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Eco-friendly Control of Harmful Algal Bloom Species
Using Biological Predators
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Abstract - This study presents the potentiality of harmful algal bloom (HAB) control through
the zooplankton, Daphnia magna. In case of co-cultivated D. magna with cyanobacteriums
(Microcystis aeruginosa, Anabaena variabilis, and Limnothrix planctonica), the D. magna showed
the 80.2+4.2%, 39.7+4.0%, and 25.9+10.9% of control efficiency for M. aeruginosa, A. variabilis
and L. planctonica, respectively. Furthermore, algal control was investigated by using supernatant
including metabolite/secretion of D. magna. The algal control efficiencies of supernatant were
recorded as 24.9+9.9% and 8.9+4.0% for M. aeruginosa and A. variabilis, respectively. From
the results of present study, it may be possible to provide a feasible way for development of eco-

friendly HAB control methods.
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M =
A2 71$ust) o3 245 Akt ¥R
Aoz A RIS =2 Fei2F LAY (Harmful

algal blooms, HAB)2] Wlx= ¢} A&7} £71513 Qlth (Paerl
et al. 2001; Paerl and Huisman 2009). ©]#3t HAB= o
=
22 F 27 (cyanobacteria)ol] &34 TATITE URbHog
BRRL B8 AFBAAN FUZA akinet) S A3}
o Qe ol NAEH Wolst= EA4S 7HA L glen 9

B Microcystis sp., Anabaena sp., Aphanizomenon sp.
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El::\_

FAF, $2, B, pH 59 FAUA GFS weThvan

Dok and Hart 1997; Stihl-Delbanco et al. 2003; Park et al.
2014). o] 2 FEL uho| TR AAHE (microcystins)©]

L} o}L}EAl-a (anatoxin-a) 59 2FEAEAS B AL
Ao olFulE WA= T AR EHEAE DA

Al 71t} (Watson et al. 2008; Li and Pan 2015). 53] 25 dHAY
ArEdas A% AeAT B oA AA] HA T} Z
FAHE LT 5 2, 2RFH4EEY AYE AT A
4% DAY} Do) tet gaAE HEe S
A AAA Q] RS 7F5A| 7]tk (Steffensen 2008). wWakA] f-
25 YA WEA] o 9 A2 E ojof gttt

SaZRY WA oA L AAZ SIstel TAEA (hy-
drogen peroxide), 2&X 2] (ozone), UV 2] (UV irradation),
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%22 1}4 2] (ultrasonication), A2 H A Z-2-E 2 (alleo-
chemicals), o]} (filtration) 59| &2, 2512 AW o] 7|
e o] 2kt (Guan et al. 2014; Su et al. 2016). L&} o] 3t
=9, 35hy A2 FEHEA ] AP AHELR <l
3 3H7 AT 22 RAESY A4, 7He A ER ]S
2+4u]8 5o EA-™o] Utk (Guan er al. 2014). TetA]
o ABARel Aol s BEXE G2T Ao
Hol| 255 whw gith

¢

b &

of

A& (plants), YA FE (protozoa), U] N ZF (microalgae)
o} wAYE (microorganism) 5 TSR AEAY 0] FETHE
FA2F AYE At Aol AHEE ST El Ella (El Ella
et al. 2007)2} Zhou (Zhou 2010)= & At B & A
&3 27N JAEHE Hag B Uk Pedobactertt
Pseudomonas £2] o|RBEL F3| 272 M. aeruginosa®l
st Aza 71 oty B E It (Yang et al. 2012; Zhou
et al. 2016). £3F, dF FAEFEEY FARFY %
AA a3 JA] HIAETH(Yang et al. 2009).

SEEYIE (e.g. Daphnia sp)& °| &3 Fa2F (=
) AR Y A, FEETIEC] AR oHR 2R
o] A A4, d4 g2 BE 4 FEZSHIAEY F
4 &5 AL & e 2 AR LR sty
Ago] ojFti A YA, HZ, Fx2F Aol g
Daphnia®] 2-&4o] R1% 3 itk (Sarnelle 2007; Sarnelle
eral. 2010). W2t & ApoX= FEEFIE D. magna
9] AA&5S 53 FlZFQ M. aeruginosa, A. variabilis,
L. planctonica®] ¥A AA &1L H718H Tt E3Y D. mag-
na®| 22} AR O3t fe 2R A anE F7lekgich

)

