ZolE YERNI LM, 2006
Holl= YFA]0l] o] =943, 200730 FEA =

5!

1

)

El] 35 100
30 . a o= YO
25 —, ‘\/—— 00
o _ 15 p—
‘g ? é 20 \/ E Lt
5
£ I ERE ?E' 400
Ew 4 © ’
= 1 -5 Y( b
5 s =50 200
s E . JC A
0 0 0 — At
May Aug. Nov. Feh. May Awg. Nov. Feh. May Awg. Nov. Feb. May Aumg. Nov. Feb. May Auwg. Nov. Feh May Aug. Nov. Feh
L3 L 08 06 0 08 (13 o7 08
12 4
1]
o = =3
F ¥ )
Z 2 Ze
R £ g
- H “
2
L] ]
May  Aug.  Nov. Feh. May  Aug. N Feb. May  Aug.  Nov. Feho M Aug.  Nov.  Feh,
{13 w7 s o7 1]
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Han river estuary.



Table 1. Environmental factors in the study area. T-test compared with ebb tide and flood tide data at st YC (ns: not significant)
unit: suspended sediment (mg [7"), temperature (°C), salinity (psu), chla (ug {™)

Suspended sediment

Temperature

Salinity

Total Chl.a

Micro Chla

Nano Chl.a

2006 _5 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

26.98-184.10(123.68 +21.30)
61.27-159.80(120.53 + 16.45)

ns

17.86-18.29(18.08 = 0.05)

17.65-18.39(18.07+0.15)
ns

11.22-17.61(14.19£0.96)

10.56-20.55(15.45+1.97)
ns

1.28-3.14(1.89+0.27)

1.47-2.52(1.77£0.19)
ns

0.12-1.01(0.50 +0.12)

0.31-0.66(0.48 =0.06)
ns

0.77-2.25(1.39+0.18)

0.93-1.86(1.29+0.15)
ns

2006 8 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

27.12-304.68(151.05+39.59)
37.14-470.28(195.89 + 72.82)

ns

25.39-25.93(25.62+0.09)

25.80-26.03(25.89+0.04)
ns

7.43-13.28(10.06 £ 0.76)
7.66-9.22(8.43+0.32)
ns

2.00-8.01(3.99+1.03)
2.27-9.41(5.54+1.34)
ns

0.14-3.31(1.31+0.49)
0.52-3.66(1.85+0.54)
ns

1.71-5.05(2.68 +0.55)

1.74-5.75(3.69 + 0.86)
ns

2006 11 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

110.95-683.13(440.93 £75.31)
509.78-947.01(723.90 + 126.30)

ns

14.10-14.70(14.41 £ 0.09)

13.93-14.05(13.99 £ 0.03)
p<().05

22.42-25.34(24.04£0.41)
21.23-22.38(21.70£0.35)
p<0.05

1.63-3.38(2.25+0.22)
2.51-3.38(2.87+0.26)
ns

0.02-0.77(0.44 +0.08)
0.17-0.73(0.39+0.17)
ns

1.18-2.61(1.81 £0.16)
2.23-2.65(2.4740.13)
p<0.05

Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

2007 2

332.75-1046.95(714.42 + 109.44)
449.87-554.90(527.38 £27.52)

ns

4.42-4.55(4.48 £0.02)
4.27-4.29(4.28+0.01)
p<0.05

25.24-26.62(25.88 £0.24)
24.68-25.60(25.14 £ 0.46)
ns

1.88-4.76(2.90+0.42)
2.74-3.17(2.95+0.22)
ns

0.40-2.23(0.88 =0.26)
0.91-1.05(0.98 +0.07)
ns

1.36-2.87(2.02£0.21)
1.69-2.27(1.98 £ 0.29)
ns

Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

2007_5

125.01-405.21(228.08 +44.17)
55.95-288.17(149.39 + 33.05)

ns

15.98-16.19(16.11 £0.04)

16.33-16.61(16.50+ 0.05)
p<0.05

18.46-21.81(19.91 £0.52)
17.74-22.78(20.41 £0.74)
ns

1.31-2.91(2.22+0.28)
1.27-2.13(1.61+£0.13)
ns

0.02-0.73(0.40+0.10)
0.02-0.42(0.24 +0.06)
ns

1.24-2.35(1.82+0.19)
1.17-1.85(1.43£0.10)
ns

2007_8 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

29.64-934.05(327.81+100.92)
177.24-405.66(280.79 + 66.79)

ns

25.20-26.43(26.01£0.14)

25.68-25.94(25.85£0.09)
ns

2.63-13.35(7.76 + 1.18)

5.16-6.84(6.12 £ 0.50)
ns

1.95-6.80(3.89 £ 0.62)

3.52-5.26(4.55£0.53)
ns

0.57-3.35(1.65£0.29)

1.48-2.91(2.20£0.41)
ns

0.91-4.01(2.24 £0.35)

2.04-2.65(2.35£0.18)
ns

2007_11 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

586.12-1130.26(861.37 £ 117.82)
326.86-846.72(506.37 = 115.84)

ns

8.06-8.30(8.21+0.05)
8.53-9.18(8.95+0.15)
p<0.05

17.60-20.09(18.86 £ 0.53)
19.99-22.56(21.30 £ 0.56)
p<0.05

1.71-2.27(2.07£0.13)
1.38-1.83(1.55+0.11)
p<0.05

0.16-0.49(0.36 £0.07)

0.21-0.51(0.37+0.07)
ns

1.55-1.78(1.71 £0.05)
1.06-1.38(1.18 £0.07)
p<0.05

2008 2 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

245.80-1079.89(659.43 £ 119.29)
588.02-905.61(739.82 = 68.06)

ns

0.26-1.10(0.5240.12)
0.84-136(1.01 +0.12)
ns

22.80-26.31(24.15£0.50)
23.08-25.51(24.34 £ 0.50)
ns

2.49-3.87(3.06+0.23)
1.95-4.44(2.86+0.57)
ns

0.21-2.98(1.51+£0.43)
0.42-2.65(1.391+0.49)
ns

0.89-2.72(1.55+0.29)
1.25-1.79(1.46 £0.13)
ns
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Table 2. Environmental factors in the study area. T-test compared with ebb tide and flood tide data at st SC (ns: not significant)

unit: suspended sediment (mg ™, temperature (°C), salinity (psu), chl.a (ug )

Suspended sediment

Temperature Salinity

Total ChlLa

Micro Chla

Nano Chla

2006_5 Ebb Tide

60.67-195.49(116.53 +23.37)

16.88-17.60(17.18+0.13) 16.85-21.01(19.28 +0.73)

2.90-4.07(3.49+0.22)

0.29-1.36(0.87£0.18)

1.89-3.69(2.62 4 0.26)

