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D3 s By B (L8 BE 7, Wi R &) H) 3l R L R AR X T
= COy i 38 B AURK . 5] AN B 5E MR (Mercenaria
mercenaria) . 15 F5 Ul (Argopecten irradians Y152
%45 (Crassostrea virginica)1E 4 U Be X iRtk (~66
Pa CO,) fUEMERS Y, DR A Kl | fEIG R
FE T AR TR, B (pH 7.39)Ab 3T A it 7
DGR e K B 2528, B vE 22 4406 DL (Perna cana-
liculus )¢ 72 i F1A0E BE [ 25 055, 3 0 R0 2 & B
BBET- R WAk (pH 7.46) F 445 (Ostrea angasi)
HARECR D, B RURE | AR IR R IR 32
FFZmw, T AL AT RE 2 e A 05 &I A 9B Tk Ji v v B 2
AN A E e, AT RE S H AL T I RE L h
UG b T ASGURG B, 2L B (Haliotis iris)41A
seRJEME EZEL pH 7.8 MM, FfH KR
AR Z /NI ) A e 3 0 TR Al A% 1 — i B A
N, WP R A A7 B R, X R R R I 4))
AR DAAE TR 32 R Ak 1 ) s 2 o 480 sh el 78
4k pH 7.6 5514 F, 79.2%R0 45 80 MU (Haliotis discus
hannai)%)] L 13.3%1) 44 (48l Haliotis diversicolor)%]
WIEH KT, 1% A H Wi (Crassostrea angulata)%)]
WO TR TR 32 M K, T RESZ: H T HORHI] H Rt 34
BEe e E N, (B0 (Mactra veneriformis)
4 BB Fe K AR, FLIRIE 4h B E i n 2
27 BAKUC Y 4115 (Ostrea lurida) B3I E BRI T
fRfb(pH 7.8), H:B 5 By A4 R 1E % B9 5%
S WARE TR AL NS, Sk T BR A0 L5 B
A SO LA SRR, R T RE S
i ZH R A G B R B IR Z oL IR, XS
S DL 2 A A B XU AR 1 Bl IR T R
B LERLFE Y FhAE 2 BRIV N A
1.2 BALKT 5L E B R

M TR A X HA 45 B A e sl B AE W B B
Feny s, DR AL RS b 2o AR R AIL o 7E R 1k A
SEHAZ B TR OGTE . VR B IR R A 3 DL A
FJT A0 P ACIR S AR A, Horh SO R i R 15 1 T )
WL, WA S EER E K b T A 22 vt i
A AT fig B SCA B RIR A, A2 oK & AR O i
AT ANTRURN, 33K S AR AR fof 05 Ak A W HE DL A B0
Y5 R BRAS T A Sh e A B g R, TERR L
Wi pH 7.4 W, K4 (Crassostrea gigas)TER
Jif 2 B B U %) 5 A el R A2 B itk TR 85 RAR S 1Y I
Frm st WEPERR AL (pH 7.7) T BEE A 5 i 4l A

D152 A 1 43 8 JL53 LU 481 (St/Ca, Mg/Ca)$F£E 5 i K F-
PRI A DUSEAE AR 75 TR DL 4 4R 1o S 5
o, SEARTHERYE(pH 7.7)08 D= A= i 4l (4 BLA BT 5 45
TR RENT, 33U B H XUGE DU S A 45 A0 M R Dy 1 o 1A
IR Ak 1R 55 38 I, 8 78 TR R SR S BB AR AL T
%) DL ST L g B85 1 3 of 36 1 % b 1) Vg VA AR5

PR Ak i ] 5% i) 28 A DL (Mytilus  chilensis) Y
BEYTBGH SRS IR, DUSE M S5 0K T 45 5)
Z R EHEWREZE, R T 85t AR LX)
FRE S 28 ORI B 2R L B2 [/ — b, 3
X TR R AL B BRI AP AR B 2 22 57 . BRER TIRAL
6 7K W () SU B A% (Amphibalanus  amphitrite) 15 3
[i] KRS 7 ELARA G R B, I SEAR I K 4
it E RO RIRES, IESEAERRIL (pH 7.4)K5 5% N AU
oA B A AR Parker ZFPOF ST A PR, 1E
pH 7.8 &M F, BIE A4 (Saccostrea glomerata)i
FRAARERR ST H KR 25%, TSP A fE i
WD 64%. VLRSI (OF A TERAL S F T e,
W7 CCANTERR AL AT A28, R RE2 5l
G DS B A AR AP MR ERTERR AL AT,
DU BOR T LA AR L4 772 i A5 AL 72, (H il T7ER
TR AR LB FE T i Z 0 RE R, SRR IRESS 1
FErb R RE R b4y, DA 7507 A 5C 1) A AL R0l B A2
B2, B ER]
1.3 BT LR G

