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RE T 199248 199345 H, ZRAEYIHEHFFER"C, "N QNRREH
ERRBMEZREKP/NT 200um K HAEMBR AP EZEVMNEABREYRINRE ™= B
ks DIRERAR (NOT-N), H&R (NHI-N) fig&£MA (AA-N) RIKBIER. 4
%%E}ﬂ, FEBEMESPREFS NP EFHEYLE(16.38%—41.00%), NO7-N XEHEE
HYETRIE(64.86%—87.28%), i NHI-N 1 AA-N 32 i1 Rk MR R (53 Bl o5 5
B 47.61%—71.28% 1 48.15%—80.54% ),

X FEBAY HBEY 9REFN BRK

BB ST UE R, W E A B A 7= N HAE L IR S A B gk, R ML B TR E
F—RB BB/ IR Y, %512 Cyanobacteria (Krupatkina, 1990), B—5 &,
SHEFERRHEFENRE B LR TIRETE, RRABRBEDELTOERRT
&fti (Wheeler et al., 1986), FBEAEWRIERANEMEMEESDOEE, MEXA
BB SIRITI8E. B, Cyanobacteria {ARRIIPE D470, HTBRKN, BS
NE—BFHFENESHRTAREARBERVERS; TR FAENE FEORK
BTN EEERESRUSN, BN REEAEMOFTE~ AR ERIRERZE (La-
ws, et al., 1985), i, ERARBEMMEREYENRESTBHOER, TINR
PP EF= SR (EEESE,1993), EFMETTH &= 1H/KF (Eppley, 1989), #tk
BEH . EUB TRESRETIYHEFNEREASREER X HERNERR
HRRE, BNEEFRETERR . HBEEBESIMABAERNEFHE, kT &2
BN EELRR. A3 AEMIMEIRATHC, "N AR REEARNEZ., BE&
EYEBRRL., BREIEFSENTEKR/D, BT AR AL INLH UM %
LSRR T RNBNEEIBD EEEMREREWRIER.

1 HE5HE
L1 ke /3T 199248 A, 11 R, 199342 A.5 ATERMEDLREZE 0.5m
7KEE, % 200um FEBL MR ER KB ZFHEWEH TR LR,

» MENYEEARRFRAEWRRREFE 2381 2, BXEAFE LS T, 39200022 &,
PEESAREMEARERMNBEABENRERAEHTBAFAOIZE EKB T,
KB 1993469 A4 H,EZEH: 199447 18 H,
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1.2 ARk SHAEER. REREVEREDTEREYRRE & 7
(Wheeler et al., 1986; Dodds et al., 1991), 1 1,3,5,10,25,50,80,100, 150mg/L Y
e BERE BEATHNANRLS , DA ¥C M, PNH{-N RS TEPRE I HIR R

13 FHEHFTR HEMRRSRBREERMEN N Smg/L, EBMEIFIY 50mg/L
(1992 42 8 B, 11 B)R 85mg/L (1993 4£ 2 A, 5 A)o MAMHIFIG, FERAKZEEM
B &HE TS 2h ("N SRADR 2.5—3h ("CELRA), MA 2uCi fJ “C & 1pmol /L
B N RBEFIRE 3% 4h B, SR KBEEHIEAE N RA, Dt SMmElAtE.

14 REABRERRARAE ERskEERNSEEESLE, DK "C, "N R
KA ER C,N BRBEERNITHET &, AEAEEH1993),

1.5 EHHBAFE  NH-N Fl NO;-N SRR EBRWEENFIRE F L E Te-
chnicon AA-II EEHHFI EAIE, AA-N RTFLRFFRETN, RELXMEFREX
RUMISE R (HTAR L, 1991), AL AA-N &84 0.5pmol /L F T,