Flood Tide  26.91-299.51(107.74£37.38)  16.73-17.71(17.06 £0.15) 17.16-21.88(20.33£0.77) 2.36-3.54(3.12£0.19)  0.52-1.42(0.85£0.13)  1.68-2.96(2.27 £ 0.15)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2006_8 Ebb Tide 20.53-121.78(66.58 £ 15.28)  25.47-26.12(25.76 £0.08) 11.59-16.28(14.34£0.67) 5.23-9.23(7.681+0.54) 2.09-6.80(4.24 £0.66) 2.32-4.88(3.44 £0.38)
Flood Tide 33.48-76.26(54.11 £ 7.16) 25.89-26.61(26.20£0.14) 11.64-17.88(14.82+1.31) 8.36-10.98(9.30+0.46) 3.66-5.75(4.88£0.41) 3.31-5.75(4.43£0.44)
p-value ns p<0.05 ns ns ns ns

2006_11 Ebb Tide 105.45-552.61(369.99+51.30)  14.32-14.92(14.61 £0.07) 24.69-27.09(26.07 £0.28) 2.02-3.28(2.81£0.14) 0.02-0.51(0.30+£0.06) 2.00-2.93(2.51£0.10)
Flood Tide = 203.56-547.40(375.48£171.92) 14.16-14.28(14.22£0.06) 24.60-24.89(24.74£0.14) 2.56-2.95(2.75£0.20) 0.56-0.81(0.69£0.13) 2.00-2.14(2.07 £0.07)
p-value ns p<0.05 p<0.05 ns p<0.05 ns

2007 2 EbbTide  198.03-1492.73(829.321+182.15) 4.33-4.46(4.42+0.02) 25.34-27.29(26.341+0.27) 2.02-3.66(2.95+£0.25) 0.52-1.81(1.07£0.19)  1.50-2.65(1.88£0.15)
Flood Tide =~ 543.33-642.39(608.73+32.70)  4.13-4.24(4.18£0.03)  26.32-27.18(26.73£0.25) 2.61-2.82(2.72£0.06)  0.35-0.80(0.57£0.13) 2.02-2.27(2.15+0.07)
p-value ns p<0.05 ns ns ns ns

2007_5 Ebb Tide 74.42-182.85(130.73£17.35)  15.25-16.08(15.67 = 0.11) 20.02-24.38(22.14£0.54) 1.67-2.22(2.02£0.08) 0.10-0.70(0.41£0.08) 0.98-2.04(1.60 £0.12)
Flood Tide 28.23-102.31(60.76 £11.59)  15.41-16.67(15.74 +0.19) 21.40-25.50(24.29 £0.62) 1.52-2.37(1.91+0.13) 0.16-0.52(0.30+0.05) 1.36-1.85(1.61 =0.09)
p-value p<0.05 ns p<0.05 ns ns ns

2007_8 Ebb Tide 42.87-205.51(132.80+20.58)  26.00-26.23(26.11+£0.03) 8.35-14.05(11.10%£0.79) 8.66-11.81(9.98+0.44) 5.44-9.32(7.01£0.49) 2.49-3.43(2.98£0.10)
Flood Tide  101.79-315.11(215.76 £43.79)  26.05-26.15(26.11£0.02) 8.07-11.31(9.54+0.81)  7.81-8.68(8.39+0.21) 4.36-6.29(5.33+0.43) 2.11-3.78(3.06+0.37)
p-value ns ns ns p<0.05 p<0.05 ns

2007_11 Ebb Tide 170.88-480.55(330.08+50.16)  8.58-8.85(8.72£0.04)  20.84-23.06(21.88 £0.38) 1.61-2.00(1.77+£0.06) 0.02-0.34(0.19+0.05) 1.31-1.86(1.59%0.08)
Flood Tide  186.32-453.91(303.96+56.36)  8.89-9.43(9.10+0.12)  22.04-26.36(23.89+0.92) 1.73-1.99(1.86£0.05)  0.03-0.39(0.18+0.08)  1.46-1.84(1.67£0.08)
p-value ns p<0.05 p<0.05 ns ns ns

2008 2 Ebb Tide 146.94-695.47(495.63+£71.97)  0.23-0.46(0.341+0.03)  24.72-26.55(25.52£0.29) 1.34-1.71(1.49£0.04)  0.38-0.80(0.59+£0.07) 0.70-1.06(0.90 £ 0.07)
Flood Tide =~ 243.84-451.63(360.36£46.06)  0.62-0.86(0.72£0.05)  24.70-26.78(25.88£0.49) 0.87-1.22(1.08£0.08)  0.17-0.47(0.27£0.07)  0.70-0.94(0.81 £0.06)
p-value ns p<0.05 ns p<0.05 p<0.05 ns
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Table 3. Environmental factors in the study area. T-test compared with ebb tide and flood tide data at st JC (ns: not significant)

unit: suspended sediment (mg I, temperature (°C), salinity (psu), chla (ug )

Suspended sediment Temperature Salinity Total Chl.a Micro ChlLa Nano Chl.a

2006_5 Ebb Tide 16.09-43.92(28.83 £4.46)  14.40-15.65(15.07+£0.19)  27.18-29.51(28.41+£0.38)  3.48-4.07(3.74£0.09) 0.46-0.93(0.72£0.08)  2.56-3.48(3.02£0.15)
Flood Tide 7.65-53.97(18.25+£6.07)  14.00-16.13(15.08 £0.34)  27.10-30.11(28.69+0.47)  2.79-4.30(3.63+0.18) 0.46-1.05(0.75+0.08)  2.32-3.37(2.89£0.14)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2006 8  Ebb Tide 3.97-22.51(13.07+£2.78)  24.16-25.55(24.66 £0.23)  25.49-27.49(26.891£0.26) 4.18-6.97(5.44+0.44) 1.51-3.48(2.44+0.29) 1.74-4.88(3.00=0.37)
Flood Tide 3.81-6.88(5.57£0.51) 24.58-24.91(24.75+0.05)  25.73-27.63(26.64 £0.36)  3.37-6.39(4.65£0.46) 0.58-3.02(1.55+0.35)  2.67-3.60(3.10£0.15)
p-value p<0.05 ns ns ns ns ns

2006_11 Ebb Tide 32.13-122.30(74.58 £ 16.64)  14.92-15.53(15.30+£0.10  30.12-30.87(30.52+0.13)  1.74-2.47(2.09+0.11) 0.45-0.77(0.57£0.05)  1.18-1.79(1.51£0.11)
Flood Tide 31.74-74.54(45.62+£9.79)  14.72-15.04(14.85+0.08)  29.03-30.04(29.56+£0.21)  1.86-2.37(2.17+0.11) 0.40-0.68(0.49£0.06)  1.46-1.79(1.68 £0.07)
p-value ns p<0.05 p<0.05 ns ns ns