DU HA AN ) T8 HE 30 1 0 S e pIL I ke FIR Bt Ab
9 JER AR, Hofie 32 B A A0 475 40 i AT R 558
200 38 AT LATE B S A ) FSE T A i, 2 S8
&5, & D2 F B S B A AL R 22, (0 v R AL
ARSI B DU fe e i 72 . Bibby S5 K B, MRk
(pH 6.7 F11 7.7)%F 0 DL (M. edulis)fi FEAT B 2 T B
SO, BRI ES SRV R S EUMMR R Ca® KT,
WA I 52 209, i 200 A i A= BRI BE A2 3 47 TS 0,
LR R A] e DL Fe i 5 Y Ca® W BE RN, Bt
SRR T Ca™ LIS 515 TR A Z 2R, Al
IEHF pH 8.1 MLk, ZEET pH 7.3 HEEIH N
(Mytilus coruscus)IfiL bk I 40 A 5 1 R 14 % PR it =2 A1
(10 HL At 4k IS 22 B0 R A R Y, A
Frml s, A AT T RN T A ) iRk
(pCO; 101~203 Pa)A LA | K FVE4HHH(C. gigas)Ifil
2 B0 T A P A A RS I, I B R Y pC O, X —
Se b A A B TE P B SRR R, T AR A A B
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JR K PR AR 2O, ok 4 fh Sl k2 I o, L o 9 £ A
PE N K IR Z B B E R PR (Tegillarca
granosa)TETRAL(pH 7.4 F1 7.8) T A5 ML bk 2 40 Y 44
FIAR 05 230 10 2 0l />, W TR M TR g el M R 400 L P 5
Feo g ol S b A, (55 Sz 8 T —E
TS 0 20T TR TR T 2 5 T I 40 6 1% 200 e A
Vs T I RN — AR AR AL, X AT R Y i A A 32 B
JE P R AR DU s RACA B E M, SR
XUe D128 B B 5 0 28 VR 3 AT BB 2 19 DL 2% 9
W 2 e, BT A S 2 2R JFAR Y Bt . 2 H
"R ik, AT EXS DB GE RS Wit 75, XF
CO, HR By 9 ¥ 3 R Ak X0 ¥ VA XL 288 B 93 7 1) 5 T )
SRNZELD, I HEEAH 73 F LA R AR
14 BT RNR M6 R

13K pH YRR M D12 A9 A BRAR N R (2
T, mek, AAHFERI AR . BR1k(pH 7.5 1 7.8)
FMET, WSO (Ruditapes decussates) )T B |
SR W 2 G 2 AT, ST e ki 0 i
T EmRL(H 7.70~7.84) 8 R UL(M. chilensis)
T R SRR AT 26 S B AR, BB T SR o, feke B
TEE(CDRE pH AYREAR I T I, FCA= BRI S (AN R,
FEAR A — &R T, 55 Ak 3 5 ik 1% T it
e 4 AR AT 3 1 i DL A iR T g 52 B0 I Rk
(0.112 kPa)5| & MM K be DL (Pecten maximus)ii #4A1
A A AHE D, A HILRE 52 45 5 LR A s i R
(3 o PR 55 Y. AR TEAE pH 5.36 il 7.29 Z[A] A
WS L1 DL (Bathymodiolus brevior) W) 5¢ J& FE F14E H
AR AR TR TE pH>T7.8 IR DL —2F:, KUK pH
X A PR A KA BELARAE I MifLEA DL (Chlamys
farreri){E pH [ 7.9 i, #54L i RIEAL 33%; ¢ pH
7.3 F5ALHUR LT 0, FEICRFIFE FOR M FEIR T
14%7F1 11%, Wang ZB9% BUE pH(pH 7.3 F1 7.7)
MIRFEMR UL (M. coruscus)WET R AN HEM A & /)
TS, (HHIEERAR . EYWRIECR LT 350h 2 3
S o DS A el R HE a8 ks 25 T84
AR AR AR D, RZOR S B0 A K B
HHABTHEHES Y LR, NRTEIEES AR FAETE
BRZESR, O ETER E RN, AR A W 0
AR, B TR AR BT, DS ACHLAR n] fE
RAEARAL, 3 SR GRS B HAE AR Y AR AR AR A
b, el e B AR AR . W Su ZCRF I LB
T 7K R A AT S 5 5 e AR AR, ek TT R TR 26