ERTETE

LA=

NaNO:;, Citric Acid-H,0, Na,Si03-:9H,0O+ Fisher Scien-
tific Korea Ltd.ol|A] T3} t}. K.HPO4, MgSO4- 7H,0,
CaCl,- 2H,0, Ferric Ammonium Citrate, Na,EDTA - 2H,0,
ZnS04- TH>0, KCl, NaHCO3, LiCl, RbCl, SrCl,- 6H,0, NaBr,
ZnCla, CoClz* 6H20, Na;SeOs, NH4VO3, Cyanocobalamine,
Biotin, Thiamine hydrochloride, FeSO4-7H,O+ Sigma-
Aldrich Inc. (USA)o| A Fufj3} %4t} Na,CO;3, H3BO3, MnCl, -
4H,0, NaMoOy - 2H,0+ JT Baker Chemical Co. (USA)9]
A Fi 3t} CuSO4- 5H,0+= MCiB Manufacturing Chem-
ists Inc. (USA)9| A S8}t Co (NOs),- 6H,0= Mallin-
ckroft Inc. (USA)° A Fuli3l % th. KH2PO4, CuCly- 2H,O=
Samchun Chemical Co. (Korea)ol|A] Ftulj3}ith. Kl Dae-

jung Chemical Co. (Korea)oll Al Ful3}Att. M. aeruginosa
€ AT AAT LR ATEUS. A variabilis}
L. planctonica= AZEE AFo| YR G2z A A
Haldth 5 EEFIE D. magnas= UMS-Carolina Biolog-
ical Supply Company 2 5-€| -0l 3} %t}

2#FI AR E

IgoA R A RRRE nA2FE £25H7] $5h]
o 22 e r 45 EEsklth 10mLe AlRE
A4 E 2] 7] (Combi-514R, Hanil, Korea)E ©]-83}4 2,000
rpm, 4°C ZZAA 1587 gAEstE A5HS AAT
H 7T AMgSt] 33 AlAsgh £8E A&E BG-
11 AR o HE3 & Az HE 0|83 LEA =28}
o] 25°C, 50 pmol s > m’" WA A 3U7E wjeFEtgh &
go|E Ao HEE F2YE HFFZ2 HF5H 12 well
cell culture plate®] A BG-11 ¥jA] 4 mLe} A HE3ta
25°C, 50 pmol s > m~' WAZo| A] 797k wjeFElAT 1 &
Stu| & o] &t A 279 gFE BHSRL,
UF o2 AR E MES BG-11 100mLe] FFe F 25
, 50 umol s > m”" WA Sof A wjeFatgth olw, 1 vvm
7] 0.20 pm syringe filter2 I3} HA FFal Tt
D. Magna®) 7%, M4 {2 o A 25°C, 20 umol s “m™" A4
F 4 1vwm® 37| 5 stollA wigE JFPon o]5nt
ot Chlorella vulgariss 353 FJTh AMHE-3F BG11 vj A<}
M4 vl x| 2] ZA]L Table 13} Zt}.

o S L oo

F Aol Aot e TE
| B5e T AIE 5 9 3
A8 Fch WA 250 mL
Z+ZetAT 0] 0.05 gy L' FARFE /1AL BGII HY
20mLe} S0 mLel M4 WA E EART ol F % 1
£ 3 Au2T gz7 =
2 1vvm F7] 35 st
A vjoFslh 2483 69 & hemacytometerE 0|83+ M.
aeruginosa®] M|E +& ZH3}1L, A. variabilis®} L. planc-
tonia= 80% OFH| €1} ¥|= H|E| (Minibeadbeater-16, Bio-
spec products, USA)E o] &3}0] JE4E &30 344
Z=A| (Genesys 10S UV-Vis, Thermo scientific, Germany)S
o]-gsto] thz9f A (1) Zo] Aitshitt:

Total chlorophyll content=7.18 X Ags3 +17.32 X Asss (1)

A7 A AessTt Asss ZHZE 663, 646 nmo| A Q] FF ol
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Table 1. Contents of BG-11 and M4 medias for cultivation of mi-
croalgae and D. magna

Concentration (mgL™")