2007 2 Ebb Tide 85.38-263.60(144.21£25.57)  4.69-4.84(4.77 £0.03) 29.85-30.34(30.05£0.09)  1.69-1.95(1.77+0.04) 0.19-0.54(0.34£0.05)  1.36-1.53(1.43 £0.02)
Flood Tide  68.60-160.97(101.69+21.10)  4.65-4.86(4.76 +0.05) 29.96-30.38(30.15£0.10)  1.29-1.74(1.55+0.09) 0.16-0.35(0.26+0.04)  1.13-1.39(1.29£0.06)
p-value ns ns ns ns p<0.05 ns

2007 5 Ebb Tide 36.14-78.67(58.22+8.40)  13.77-14.64(14.26+0.16)  29.93-30.70(30.26 +0.17)  2.54-3.71(3.10£0.26) 0.61-1.25(0.86+0.11)  1.69-2.93(2.24£0.21)
Flood Tide  17.69-80.68(45.32£10.78) 13.96-14.64(14.33£0.13)  30.07-30.88(30.46 £ 0.16) ~ 2.70-4.11(3.25+£0.22) 0.66-1.38(0.95+£0.10)  1.76-2.74(2.3010.16)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007 8  Ebb Tide 5.50-27.64(17.88+£3.24)  25.81-26.36(26.06 £0.08) 24.16-25.76(24.85+£0.26)  3.83-6.04(5.11 £0.34) 3.33-5.08(4.02+0.30)  0.43-1.71(1.09£0.23)
Flood Tide 4.54-12.29(727£1.11)  25.84-27.20(26.51 £0.20)  24.08-26.36(25.10+£0.36)  2.10-5.69(4.32+0.51) 1.51-4.59(3.73£0.47)  0.29-1.10(0.58 £0.11)
p-value p<0.05 ns ns ns ns ns

2007 11 Ebb Tide 41.72-47.60(44.66 £2.94) 9.30-9.57(9.44 £0.14) 27.73-28.15(27.94£0.21)  1.17-1.28(1.23+£0.05) 0.23-0.27(0.25+0.02)  0.91-1.05(0.98 =0.07)
Flood Tide 16.43-75.11(41.16+£9.68)  9.53-10.75(10.24£0.17)  28.34-29.93(29.27+0.23)  1.29-1.68(1.47+0.06) 0.16-0.63(0.38 £0.07)  0.81-1.38(1.09£0.07)
p-value ns ns p<0.05 ns ns ns

2008 2 Ebb Tide 26.87-33.39(30.13 £3.26) 0.69-0.72(0.71 £0.02) 29.00-29.97(29.49£0.48)  3.04-3.17(3.11+£0.06) 2.63-2.81(2.72£0.09)  0.36-0.42(0.39£0.03)
Flood Tide 13.09-68.50(28.07 £7.51) 0.76-1.20(0.97 £0.07) 30.13-31.62(30.78 £0.20)  1.48-2.94(2.12+0.19) 1.18-2.65(1.85£0.19)  0.22-0.31(0.27£0.01)
p-value ns p<0.05 p<0.05 p<0.05 ns p<0.05
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oF Aol mE o] th2A Yelgt e, 24 mE
Z}ol= 3 psu ©]8Fe] 5E0]tH(Table 1-3).

FRHEZDLS AH YCS SCAllM = FAIQ 2¥€90 =37,
ZA101 59 T A1 8ol wWeren, A JColAMe=
A T A0 =3, st WA e, Ad de
of W& 73] thi E4t3] sFATHFig. 2). 3 T
(1,492.73 mg 7y 20073 29 AF SCAlM F=EA L,
A F=(3.81 mg I7)E 20063 8Y¥ AAE JCAM F=
A B E4EE FEe A YC(388.1£32.4 mg
IhelX 7P B9l 2 oheo® AR SC(274.1+28.1
mg /1), B JC(42.3+4.7 mg 1) <o)tk A Yol
AMe 240 & xfolE YERRA] 943, B3 Scet JC
oNME dHAI71Y] HxAl FREd sE27F #=7 UE
“TH(Table 1-3).

F =% o M 899l =32, FAIC 299 WA
xR oU, A YCAU A= sHAIQl 8€l 7 =01,
AR 590l W e HAFATHFig. 2). HiL T
(11.81 ug /)= 20073 8¥ AH SCAlM 71=2=9, 3
A 52(0.82 ug IyE 20089 2¥€ A SColA 7=y
At Hit F=E AH SC4.03£0.32 ug Il 7P
=L, YC(2.87£0.18 ug 172} IC(3.19£0.16 ug 7' )=
ztolE VERNA] eiotom, Aol mEtA = dHAl7] e
BE GZMAM YA £ FEE YERIATK(Table 1-
3).

28 A=A a(>20 im)e SHAIQL 89l =31 FA|Q
1199 Etov, AA JCAAA = dHA N 71 =5 A
TE FA0l Yol dxd wE 2ol S YeRNATHFig. 2).

3 F%E(9.32 ug [7)E 2007 89 A ScColA 7=
HA, A FE(0.02 ug /)= 2006 1193 20074
59 A4 YCAA 715HUT. B 2= B YC(0.94
£0.09 ug /)M 7P Bekar, A SC(1.80£0.25 ug
IHek A4 JC(1.41+£0.14 ug [ )E 2ol S YERRA &
ok B YCAAA = BE A7)0l 2400 mE Zfol&
ERR A @4k, A SCot JICAME ARA]7]0) 2ol S
Haow, A Sce 2006 11€9L ALJsla BF Y=z
Aol e F=E YERHATHTable 1-3).

4 @EL o0 um)e F FBEL o8 IR E
A7 SCe} JCol M= BHAIQL 8ol 71 =51, BAIQl 2¢
o WA BEsHo, A YCIME sl 7P =
FAl] @ S BAFATHFig. 2). HIL FE(5.75
ug 7= 20069 82 A YCOIAM #AZEHA, HA F
(022 ug I7)E 2008 2¥ A JColM HZ=H AT
Bt FeE AH SC2.2410.10 ug [elA 7P =k,
7 YC(1.94£0.10 ug /) A JC(1.78+0.11 ug I ™)
£ 2olS YehiA 23ttt 240l wEba A SCollA
T BE A7 ZAxef gz iE XjolE HolA] 42

om A YCAAE 2006 11L& FZA]0
2007 11€0= YxA]0] Hof Axo) e x}o)
yaem, A3 JeolME 2008 29 Yzl &
ot 2 L5 YERATH(Table 1-3).
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Fig. 3. Seasonal variations of abundance of total ciliates
(A), Oligotrichs (B), Tintinnids (C), expressed as
mean+SE (vertical bars), respectively.



