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7.21 8.2 6.08 32.0 30.45 1.29
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Abstract

A red tide in shrimp pond is an abnormal phenomenon of strongly adverse effect on the environment of
shrimp pond. We made a prelim inary discussion on a red tide in shrimp pond after an investigation on ecological
environment of Daguanban Reclaim ation A rea in Fujian Lianjiang in 1994 and 1995. During the cultivating, we
analysed the reason why there is not a red tide though density of phytoplankton in shrim p pond exceed the level
of red tide. The charater of aquatic environment is as follows: higher dissolved oxygen level; great difference of
dissolved oxygen bigger between morning and dusk; normal value of pH, from 8.0 to 8.9. Moreover, there is

larger error in addition to the distinguishing equation of red tide in pond, which Wang Anli has built.
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