RN IFEE(B[a]P) . PKIR PG AR(NFZ) . 5475 K (CAP) 3
Fhig gy A 2 76 pH ol 7.8 Fl 7.4 15}, Yl %} B[a]P
(1Y 2 BRAE 152 BB W g4 ], WX NFZ 1 CAP 1%
BRAE 1A BT a7 IR K R Ak S VR Y LR A0 i
B A YR EE AR R BN A N, S DL
Xt CA™ MU, I cd> xR EEER, W
SE AL FF i 20 A i T
1.5 BRI BRBRIA T 69 %R

VR Rt K A G W S 0E 1) B B AR R, Rl T T I
(CAYTERHESH ) BB TR A 5 vh ke 2R, SRR
TEHESIYT CA MaZRTIRE, Rl X
FERRAK 0 AR R AR B AR AR N B0, RO
W5(C. gigas)i) CgCAII-1 H I HATRSF I CA L
W, 5ICHHESh AN ek A a-CA BAT S A AH
I, A CO, ¥4k HM HCO;, RIE T (pH 7.5)4t
WAL . ANEEREE . FIRAR . SEURT I 20 B Y mRNA #5
S RGN, CgCAIL-1 H Fid AT 5 A DG U AH BAR
FH, BXFREETAIMB R CA A AT HLEIA Bh T Beifs
PRV IR oAt A B Y S G DU(M. edulis)TE
WAb(pH 7.5) Il pCO, K-l i bk I e i S 57K 1
Ko, FW0E DI ASBRAR A M A T R B0 1, il FH ik
iR S AR % wp LI bR 25 A0 T AT BRI, R Rl R
B — A EZ W R, EENRAST,
DA —E BRTRIH T HE ST, T8 LB R 2R 0t
THF K BR AL 38 P S g vy, 15 BRI DX T R
AR A At T A 3 B T 5 ) R T i 1), fEL
SRR N 32, K BR A AE g — A S Ak W 3E
23 BB Y AR PN R BT A 2 R Y, AT 2 3 B0 6T
M ZE 0L, T B A A P 2 S
1.6 BRALxTEIH G

AR TR N SZHE I AW, R 2 800 1 DL 4
FEC - HE B K T, IR K e B2 R A R
TR DU (0 BT Ol By 52 BR8N Vi R A 1) 5%
Wi . Zhao SEFSY & IR TR pH 7.7 WARHE A
¥ (Ruditapes philippinarum) 3 A E 58 1) J5 A8 4 K
JE S E SN, 2R IR TR Ak PR Y 3 PR IR SR,
FiE T pH 7.5 X T AR (Macoma balthica)5% K
R 1%, WAL TR 87%%), pH 7.8 %
PF T B HHWE(S. glomerata) 3245 3R i F PRI K
SR WG(C. gigas)RET16 11 . S2HE R ML A o R
ZRAL(pH 7.4 1 7.8) S iET 2 M T, WD A0 RS T4
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PR Z PG B REFis i Bt R, A
SIS UE B IR AL X 5 [CBREE DL (Pinctada martensii)2 A
1100 R ™ VR R b O 2 4R T
KW ZHEZHRE R, IR0 K 2 TPV 326 o
& 5 220 A2 RS BELAG %% U0 AH G %) B9 B LAl Ak it 72
BFFEUE I DL 2EME F AN A Ca™ T B IS 5 5% B 7
SN i B P R S TR AR AR P, g K R 1
(pH 7.4 F1 7.8)1R AT HE 2352 M Y it O 4 i 52 45 4o 72 vhr
Ca” TR Ca™ 55 M, M 5 S0 Ue it 32 K B
BETFRECY, DL AR R, £k 300 4F TR
AR B2 X DL 1Y) BEHH 52w AR A, BL6 DL SR TA)
T 288 B 5 00 A7 A — 28 25 572 o
1.7 BRAx M EATH F 9% oh
1.7.1  FRALX DR 4R TUREAT A 1 R el