Table 4. Abundance and biomass of ciliates in the study area. T-test compared with ebb tide and flood tide data at st YC (ns: not significant)

unit: abundance (cells /7!), biomass (ugC )

Total ciliates

Tintinnids

Oligotrichs

Abundance(avg. =+ SE)

Biomass(avg. = SE)

Abundance(avg. +SE)

Biomass(avg. = SE)

Abundance(avg. =+ SE) Biomass(avg. = SE)

2006_5 Ebb Tide 76-661(382+74) 0.21-4.04(2.44£0.54) 76-440(252 £ 52) 0.21-3.87(2.12£0.51) 0-551(2130£67)  0.00-1.94(0.32+0.23)
Flood Tide 0-673(415%£112) 0.00-5.22(2.79+0.97) 0-577(309 £ 108) 0.00-5.08(2.18 £ 0.90) 0-333(107£61) 0.00-2.77(0.61 £ 0.54)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2006 8 Ebb Tide 192-1727(788 £209)  0.45-8.20(3.17+1.15)  0-1636(536 =204) 0.00-6.30(2.17£0.97) 0-854(225 £ 121) 0.00-2.91(0.83 £ 0.40)
Flood Tide 408-4356(1329+762) 1.39-5.13(3.21+0.74) 306-3762(1129+662)  1.39-4.93(2.83 +0.74) 0-594(200+108)  0.00-1.34(0.38 £0.25)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2006_11  Ebb Tide 0-408(114 £ 53) 0.00-1.16(0.31 £ 0.15) 0-306(89+41) 0.00-1.01(0.28 £0.13) 0-102(25+16) 0.00-0.15(0.04 £0.02)
Flood Tide 0-110(69 +35) 0.00-1.13(0.45£0.35) 0-110(37+37) 0.00-0.21(0.07 £0.07) 0-96(32£32) 0.00-1.13(0.38 £0.38)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007_2 Ebb Tide 0-313(115£56) 0.00-0.43(0.15+0.07) 0 0-313(115£56) 0.00-0.43(0.15£0.07)
Flood Tide 0-98(49+49) 0.00-0.14(0.07£0.07) 0 90-98(49 £ 49) 0.00-0.14(0.07 £ 0.07)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007_5 Ebb Tide 0-890(362 = 149) 0.00-1.39(0.42+0.21) 0-556(125 £ 88) 0.00-1.02(0.23£0.16) 0-600(237 £ 89) 0.00-0.38(0.19£0.06)
Flood Tide 0-849(355+£122) 0.00-2.57(0.75+0.38) 0-531(176 £ 76) 0.00-1.12(0.36 £ 0.16) 0-318(179 £59) 0.00-1.45(0.39£0.22)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007 8 Ebb Tide 223-2300(925£190)  0.14-5.32(1.92+0.53) 212-1248(544+101)  0.14-3.76(1.19 £0.34) 0-1500(381+146)  0.00-2.61(0.73£0.28)
Flood Tide 408-1825(1063 £413) 0.63-2.83(1.841+0.64) 408-1611(885+£369) 0.63-1.84(1.38£0.38) 0-215(142£71) 0.00-0.31(0.17 £0.09)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007_11 Ebb Tide 541-76 1(600+54)  0.76-2.65 (1.29+£0.46)  185-362 (274+50) 0.36-2.30(1.01 £0.44) 180-57 1(325+93) 0.08-0.64(0.29+0.13)
Flood Tide 184-194(188 £2) 0.28-2.17(0.79 £ 0.46) 0-194(95+55) 0.00-0.37(0.18+0.10) 0-190(94 £ 54) 0.00-2.17(0.61+0.52)
p-value p<0.05 ns ns ns ns ns

2008 2 Ebb Tide 0 0
Flood Tide 0

p-value

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns
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Table 5. Abundance and biomass of ciliates in the study area. T-test compared with ebb tide and flood tide data at st SC (ns: not significant)

unit: abundance (cells /7!), biomass (ugC )

Total ciliates Tintinnids Oligotrichs

Abundance(avg. = SE) Biomass(avg. = SE) Abundance(avg.+SE) Biomass(avg. £SE)  Abundance(avg.+ SE) Biomass(avg. + SE)

2006_5  Ebb Tide 737-2079(1469+207)  7.88-15.76(10.47+1.12)  737-1714(1230 £ 160) 5.72-14.01(9.30+1.13) 0-495(239+67) 0.00-3.18(1.16 +0.50)
Flood Tide  354-1633(808+173) 1.83-10.02(5.78 +1.27) 89-1361(638 £ 175)  1.44-10.02(5.26 + 1.26) 0-272(171 +36) 0.00-1.33(0.52 £ 0.20)
p-value p<0.05 p<0.05 p<0.05 p<0.05 ns ns

2006 8 EbbTide  480-13853(3762+1776) 2.96-46.92(15.51+£5.76)  90-1292(532+187)  0.17-4.73(2.37+0.70)  192-13324(3230+1759) 1.17-43.67(13.14 +5.66)
Flood Tide  1551-2921(2200+227)  7.65-14.42(11.6 1+1.12)  604-937(714+59)  2.60-7.89(5.01 = 1.08)  913-2167(1447+223)  4.10-9.98(6.35+ 1.24)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2006_11 Ebb Tide 0-883(278 +108) 0.00-2.97(1.04 +0.41) 0-883(215+97) 0.00-2.58(0.72 +0.33) 0-257(63 +34) 0.00-2.45(0.32+0.27)
Flood Tide 106-808(457 +351) 0.20-1.98(1.09 +0.89) 106-808(457 +351)  0.20-1.98(1.09 +0.89) 0 0
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007_2  Ebb Tide 0-217(60+32) 0.00-0.32(0.07 +0.05) 0 0 0-217(60+32) 0.00-0.32(0.07 £ 0.05)
Flood Tide 0-1132(447+34 8) 0.00-2.48(0.93 +0.78) 0-94(31£31) 0.00-0.18(0.06  0.06) 0-1038(415+317) 0.00-2.30(0.87 £0.72)
p-Value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007_5  Ebb Tide 0-564(251 + 64) 0.00-0.63(0.23 +0.08) 0 0 0-564(251 +64) 0.00-0.63(0.23 £0.08)
Flood Tide  303-1602(1001 + 182) 1.52-7.35(3.92 £ 1.00) 89-855(300+121)  0.17-4.45(1.69+0.69)  202-1072(701 £144)  0.51-7.18(2.24 +1.01)
p-value p<0.05 p<0.05 ns ns p<0.05 ns