16 C:NWickt  LDICRigS NH-N 1 NO;-N Rtz Mg EXRE, DUETR
Wb &R o

2 4R

21 APMEFRE  AESERETHMERREEYHE, LE L. STHEER
A, YHIBE 1—3mg/LE, “CRERSHBALHEESR, UFEKREF Smg/L K 1C
RWCRGE T, HEEFIFEY 10mg/L, EARRKHALE, BHE 25mg /L K I “C R
WELFEEES, NH{-N (Rt a R UNELES, BR, FRKT 3mg/L i, K
BAEMEAR L REINEG; X Smg/L EERFEE AWK LR, & 5—10mg /L ZH
HA— M REABHES, ZHKBERCSEME, BREREN"CREFRZE KE
W, YHFEBT 25mg/L i 'C IRWEHE T, ZHENEBEMRRBESIWZE T
0, AL, SEEENERMEFNEERNLE 5—10mg/L ZiE, DL PN REUSTEIMLA
FTEMKER, #—FIEHTEERIFMEIR R, BT MBLRE, “C BB HMEEK
ENTH4tERHENESERANTHAEE, R HALENRBRERRERE T ME
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Fig. 1 Effect of antibiotic treatment on '*C and N uptakes by prokaryotic
and eukaryotic organism in Jiaozhou Bay, Qingdao
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1 BrA] LI AR R LB 50— 100mg /L B0 &3,

22 BRKEER  SBIN>20pm, > 2um R1>0.2pm 3 MR REZEER ., EBEFE
EMREEERER, 4 MFNTHAHIRERGE D RH, £>20um WREHEEN,
KEER 90.36%—96.31% BEBAEMTER, TEBREDNIRERY 3.69%—9.64%,
¥ 2um PLETSERN, EA R 71.76%—89.90% HEBAENKIE;10.10%—28.24% )
SEKEFEBEY. HEE 0.2—200pm BANEIRH A Y B RN, EBAEDRORR T
E 59.00%—83.62% , T R B A AU TR L T+ 21 16.38%—41.00% 0 LR RRIR 515
TEEENSEBREDR S EROTRLATA, BANANEEDLERESEE
BRI ERZEEY, B/ AR NS EEULLENREEERE D, WM MAESE
TROE A VF B KM KA S BT S L AR T, BEREYROEE&E IR R %%
FEARBBERNENTRES, XN BWRE N BBRE; T BN RE T TEk
RANZTEER, XE—FYFMEEF DX —PEEH,

F1 BHEDORBEKPAE. REENHNBRALHITR

Tab. 1 Contributions of eukaryote and prokaryote to total carbon assimilation in
surface water in the center of Jiaozhou Bay, Qingdao

5 % ¥ % E B £ 9 E & & 9 B A i RA
(pm) Cmg/(L-B)]| (%) | [Me/(L-b)]| (%) | Me/(L-h)]| [ig/(L - h)]
>20 1.350 90.36 0.144 9.64 1.494 1.463
E ZF >2 2.402 71.76 0.945 28.24 3.347 3.061
>0.2 3.864 59.00 2.268 41.00 6.132 5.805
>20 0.665 96.31 0.025 3.69 0.690 0.450
* = >2 1.784 86.96 0.268 13.04 2.052 1.305
>0.2 2.097 71.34 0.842 28.66 2.939 2.376
>20 1.659 91.20 0.160 8.80 1.819 1.650
2z F >2 2.733 89.90 0.307 10.10 3.040 2.958
>0.2 3.344 83.62 0.655 16.38 3.999 3.749
>20 1.755 95.90 0.075 4.10 1.83 4.100
x5 = >2 3.945 83.43 0.783 16.57 4.728 7.069
>0.2 5.706 74.84 1.919 25.16 7.625 9.410

23 NREZER ANFENTHAGLRERRY, FREDTMEREDX 3 HARN
FORK A ERENER, LK 2o NO7-N EE A AN R (64.86%—87.28%),1
NH{-N #5l AA-N WEZBFEBERIE, Bratefls 3l % 47.61%—71.28%
48.15%—80.54% 0 MEVILMAKE, NO;-N WRKEKEHNAEERSE, XEREEK
EmketrAEE (B 1D BE—BH, KNHEREDY NOT-N BRI S FRE Xt
NO;-N SR ERY 87.28%, NH;-N MRKAER FF T IEE, LN, FEEHHIR
Wt BB 71.28% 0 61.93% , N B EF, ARENN NH-N RKERFKE]
EAE, TIEAEYN NHI-N BRER EEHRE. AA-N NERRKEER . EFE
HRtFNHE L, XERBEMHRELFASE TS —8. ABREMN AA-N rRItL
PEK L EFRE, AENANRKEHAS, KA RS EE A EES MEETEK
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®2 BHBPOREKS NS, REEHH ARG TR

Tab. 2 Contributions of eukaryote and prokaryote to nitrogen uptakes
in surface water in the center of Jiaozhou Bay, Qingdao