K 2 B0 VE T HE B ) HL A T 00 4 U B
ARSI B o RTINS, N EEERSCHE
JERARA NG, X PP T AR S S R I 254G
M2 BIFSE R R AL (pH 6.5~7.5) 2 B A% B E [8] 7K
Wi (Crassostrea madrasensis) 4l BT 535 FE PP K 5%

W 5 5 90 V0 A 3 AR IR MR (Mya. arenaria) YRR AT 2P,

Xof RN ST RN BRI e . SR R AR
AN HE N, A A 2 B A S B 5T ) R A T R
FOW ST A5 PRS2 2] Jg
1.7.2 BRALN DU IS B AT 0 B I

UL 2 (Concholepas concholepas)4)) B4k £ %
B pH T M1 T, JFH 24 pH TFHEZE 7.8 i, 4hd
YL R hE AT, AR A ) X TR 5T
78 TAR pH X 9 AR AT N Y B 252, TR IR
AT B AR A L= 52 i ) fif 25 82 40y e 4 e Bk . M
5 KR (Thais clavigera)TETRAL 96 Pa M5 & 5E
6 56 145 U5 (Brachidontes variabilis), 44k BLAT 1]
BFEWAE LY pCO, T, KV rEAME(C.
gigas) 2 FEAR A B 1 AR5 2 32 L o 8] 1 X 4 £ 1)
ma i, {HAEREE pCO, FHim B 92 Pa, DIZEAYRE R K
WA BEE B, KB A AR (Conus marmoreus)
X 5¢ 15 XUBR (Gibberulus gibberulus gibbosus)f)
B LT R AERRAE 99 Pa T AH HL XS 4] 40 Pa TRE T
50%% . FRKSE Sl TR T AR LK, SRR R
FETE T 2 e B AU (Arctica islandica)fr pH [&
F 6.2 I, ARKEZEARIRIBLE shl S ™, 7EH
GG VE IR ARV T HE B W AT A s 00 87 0 1) 52 i)
(S, A B TR R AL W] DL UE — 26 DL Rh A 1Y

1320, WBUEME AN, MEETR A
RIZ K (GABA L) T4 AT B S 347 DU A8 W) 1 i 1 12
P25 AT R BB R EEEEALGN O, L g SR R,
WFETCE YA GG T A MR 2R, 7ER
T fRise T, LA RGN AL BE £ I ] N B RE SRR,
DMl A C AR BT B R B, XAl &
170 & 32 BN TR A T TS ), R 53 3 WA KA
Yy BURRAE T e B LB i A B R AR
1.7.3  BALY KRR

F TR 4 2 4 A 1 5 A SR ek ke kit i L A 30 )
M, FTUTE A ARMEE hl Mg i e T —
i E R I RO RS, (R AL B R Wi 2 R
PR R, XS AL N BE A DL & RE i B SE T T
PR, TR R B ) RO AT R o JE T RUEUE
(G. gibberulus gibbosus)A AR R, AT LI o Pk
] i R R R 0 R S, FE TSI pCO(97 Pa) T, THI
XoF L Jh i VA R B RS AR e, O LBk BRI AR 10
B, ERE R T RE TR RR AL S A R R )
1B WE(C. concholepas) IR i V& 5, nl AMEST
Py A IR, AR XU, SR H R T
Fhim pCOy(101 Pa) K HAME# I, H IR 7R K2
SRR AR 2 45, I HRUHA T MR &
fie Jpile 02 AR (Tegula funebralis)TERRAL pH 7.0 i}
AR VR A £ RUBG A B T e, ol et i) BT 1
HE(pH 7.3 F17.7)F EURSE MG UL (M. edulis) i 2253 WAEL
it DA IR 22 53 WA RE DG AR 1 3RAR AR, T 7 LB B2 D
55104 G DL B AE e ) 32 8] T — 5 AR B Y f e
S, WEKFRALIRE (pH 7.7) 0 A= 16 Y JE 56 T DL A28
TG DLR I ARTE SRV RRARR, S AT 2 B A R <2 B iR Ak
e i G S R O, L g SRR BRI N Co,
Al RE P F R A kiR AT, SR S
HZ BRI EAE, XA E AU BLTE 5w A 2
RS T, FERIE AR T H R AN A: 06 s 55 5 1

