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Fig. 1 Density of phytoplankton
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transpareney of phytoplankton
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Tab. 1 Daily growth rate of Penaeus chinensis

H8 %33 MEKER HE
EH. B (cm) (em/d) (H/5008)
1991. 6. 25 3.68 / /
1991. 6. 30 4.17 0. 098 /
1991.7.5 4.88 0. 142 /
1991.7.10 5.33 0. 090 /
1991.7.15 5. 80 0. 094 /
1991. 7. 20 6.73 0.186 /
1991.7. 25 7.36 0.126 /
1991.7. 31 7.93 . 0. 095 /
1991.8.5 7.98 0.010 /
1991. 8.10 8. 52 0.108 /
1991.8. 15 8. 94 0. 084 /
1991. 8. 20 9.08 0. 028 /
1991. 8. 25 9.52 0. 088 /
1991. 8. 31 10. 45 0. 155 38
1991.9. 10 11. 34 0. 089 30

H:8 A HMIH 0 HEKEERBRFETR LHEARX
H0I, W (g) =0. 014 85L% 925 (cm),
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Abstract

The water sampling test results in No. 3 pond in Dong Xiaome Ying Chengzizhen Dalian on 1991. 6.
20~9. 11 indicate that the density, transpareney of phytoplankton and the growth rate of shrimp length

have close correlationship.



