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Fig. 1 Spatial distribution of enlorophyll concen-
trition on different sam pling interval
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Abstract

Based on data of surface layer chlorophyll-a concentration in the East China Sea in Spring
0of 1994 collected by continuous flow measurement, this paper analyzed spatial distribution and
frequency distribution of chlorophyll-a concentration on different sam pling interval. The conclu-
sion is as follows: the general spatial and frequency distribution is alike on sam pling interval 0.
0l km.0.1 km and lkm. Because the data num ber on sam pling interval 1km is only 1 % of that
on sam pling interval

0.01 km, 1km was considered as optional sam pling interval.
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