2007_8  Ebb Tide 752-1751(1074 % 109) 1.18-6.39(3.80 £ 0.53) 0-1198(568 +141)  0.00-3.24(1.80 +0.39) 198-956(470 + 83) 1.18-2.57(1.78 £0.17)
Flood Tide  520-2688(1214 +496) 1.00-11.90(4.06+2.62)  208-1344(723+235)  0.39-3.63(1.57+0.71)  103-1248(467+264)  0.05-7.66(2.33 + 1.81)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2007 _11 Ebb Tide 0-4174(763 +683) 0.00-7.98(1.44 +1.31) 0-209(68 +43) 0.00-2.60(0.49 +0.43) 0-3965(695 +655) 0.00-5.38(0.95 +0.89)
Flood Tide 0-1415(597+319) 0.00-3.64(1.51 +0.85) 0-776(345 +202) 0.00-3.64(1.29+0.86) 0-808(251 +191) 0.00-0.56(0.21 1 0.14)
p-value ns ns ns ns ns ns

2008_2  Ebb Tide 0-1188(527+157) 0.00-1.47(0.68 £ 0.19) 0-619(116 £ 88) 0.00-1.17(0.22+0.17) 0-1188(411 £ 146) 0.00-1.13(0.46 £ 0.13)
Flood Tide 200-960(545 +165) 0.29-1.49(0.76 - 0.26) 0-192(48 +48) 0.00-0.36(0.09+0.09)  200-768(497 +127) 0.29-1.13(0.67£0.17)
p-Value ns ns ns ns ns ns

LIOmSTY J241Y D UL SSDUOIS VL)

c8



Table 6. Abundance and biomass of ciliates in the study area. T-test compared with ebb tide and flood tide data at st JC (ns: not significant)
unit: abundance (cells /7!), biomass (ugC )

Total ciliates

Tintinnids

Oligotrichs

Abundance(avg. = SE)

Biomass(avg. =S E)

Abundance(avg. = SE)

Biomass(avg. £ S E)

Abundance(avg. = SE)

Biomass(avg. £ S E)

2006 _5 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

355-882(477+82)
171-1727(833 +203)
ns

2.12-6.52(3.921+0.69)
2.08-9.98(5.39+1.09)
ns

92-353(224 +38)
85-480(293 + 54)
ns

0.77-5.09(2.75 + 0.66)
1.96-6.90(3.73 £ 0.76)
ns

94-529(253 £62)
85-1247(540+173)
ns

0.04-2.21(1.16+0.38)
0.13-4.69(1.66+0.58)
ns

Ebb Tide
Flood Tide
p-value

2006 8

633-7114(2158 £904)
1220-5682(3630+614)
ns

2.26-13.85(6.28 £ 1.47)
3.36-24.07(12.94 £ 3.68)
ns

186-624(362 % 51)
0-361(195+61)
ns

0.87-5.39(2.77+0.66)

0.00-13.27(2.90 £ 2.13)
ns

271-6771(1796£902)  0.40-12.35(3.51 £ 1.58)
1220-5412(3435+583) 3.36-21.02(10.05+2.58)

ns

p<0.05

Ebb Tide
Flood Tide
p-value

2006 11

92-714(319+ 89)
520-1411(947+ 188)
p<0.05

1.15-7.09(2.68 £ 0.93)
2.08-3.58(2.69+0.33)
ns

92-306(168 + 35)
312-581(429+ 56)
p<0.05

0.19-3.34(1.23 £0.50)

0.58-1.93(1.07 £ 0.30)
ns

0-408(151 +57)
104-830(518 + 165)
ns

0.00-3.75(1.44 4 0.50)

0.15-3.00(1.63 4 0.58)
ns

2007 2 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

294-714(458 + 60)
0-882(436+227)
ns

0.40-4.80(2.05£0.68)
0.00-9.48(2.90+2.21)
ns

98-294(195 + 35)
0-288(97 +68)
ns

0.19-0.53(0.35+0.06)

0.00-5.81(1.50 + 1.44)
ns

96-612(264 £ 82)
0-784(340+ 181)
ns

0.04-4.61(1.70+0.71)
0.00-3.68(1.41+0.79)
ns

Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

2007_5

490-751(648 +43)
91-1251(8771+184)
ns

0.52-2.90(1.95 £ 0.43)
0.16-3.95(2.39£0.56)
ns

0-576(333 +94)
91-893(521 £ 128)
ns

0.00-2.01(1.15+0.33)
0.16-2.43(1.47+0.36)
ns

96-490(315 % 64)
0-577(356 +78)
ns

0.14-1.45(0.80+0.27)

0.00-1.74(0.93 £0.30)
ns

Ebb Tide
Flood Tide
p-value

2007 8

660-4360(2361 +507)
1010-3675(2303 £436)
ns

3.19-44.63(15.56 £ 6.34)
1.12-73.98(30.86 = 10.67)
ns

0-1507(462 £226)
0-668(282 £ 132)
ns

0.00-17.02(4.33 £ 2.61)
0.00-13.57(4.33 £2.23)
ns

165-4360(1899£574) 0.24-44.63(11.23 £6.93)
1010-3675(2020 £418) 1.12-68.11(26.52£10.97)

ns

ns

Ebb Tide
Flood Tide
p-value

2007 11

970-1477(1223 £254)
409-1764(1090 £+ 172)
ns

1.97-2.04(2.0010.04)
0.86-3.02(1.66 +£0.25)
ns

194211202 +9)
0-594(334+78)
ns

0.40-1.23(0.81£0.41)

0.00-1.61(0.97 £0.22)
ns

776-1266(1021 £ 245)
198-1460(724 +200)

ns

0.74-1.64(1.19£0.45)

0.09-1.41(0.67£0.18)
ns

2008 2 Ebb Tide
Flood Tide

p-value

588-1060(824 +236)
0-886(506 % 124)
ns

1.63-3.45(2.54+0.91)
0.00-11.55(4.14 £ 1.87)
ns

196-212(204 + 8)
0-222(86 =41)
p<0.05

0.60-0.85(0.73 +0.13)

0.00-2.34(0.41 +£0.33)
ns

392-848(620 +228)

0-738(421£116)
ns

1.03-2.59(1.81 £0.78)
0.00-11.55(3.73 £1.95)
ns
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45 Aol thHE Het 1,000 cells /7' v]7He YERY
ATH(Fig. 3). Aol we A =% 44 101,233+
138 cells /ol A 74 =gtow, o thgo & AF SC
(9831169 cells 1)} YC(442+65 cells ) =011 T}
ZAe mEhr= HA- YCOIA 20074 119 H=2Al |l
AEESRY IE2Y SR ARG 28 dEFS U
RS, A SCAlA = 2006 58 HRAlY FE A
REFO dEF VIR FxAHT & dEFHE U
yom, 20079 590 ZFxAl) ¥l ArzFo d=
F Sl Q&) YFRAIRL & dEFS BT A
A JC= 20068 119 ZxAlol ¥l AESF 5 45
7 25 sl YERAED 22 dEFS Ve
o} AR oA 240 e HEEF JAEFS dHA
7lelRE gzt dxd mE xfolg YRS, B}
Al710l ot LA g S UERNA] ZUTHTable 4-6).