Component
BG-11 medium M4 medium
NaNO3 1500 0.274
K>HPO, 40 0.184
MgSO4- 7H,0 75 123.3
CaCl-2H.O 36 293.8
Citric Acid- H.O 6 -
Ferric Ammonium Citrate 6 -
NaEDTA - 2H,0O 1 2.5
Na,CO3 20 -
H3BOs 2.86 2.8595
MnCl,-4H,O 1.81 0.3605
ZnSO4- TH,O 0.22 -
Na,MoOs4-2H,0 0.39 0.063
CuSO4- 5H,0 0.079 -
Co (NO3)2-6H0 0.0494 -
KCl - 5.8
NaHCOs3 - 64.8
Na;SiOs-9H,0 - 10
KH>PO4 - 0.143
LiCl - 0.306
RbC1 - 0.071
SrCl>- 6H,0 - 0.152
NaBr - 0.016
CuClz-2H,0 - 0.01675
ZnCl, - 0.013
CoCly 6H20 - 0.01
KI - 0.00325
NaySeO3 - 0.00219
NH4VO; - 0.000575
Cyanocobalamine - 0.001
Biotin - 0.00075
Thiamine hydrochloride - 0.075
FeSO4-7H0 - 0.9955
4. FEETIE WAMHE/ZNEY FAEF Al 37t

EFIEY HAMTE/RHEY fel2f Aol Bk
Foll TE2FAEC] MIHAE WiAE FUT
Az 5 2 G540 H3tE Sk Pz JPH
250 mL AFZHERRA 0] 0.05 gay LS GHZRFE EFsIE
BG11 HjZ] 20 mLE ¥l o|F Zk A& D. magna
15704 2 M4 v x] 80mL, M4 x| 70mL ¥ SEZYIE
¥ 10 mL, M4 x| 70 mL ¥ D. magna®} S-lZF
A kst B A] 10mLE 2+2 2skgch wioF 24 2
B ol AlolB7tet FaE WS RSt

o?c. ﬂl‘ﬂl

Pg-

Jl)l'

Zn o

=

k-

1. 439 28, 54
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Fig. 1. Influences of zooplankton, D. magna on growth of (A) M.
aeruginosa, (B) A. variabilis and (C) L. planctonica.

%1t} 18s rRNA 5% 235 BLAST Search Program (NCBI)
& Agske] B4 Aa BelE 43

¢} Limnothrix planctonica®l| A53< B A}

+ Anabaena variabilis

2.D. magna®) G35 AALT}

FEZHIEQ D. magna® {FNZF M. aeruginosa, A.
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(A)
M. aeruginosa M. aeruginosa+Zoo plankton
B)
A. variabilis A. variabilis +Zoo plankton
©

L. planctonica L. planctonica + Zoo plankton

Fig. 2. Photographs of (A) M. aeruginosa, (B) A. variabilis and (C)
L. planctonica before and after cultivation with D. magna
in the 20% of BG-11 and 80% of M4 medium mixture.

variabilis®} L. planctonica® T8t Alo] & F7I517] 9
3t D. magna®t Zt 2H5S FAUF A7l &, 297} 6
2 4R vESAt (Fig. 1. $IE5 4% 35 M

aeruginosa 735 3334 0|7 9 hemacytometers ©]-8-3}
AA MELE 239, A. variabilis®} L. planctonica=
Y B4 APHA AL 2 274 o] B

to], BFFEAE o|8dt] GELE ALt WS &
o A& AT D. magnas MG A7IA &
Ae, BE 2{FEL vjgo] Mg et A 49 %
7V B QY. M. aeruginosa (Flg l(A))t ok Az 2d &,
6.45x10° cell mL™'9] 74| 4= on 62 3, 12.29%
10°cellmL™'& 1 27} oF ZHH %7]—6]—9&13]'. A. variabilis
¢} L. planctonica®] 739 29 3 27+ 1.263} 2.06 mg L9
dE27t AEHAL, 6Y Foe 2z 1241 (1.53 mg L™
o} 1.5¥1 (3.05 mgL™) G4 o] 715kt whde] D.
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Fig. 3. Removal efficiency of (A) M. aeruginosa, (B) A. varia-
bilis and (C) L. planctonica through living D. magna and
supernatant of D. magna cultivated media with or without
microalgae.

magna®t FAWFE AFHE o, 2+ 279 AA #7F A=
2o wlste] rastgiet. ol FAMYF Al D. magna] 4
oz gt Ao g oJARAT M. aeruginosa= Z|F &
293 6dof Z+zF 1.27x 10°cell mL™' 2+ 1.82x 10°cell mL™
o AR +& ERon 223 vustdS o HA 7t
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Table 2. Killing effects of D. magna and supernatant for each microalgae

Killing efficiency (%)