2 BRUSEMETHEEMERM

T 0 A 058 PR AR D Bk 0 9B 3 AR ) AR R T
i H 5 A R IR, R e TR A Sl FER
S5 T 3 v B9 VB A 35 T R0 K B, (H Y
R S BIF 5 5 AR B — DR 3R 4 A 358 T 3 47 Ok 1149 52
DO W=RE BTN/ ER T U 2 s P R R U BN (S
(RAT =313 SANE /1%y AP WL QUM LY S AN RA ER 7 Pt
14 52 M AN A 7]
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2.1 EHHBALES BT AW AR

AR AR HE T T B A ROV 1 SR R VE IR AL AR
BRI, XMW R A, BT AT R E
TR FE YR 0 52 5 52 MR, 5 2 ) ] 22 A 30
(28 RN o T A BRAIAE S FRIE 9 25 5, A
Xt T A B R 1 i 3 A7 R AR R 22 S 00 ik &
L B TR 5 45 R T T T A 0 0 Y T TR A 0 UK,
ORH R FE e A A g B R 1 o (H AR S AsAh AT
DL i A R Bl M2, 3288 . AR FgE
SR Uk 28 v R fh s Sk 1) BT R

B RIG V(M. chilensis) B85 0 FR A 3 R Fl R
N2 B 2, (HJE A2 pH ZKF Y 671 TR 5,
TRLEEF CO, R o0 /R FHANG W 52 A IS A, XoF 5
PTG B35 R U R0 DL (M. edulis) FI-ALHR U6 i 52 Vg
JKIREEFN pCOA(31~168 Pa)iis FlEL ), 7EMa/E T
RIAIEE R TR, seAd K MBI R Rk
(pH 7.4 F1 7.7)F1Ft & 09I BE R X9 45 i (Chamelea

gallina) B A I bb 22 iR S 7 49 i ik 48 b S il il 2 [ A1

A AL ) Ak T S G s Ml b TR R TR DL (Miytilus
galloprovincialis) 4 A BETE PR R o, b &L i 40 i 11
B, PPELLERIE . gk U I A e IS M R SR KR
FRI R BE S B WM HEMTY, KRR
TTHE COx(81 Pa)Flmrif T By SE M AHLWE(C. virgini-
ca) MR 5EUA (M. mercenaria), 40 M8 S AL 18 JFUR 25
e B RERE(Tridacna squamosa) SAKAE 1% KB
i pCO,(63 H1 103 Pa) MK B I BE AR, IF
HAE S WAL 38 R R A RN T 20%, &2
TR B [ a1 T T T A R I K, 240 i
P SHOM ST S HAEAERL A o Li %5 & LR 1k (pH
7.5 il 7.8)F1A% 1% FRAK & FCER B UL (Pinctada fucata) il
WRELHY pH {E, B4 T manpeit-4, BEAKE =
TRV 375 BH 440 b 40 B %) 40 b, ) B RIS T v
LI RE 170,
22 BHEBALSBRAESAEMY I LSBE
N By K SO B i A i SR T, S 3L
3 TR] IR R K B A R Ak, TR R R R ik
E20e B (S5 o8> S (7 AL A R iREE e R R R
AUTE A 3K 0 B PN ) A 3 R RO BN TS
WM, R (pH 7.8) M A LA, 3
MG (C. virginica) B HE 1K HE AR, R0 2 A
ZFIHITT JEFENE UL (M. coruscus)HITEBR R .
Wk IPI R R A0 N)FIAE K i