AREF 59 AEEFE 0-13,324 cells 1719 ¥
2 FF 573173 cells 'S eI ALEEE= AH
YCollA Il 8¥oll T7F e RoFa oy, AF
3+ 400 cells /7 w]vre] S=5=0]l o, 4 SCE 2006
| sl A S oy, 20079 A wE |
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Aol 7H =3 SAR ZAFE Hashs Fe vER Y
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Tintinnopsis diversicervica®] &% F71ol 93)] F32A|
Huh 2 S YA A4 JClM = 20061
119 GZA] Leprotintinnus spp.2} Tintinnopsis angustior
o] HEY ZVIE AR Boh 52 dAEFS U
32, 20083 29 HRAlN ARA| Kl & HEFHL W
FoL}, o] Al71e] FHFEL 100 cells /' v]gre] wjek
o AE=FS HERAATH(Table 4-6).

ool Ago|A F5 HAETHFS ¥l AEFSFY €&
Zol| W2 FHZA (%) EXE= Axd uE AEE gk
o] Eqtlslglon, o] MM E ME thE e B
oAFATt BAF 717 T B 2AHE 7 HAESFVL

| O Tintinnids O Oligotrichs | (A)
100% T i B FIFR A B
80% i
E T IR
S 60%
=
E SRR
i 40%
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0“/“ !
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100% r ol TR 7l T [ 7 B
80% | [T ]
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S 60% i
=
=
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{ o
20% — ] N L
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Fig. 4. Relative percentage of ciliates community in terms
of abundance (cells /™) at St YC (A), St SC (B)
and St JC (C).
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35.3%% A AL, Wl ARFHE 64.7%= A8
Y 2He W ARTRVE 5 ARSFO v =

22.7%2) %
o} 77.3%= UERl o], sl ] g o s ZHpE Rl A
B3R 29 UL 5 ARE R 29ve

ke 73 LERIITHFig. 4),
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Fig. 5. Seasonal variations of carbon biomass of total
ciliates (A), Oligotrichs (B), Tintinnids (C),
expressed as mean+SE (vertical bars), respectively.

2% BE
NREF BAEES 0.00~73.98 ugC 719 MR HF
47 ugC I''E Yepl itk Adol e eadg &
X A YC SColM = dEH o) vy R 2 3}
A9l 8ol 71 ol SR 2898 A4E Tadhke
A Jepiglont, A- IcE st 7P Ea A
= FAlel 7P @A Uehd Az mE xjolE HeF
AThFig. 3, 5). AR JCAM AERFHF & A &+
TE dEY Bxo g Wl HARSRe g@adgo] AA
Z7F8k 2008 290] 2007 5¥3} 119 vl =&
2% YERIISH, 100 um o7 2719 Wl AR5
gago] 7Hg & 7195 Stk Hear gAY
JC(6.73£1.19 ugC I7)ollA 71 Etom, 7 2o
% SC(4.08+0.67 ugC ™)} YC(1.30+0.18 ugC /™)
Folth A WE FxE FH YCO ICA BE
AZ1el] Z2A e wE B Xo]E HoFA] ko, HA
SCAME 5 HAEZFY vl =49 20068 5¢
YzAlo] AR 28 §awS BoFQ W AR
ZH9] el =H 2007 59 ARAo YFRAIR
o} =& BAES UERATH Table 4-6).

F F 9 AREFE 0.00~68.11 ugC /79 ¥
2 7 2361043 ugC /7S YR, A BE e
AA AESF @7 et A8 th(Fig. 5). A9l
= AA SCOlA 50-100 um 7)) Wl AR EFo] ehher
o] 71 &9k, A JICE 2006390 50-100 gm ¥ AR
o] gagfo] 7hd =9ke ), 2007 d4]= 100 pm ©]
AEZF gadge] 7 =k 28y B4 YC
1 ugC /7' ]3] i Yepfolew, Al
2 zjo|7} A UrhFig. 5). ¥l AREFFY HA &
2o A7 JC(4.68+1.13 ugC /el A 7P =9kar,
theo 2 A SC(2.08£0.56 ugC /)2t YC(0.35£0.07
ugC 1) s=olth. =40 webdE A YOS} SCollA
Azo gz mE xjolE YepA sken, AH JC
ol 2006 8Y H=Al 50-100 um ¥l A RSF2
Fdo® YA B} £ BAHES H oS3 tH(Table
4-6).

AESF Z 5 AEFFE 0.00~17.02 ugC 17'9] ¥
2 H 1.671£0.16 ugC 'S YER)ITH Ad EX =
B3 YCOA Aol =3l FAR AFE Fashe F
S Yepll s, B SCek ICe FA T sHAlol =3
SAR AFE ashs e e, e wE 2}
ol5 RAFtH(Fig. 5). sl FA YCIA 20063
oll Tintinnopsis elongata®] BrAx#o] 71 =432, 20073
& Leprotintinnus spp.2] ©tA&Fo] =4 YelyTh A4
SCx= 2006 A9l T elongata, 20079 3HAY+=
Leprotintinnus spp.2] BtA%o] 7P¢ =tom A IC=
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20061 F=AI Codonellopsis nipponica, 20073 1A=
Tintinnopsis radix®] ¥2%o] 714 =4 Jehydth. 4%
ARZFFe et e FH JC(2.05£0.32 ugC 1)l
Al 7P =gtom, a2 vk o® AAE SC(2.00£031 ugC
12k YC(0.95£0.15 ugC ™) =0]th. x4 o) whaha
© 43 YCS} ICAA ot Hxol mE @i xolS
B R ki, A SCAAAME 20060 5Y H2A T
elongata®] AEH 710 o8 XA B} =& 84

< YERNATH(Table 4-6).
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Fig. 6. Relative percentage of ciliates community in
terms of carbon biomass (ugC I™) at St YC (A),
St SC (B) and St JC (C).