Microalgae
Live Zoo Supernatant (Zoo + algae) Supernatant (Zoo)
M. aeruginosa 80.2+t4.2 (Not observed) 249+9.9
A. variabilis 39.7+4.0 (Not observed) 8.9+4.0
L. planctonica 259+10.9 (Not observed) (Not observed)

ok 45649}t 6.58) ZAEIYT) A. variabiliss FAu%F 2
% 0.76mgL "9 424 o] AZEYoH 6¥ F, 0.02
mg L' 7 9o & Zoz Za3t¥Th L. planctonica+
TAEF 29 Fofl 1.52mgL7'e) FEA FE HYX 69
T 236mgL 2 HAEH 99 2HE F3Ele] 2 o),
D. magna+= A. variabilis®} M. aeruginosa®l] t|sto] JA| &
7t HoldS &g 4= A, L. planctonica®| A=
AAENE HolZl st §19] 7 Fof Hlsto] W2 WY o
Aans 2o

3. w3l EFol dE TESFIE A 202 A
3

3}

D. magnaZt Fl2Fet AW Fo] He ¢ 2L
ne2A 289 A48 BRY + AUTHFie 2). ol D,
magna®) $AETR A ol9le] WA £ D. magna} &
S oAMEEI 0] otk JRFeR Mol o] 2iet B3
< &R1817] Y8t D. magnad vi¥F Wi A2} D. magna$t
258 TANFE NAS AN FAEF A RIS
B7}, vl w3k h Fig. 37} Table 2= D. magnaS v <Fat ul)
A oF FAuFet i E FAT T U 27 AA
gt dxtolth. D. magna®t 277t MG 2 A5, M.
aeruginosa, A. variabilis L8| 3L L. planctonica® ©A 2
80.2+4.2,39.7+4.0 ¥ 25.9+10.9%2 Aol &L Bt
B3, D. magnas WG M4 BjA] AFHE FARS o,
M. aeruginosagl- A. variabilis°| tJ8te] Z+z} 24.9+9.9%2}
8.9£4.9%2 Aol &S HAh sHA HE F/Y 27
oA D. magna®t 272 FAY FSHL Aof A7t ¢l
itk olelet ATE Skl B 1), D. magna’s M. acrugi-
nosa, A. variabilis 12| 1L L. planctonica®] W& A& 4
A2 Folstgct. E3L, 0|83t M. aeruginosa®}t A. vari-
abilis®] Aol= D. magna®l AA3 D. magna7t A sk=
A Bl SJsto] o) RolAE Aoz Helth W, L
planctonica= D. magna®] ‘Ao &gt Alojqt 71535t

F29 TEETIAEL 2R Ex2F7 Y3iA
A AA7E He Aoz dA Slo] 2RWEAY o]F9
Aol et Rz Alolole AZE itk (Scheffer and

Rinaldi 2000). stA T+ 5 EZFIE 9 222 B3 73
52 Aojs 2FAEA o|Fo= 2F Ao 80| 7Hs
T Aoz Belth wakA ARy B4 349 A3t et
FESYIECZRYH FHE HAYRHES 0|88 &
Ao a0 FlRF Ao} Wete2n AR 74

Aoz Az,

¥ 2

2 AFNE FEEFLZER] Daphnia magnas ©1-8-st
o §3|ZF2l Microcystis aeruginosa, Anabaena variabilis,
Limnothrix planctonica®l gt Ao 7IsA-& H718t% Tt
D. magnat 275 SAME XX B, M. aeruginosa
(80.2+4.2%), A. variabilis (39.7+4.0%) 18|31 L. planc-
tonica (25.9+10.9%)2] £ 2 ZHF WA AA8 LS HY
ot FEELIEY A 3t 2F Aol &F} o]Qjof| D.
magna®] HALZHEE Y] 27/ Alo] 7HeAdS AT 4 ¢
ATk D. magnas WFT WA E a2 Aol o] &P
o, M. aeruginosa$} A. variabilis®)| t3t9] Z+ZF 24.9+£9.9%
9} 8.9+4.0%9 4% AAEHRE AT 4 ATk AT,
L. planctonica®| W2t 447 AA &= YA Ech &
Ao AAE Foto] FEZETIER D. magnas &
A8FA fFalizf{ Aol7l& o] 7t Aoz wdt

o

ot

Al Al

Lo AR @ R)e) fYon GRATA)
A Y 7] 2 AT (2014R1A1A2055300)7 220
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