BT, KOFPEHLIG (C. gigas) TR IR 1948 K 2%
FMHIT, B 220G DL (M. edulis) 55 AE 2 NV #EIK
3F-(6 mg/L il 2 mg/L) F &Y 3 4~ pH /KF(8.1.7.7.7.3)
H, JRAE 14 d A9 2R 8 0 (B0 HOTE R . IR
MR A RKJEEA O: N . FrA S5k pH.
TRAEZRAE N 2 0 WA, HEMER B T . I pH A
R4 BT S E 0% AR B S, A% pH AR
R TITPAE A80 B 5 o R B SR B, R AR S MR TR Ak % it DL
A HLRE R R SO IR AT, A SRS T e A
AR R pH A A AL o AT K BAE R PE IR
AR A0 D2 Y A 2 52 i iR i, H TR
A AT P 5k SRR A X fin M Ui DL (Mytilus - califor-
nianus) L HP IR 0G UL (M. galloprovincialis) A} J&
FEMEUL(M. coruscus) = BRI A K & B R B8 ¢
TP B R AL AT DS R A F . Ae U,
I P B2 A 8 AR Jo 38 5 M R ML A v AT A
23 BHEBLEELENENNE LKL
e A KUAE L Bt K R DL R Tk s K
Hek, 5 o 4w AN 8k W R R B v WL TS e )
Z—. Nardi %5 R IER A pH 7.4 FIAHH FAE {6
FiiE G UL (M. galloprovincialis) I 40 i DNA %
AR AR O, IFUESE T RN R Ak Y B [ 00 3
TNT 4R 0 7 B 2R AR B WAk (pH 7.6 A1 7.8) AT K
REAZHE N Cd> 7 DR BRI AL AR P A B 4, KR
TEH CA™ FEifs T DU SRR 3 . A 2005 B4 405 Fn 40
JL R T4 T E A PR R RS @R 1E(81 A1 203 Pa)
FT18 J 30400 ] BEE 5E 05 (M. mercenaria) 3G YL (C.
virginica) i 40 i v (9 S B2 A DG T RE, I HL X 2L 8500
TETHmE Y pCO, M, 5 A0 0 A W 35 4 0 288 B
AE 1 Y B AR, BE 4R ORI IR 5T & 1 (HSP70) #Y
mRNA 7F I 20 i v & 35 17 i i e I, 200 J A0 ot 9k £
H T PE AR AR, WRAK(81 I 203 Pa) I
8N S EC R WA DS A BRI 20 i R B, A
A R 160 248 6L 66 BT 1 T v, o 4 L ) 435 P
IO, FEAIG pH 7.3 A 2R 58 A5 00 T L5 214 45 21 41
Wi (C. angulata) KW (C. gigas) S e H K S-
RS MG VERRAR, HPUEA L . S B A A 1
Tyfg sz B EE,
24 HHBALE AR AN B A
Bl KRR — 22 T2 R, e AR Y
GRMAEZN, FIMA A D2 BV T KR
TG IIORL I 24 36 VT o W A5 FH 32X 40 it
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AN B B 7E AN AL (ZnO)FIR AL (pH 7.3) 3L (7]
BT RESEME (M. coruscus) i IfiL Ik B 40 il 2 5t
P, & B R e N AR BAE L, XA
W PERE . T RV A AR S R s L B A
K ZnO VREERI¥EIN, JEFENR DUAYFEIGE R (RR) . T
WK (AE) ., R (CR), FA L (0: N)FIA: K i
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Abstract: Since the industrial revolution, greenhouse gases have been released in increasing quantities, a quarter of
which has dissolved into the sea, reducing the pH and calcium carbonate saturation of seawater. This phenomenon
is called ocean acidification. Ocean acidification and the accompanying changes in the seawater carbonate system
have a profound impact on marine life. As a typical biological group in the marine ecosystem, mollusks possess a
certain capacity for acid-base regulation. However, as calcified organisms, these animals may be easily affected by
seawater acidification. Based on the existing investigations of ecophysiological responses in mollusks, we have
found that ocean acidification almost affects the entire life history and most physiological processes of mollusks,
which especially show high sensitivity to acidification in the early life stage. In this review, we summarize and
discuss the present research progress on ecophysiological responses to ocean acidification in mollusks, providing a

theoretical reference for future studies on the responding mechanisms of mollusks to ocean acidification.
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