Aol EtEEIH o, Ao mEAE A= o
< BHAFh AL 717 F Ha 20E F AEE
F7F 41.5%= AL, Wl HESFe 58.5%= W A

BEZ3R7F 5 AESR vl8) tha A4 Yebsth 4
of & i 2v= A YCIA FF HAETHIT
73.1%Z XA 3R 5L, ¥l AR ZF7} 26.9%S JERA
ot A3 SCe JCAM = FF AEZTHZE 22 49.0%<)
30.5%¢] =AHE e 911, HJ ARSHE
51.0%%} 69.5%S UERo], &=
o] ng&Eo g ZE Wl ’éE_%WQ] ZAv= S8k
& AESF v = aske 4

(Fig. 6).
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Table 7. Spearman's correlation coefficients between carbon biomass of ciliates and environmental variables at each
station. All data through mooring observation at 3 stations were used. Top numbers are correlation coef-
ficients and bottom numbers are the calculated probabilities. Significant correlations are indicated by bold

numbers (TC: Total ciliates, TIN: Tintinnids, OLI: Oligotrichs)

YC (n=87) SC (n=92) JC (n=86)

TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI
ss 0423 0383  —0.271 0398 0392 0257 0337 0260 0282
0.000 0.000 0.011 0.000 0.000 0.013 0.002 0.015 0.009
Temperature 0537 0.494 0.298 0.484 0.377 0.363 0.473 0.384 0.390
P 0.000 0.000 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Salini 0532 0486  —0294 0457 0303 0365 0527  —0379  —0.449
ty 0.000 0.000 0.006 0.000 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Micro Chlg 0203 0240  —0.044 0.368 0.146 0.384 0.486 0.290 0.431
: 0.059 0.025 0.687 0.000 0.168 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000
Nano Chla 0.223 0.243 0.027 0.473 0.345 0356  —0.148 0.176  —0.206
: 0.037 0.023 0.803 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.173 0.106 0.057

Table 8. Spearman's correlation coefficients between carbon biomass of ciliates and environmental variables on each
season. All data through mooring observation at 3 stations were used. Top numbers are correlation coeffi-
cients and bottom numbers are the caculated probabilities. Significant correlations are indicated by bold

numbers (TC: Total ciliates, TIN: Tintinnids, OLI: Oligotrichs)

May 2006 (n=39)

May 2007 (n=36)

Aug. 2006 (n=37)

Aug. 2007 (n=37)

TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI
o 0080 0004 0271 0441 0427 0275 0293 0081 0341 0365 0260 0317
0.628 0980 0.095 0007 0009 0.105 0079 0635 0039 0026 0.21  0.056
Saliniy 0.096 0019 0249 0394 0483 0.161 0369 0049 0403 0606 0367 0.544
0.565 0909 0132 0017 0003 0349 0027 0776 0015 0.000 0.025  0.001
Micro 0461 0430 0200 0078 0.116 0013 0266 0329 0126 -0016 0.032 —0.027
ChLa  0.003 0006 0223 0658 0507 0940 0.117 0050 0463 0924 0851 0.872
Nano 0340 0237 038 0193 0281 0042 0.64 0213 0072 -0574 -0265 -0.533
Chla 0034 0146 0015 0260 0097 0809 0340 0213 0678 0000 0.113  0.001
Nov. 2006 (n=32) Nov. 2007 (n=27) Feb. 2007 (n=29) Feb. 2008 (n=30)
TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI TC TIN OLI
o 05 0445 0460 0206 0180 0153 0438 0281 0478 0499 0343 —0.441
0.001 0011 0.008 0302 0368 0445 0017 0.140 0009 0005 0060 0.015
. 0.615 0426 0571 0.158 0.55 0.103 0491 0338 0514 0531 0374  0.469
Salinity 0000  0.015 0001 0431 0441 0609 0007 0073 0004 0003 0.042  0.009
Micro 0156 0.007 0235 -0.179 -0228 -0.077 -0.369 -0.187 —0.446 0349 0.130 0.328
Chla 0395 0969 0195 0372 0252 0702 0.049 0331 0015 005 0494  0.077
Nano  —0.447 —0307 —0.418 0011  0.136 -0095 —-0308 -0221 -0316 —0462 —0330 —0.407
Chla 0010 0087 0017 0957 0498 0637 0104 0.250 0095 0010 0075  0.026
FBHAE G, GEHE o] AHAAE YEl Ao e Bol v FooA AT FRAEY
WAtH(Table 8). Fxo JaS vtk & 2003). T waj| vk A
T g27] W A7) v 5 AEFRY dETol
4. 21 = =0k B8 2y (Zhang and Wang 2000), %3 2
(2003)= <l AQtel A Aloj = sl oA tjx7]<}
243 YRFF AEF FE £z7)9) WE Hol7h WS gkort, 7hxs} vz
ZYaE BXE £ S JFgS o 2 wE 2ol FHEN L, QAN e FHoAM =
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7hz8} izl wE 2jolE HAFA] egton), AFE
FHAES] A A dxT|9k Azl mE dE
ZF Zpol & et o], 24 F7]9] xlo] Bt AlE A
AZHE A7k B 29l Ao Bl

ol M= 2006 8¢ Aol ) 3082 d=
Uehdlo] A} A7kl WE zpolrt wlg- F2 5 9
o} SAHBRN (T, GE, FEE, 954 o2 A9
gzl ztolE YepA o Al7]ef Ao mEt Bt
BRI, SARLE o = Aol= YFA7]ol =g
Hlom, dAG FFE BAFA] drh(Table 1-3). 4
BEF AT A7IS A met &g el
o, thRE2] Al7]ole FAjo] WE AETF oS YERY
A QkQkTH(Table 4-6). WEbA AT o] H2EF &
EHF2 20 3t JFTS TA IR U= o= AR
g},

Aol AESF A5BS Het AZFS 0-3,095
cells /7'9] W99 om, &2 0.00~13.78 ugC /! ¥
2 sAle] w5l SA S JebtthFig. 5). B2 2t
oM AP FEZTAES] AT 2 BTl A9
=3 A0 B A3 RoFI o (Burkill et al.
1987; Dolan and Coats 1990; Leakey et al. 1992; Edwards
and Burkill 1995), 3M] A&F S7H= Hol| 9 F7}
2 AYEE e, AP FEESTIAESY AEFH 45
& g 7hell Fo FAAAE YeRll= dFEo] By
9 tHRevelante and Gilmartin  1983; Revelante et al.
1985; Sanders 1987; Godhantaraman 2001). Z=AFs|| & 2]
AESH AETS B AN F2ae 4o 443
AE dep e, 7wk kol JAT G54 g
9} ko] AAAAE HJFEQTHTable 7). 2B FEZH=
9] A dEF It F2o] ARE X 7
gk gRlo=m dHA lom, A =& T2 LAY E
gz dEF F7holl 718k (Verity 1985; Abboud-
Abi Saab 1989; Kamiyama 1994). wehr] &7} 319
A 3 ARTR B Ui 7 s Hold F
7t mE Ao E ALREM, URkAQl 2jE]d o] 4A%E
EEHIE B %S UeRA
HAE4 aoke] AN A YC= 75 ARTFS &

of

U ko
i

ol

P 8 vk 9%h b Yol JBAS ehREd, §
F ARFRE NANEEYIES) 2o TN vy

o2 IZ(lorica)?] 742 ol 71eF B Qi
Heinbokel(1978)2 % HAES7F Hold 4 Ad+= Ul
a7l gzt +739 50%2F 3992, Dolan et al.
(2002) Tzt 7] 25% Z719] Holg 7P & 4dolgh
ol ATk sl $HEFL  Tintinnopsis  elongata®t

Leprotintinnus  spp=. 9 7te] 73> Z}7} 53.5 ume}
26.4 ym= V|4 A EEFAES] AIe AR ALREH
™, T elongata= B4 LB EZFIAEE Aol 7
AL AlmE B3 A SCAlM W HAREFe} &%
2 ua G54 @b F] AHAAE UL e 8t
Al Gl M M A stE Bl A BER{E 50-100 4m
7|2 3t 70 pm 2715 JERATE ¥l A ESFeL H
o9 A7) 2.5:1~30:12] #AE VA= Ao
Z] 2lo](Heinbokel 1978), 50-100 zm ¥ AR ZE=F+ 14
HNEZSHIAEY F AR o, Ui 4AF HEEHIAE
= Aol 7Fed Zeg Helrh A JClM e 5 AR
Fet Wl ARSRH BT 4% 9548 ook o daaA
£ Yeplid=dl, & $81EFS F AERTRAANE
Codonellopsis nipponica®} Tintinnopsis radix=. 32te]
Ao 74zt 61 umSt 50 um= =A7)7F vl 2 E S0l
o} =3 ¥ AEESFE 50-100 m(EE 70 um)2t >100
um A7 (FH 130 um)E 28 A EEHIE o7t /s
g FECIUTE ZEu AL slelM ER% AEETEA
£ A FHFLS Skeletonema costatum, Chaetoceros
debilis 18]35l Eucampia zodiacus® 55 AP 3
Fol7] el HEFFE] Holeow AgsA &2 A
o= AlEEn mEbA Holge i AEEFAE =
ghE Z0E Holw, HESH Y Ik vi 945
4 @8} #AHo] Y= FoE ALRHTH

o
1o,
A%

rr
i)

o)

=

T3 ARSF §AES e sk BE AR
A 2o ABEAE JeEdEd, FEd ke =
of mE Aol Aot FA 7HY =L A e A
of 7Pg W S RoE W HEEF ©Awe )
Alell 7P =31 A == FA 7P 9 S e
HRATHFig. 2, 5). =& FH=2 v& ARTFU o3
212}2] A2 7142 el 8haL(Garstecki et al. 2002), A3th

2

o2 o]g 7hsdt Hol FEE SAATE IT8S ]
uj 5ol (Widdows et al. 1979; Arruda et al. 1983), A&
< At Al71= HSlo] ot BE & o FHEollA
a4 F27t ¢ =2 A g A9S Yepl
] =4 (Barria de Cao et al. 2005), 83 YC2} SC2] Hu)
FEd Fee 24719 A0 >1,000 mg 'S Y
T o] ole] &dh= ACRE ALRETE o2
g 292 584 $dx7lo] v B ste] H

= TR APFEY Z2EH AT STk A 9o= )
& dxpAskE S el th(Bousfield et al. 1975;
Kimmerer 1992). w2tA HH YCL} SColA &4 =
FAI BA JCol vl w9 @ HESR BAE o
A Ao olaf| e = o MREF erawe] Al
FEXE FFE2Y AGEEe] #AdHo] e Ao= Als
Aok Zeu ZA JcelM s FAIR 2007 285 Al9lEt

i

o ox & £ Hr ¥° -z
2
re
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A we} 10~60 mg /79 WS Yeh o] (Fig. 2)
A3 YCSF SCol| BIs) A EFF BAaE HEd nA= F
P vofd AR AlgEEC

e A7)e A=A A <l oo dAEF=
< B R HAoA AEZFS AE7keA Y| S
o}, Pick and Caron(1987) Ff-AM7F ol 238 A&
A Al FEISARF] AEF AFE AFAL
™, Lovejoy et al.(1993)2 AL Bol £ A|59
A AurARl Aud #F Al 80% H= AEH] A
7HE 7S 4 JThAL ST T el vl A A&
AAFAM = HAEZFFY o] FIHZA] & Alg E0]
2™ (Zhang and Wang 2000), & A+ 7]17F Sl A
A YCAlA 2008 2¥€0) AEFF S0l SRI=A] &
ek weEbr 5A BREEe 4% Sk HAESRY
AEFS AFrishe slo] € & Id&

HES BE BN HEZF
AE YeRHRIL o]= sHl AESH @
ok whA, AE T IA AT
S g3 FYl 98 We
Aol A2t A= o 3o
A YERdth(Kimmerer 2002). B 92 4
S7IR HEEYAE AE s ST
Ao (Mallin et al. 1993; Sin et al. 1999), 7)== &=
Aol AHE 2Eg 2t 7he RAAH JIFS JepZ=
Sth(Howarth et al. 2000). 53], A4 YC9 SColA
20079 89 i F=v ZH7F W+t 7.38 psuet 10.58 psu
2 2006 8ol wlE] rAstdow(zhz 9.39 psu,
14.85 psu), €4 A 2006100 1]l 2007 7HA~3}
A zpol & Yepli Tt wetA Al Akl whE
AEZF OAY Hee 98 v A} Aol e
Aoz AlgH)

o] el HEZ e
2 T3 HE8 o538, vE 45
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PO - [ oA
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ARFF] 33 Bxo dFE vx= 38
Ao w3

o] A of| A

Ay R HEY vaE

(Table 8). A-F3GollA] HHEZL T A1 2007

298 AlQlstar A YCAIA 7 E=9kow, o o g

SCe} IC =0l thFig. 2). AEFF ©a#-S 20061 5
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e e F5 At 2o Zlog AlgHnh

Tt 7P =9kd A JcoA AF
FS Jepislen, 9 w27 A5 7P
A YRt A YColA 7HE W v YERIG
th(Fig. 2, 5). 3FFFelA B2 A Aore A& 7
2o wWE AREF d2% IAE Husty o
(Elserehy and Sleigh 1993; Mazei and Burkovsky 2006).
sl =84 o7 A5, Y Hele] HE
£ Ueille A9 o SRRt} skt 3ol Slo
7 AS e AR HYE 3-8 psuE s ol HA
AE 25 A2d Agke W=th(Khiebovich 1974, 1981,
1986). A3l 92 7 79l A gk §7F s o= H
2 2.63~31.632] W2 AL & HE ¥W7F 23,
gldol] meEtAE BA YC, SC 283 JC o2 FEls)
FETE Uefl o] s o 54 & wrgsaL At
20079 89 AH YCS SColH HAEREF eazke A4
Jcoll vla)] vll-¢- v vhAeke YERNSleH, 20061 8€Y
o vlal AH JCeke] erawF xjo) 7} w9 =A vyebytt)
= FE= AR YCel SColA 2006100 HIE] 2007
Al ZFAastRen, olget A 7+ Qi Axe AESHF
2] A 7F A dEel L vHE Ao AL
"o} 53], - scollA 20063 sHAI<} Il 2006
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