E K £ 9 E & &£ 9 SR 1] X HRA

E S ] /K

[pmol/(L-b)]| (%) [(Wmol/(L-h)]} (%) |[Kmol/(L:h)][Rmol/(L -h)]

Nu#-N 0.0418 38.07 0.0679 61.93 0.1098 0.1230
B = NO;-N 0.0024 64.86 0.0013 35.14 0.0037 0.0038
AA-N 0.0029 22.48 0.0100 77.52 0.0129 0.0118
NH#-N 0.0114 52.39 0.0103 47.61 0.0217 0.0244
S NO;-N 0.0006 66.67 0.0003 33.33 0.0009 0.0008
AA-N 0.0010 35.71 0.0018 64.29 0.0028 0.0026
NH-N 0.0115 34.85 0.0215 65.15 0.0330 0.0319
£ F NO;-N 0.0016 79.66 0.0004 20.34 0.0020 0.0022
AA-N 0.0014 51.85 0.0013 48.15 0.0027 0.0021
NH#-N 0.0290 28.72 0.0721 71.28 0.1011 0.1114
5 % NO:-N 0.0055 87.28 0.0008 12.72 0.0063 0.0057
AA-N 0.0041 19.46 0.0168 80.54 0.0209 0.0201

%3 BMEDORBERPREEHFREERL C:NRIKLE

Tab. 3 C;N uptake ratio in eukaryote and prokaryote in surface water in the
center of Jiaozhou Bay, Qingdao

F 0#H E B £ 9 E &% £ 9
g = 7.29 2.73
® # 14.58 6.62
% & 16.80 2.49
& = 13.78 2.19
V- 13.11+4.08 3.5142.09

YR AA-N B E S AA-N BIRIEAILLGIHIRK, 7T AA-N EEGREREY
BifWlo SRBEY CHRKEWEMLETA, REEWH NHI-N, AA-N RIgHH
HAEESRREFMEDTOLN, BIREE,

24 C:NHMWth EB4AEPREBREHHN C:N RKHREEEENERK 3. ATE
BRAEHATEE16.80), RKEHATEEC.29); MEERKXEHRATHKEG.62)
RAMEHATEEQ2.19)o FEEHMLIRN C:N BRI B R R hRIF A BITERN
HABRKERY NHY-N, AA-N, BEHRRKETLIHK. M C:N BKELHIFTIE M K
&, Ntk C R R iR BEAYAE fL 88 Ko

3 it

3.0 AWK EEPHEESREED, AEEMNEREYMERN N LT EX
(3m Picoplankton HHRYFE M EB5y 4E R E M), ShiE LA R X (k4 e84 &5t LIRS
DR EERIFHEY, —ROEEERETERERBREZRENEESTED B
Ho st MRMMEINARIIRE TS 2 BREVHENERTE. ABRERK
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LW EDTE N, ER G R B A Y 70S BOEARIThEE, MPLIEEEESRNARK,
MRAFEEBR AW IERAER, Bl 80S BRI TItE ML LA RE SR
& (Vazques et al., 1974), XFHHERCHIEARNBESERORIFESREE Y
MEIFI(Wheeler et al., 1986; Dodds et al., 1991), I FCRLIRE, ANXLHETER
(25—3h) PSS, RREREHER_BLEBNCHAERZARS T EA, |
HMEEAMEERUE, RIAXBRRERT B KL EDN AR RERENEER,
N THEREENEEEYHN CHARTZARN. TBLE(IN)EAKTEFEENK
SEEEYRHE TN BB ERNEES BRI R T HEH TR T Ra%
Uit XEIMENMRIIGEIFINEREY 5—100mg/L, AXRREREPEER
RSB MG RES TRER, A TS LRONES Wheeler £(1986) DI R THBL%
(1992) WERAFIRML, C, N WIS b — Kbl FIA B 4H > F SR EE ML B gt
RARBLEEEZER, R T 5 ENE K,

3.2 EBNERBREVMENRESIBTNER AXWTREREN, BRERED
MMBEFTWEBRATZR, TRFEEEDENTRKTOERXERE. BRER
MR GEROA = ) B B BERY 16.38%—41.00% , 1X7E Picoplankton ¥ Z¢rt 5HILL 4 %
36.29%—64.71%, Y3524 46.93% +12.10%, B] I, Picoplankton FriRftgytr=h 3fF
—HPTER B R BE, E>2um, FEF>20um R 45 B b 3R W 5 3] E A C B i,
M IR B 40 BN K /N R B U R EEMERRN, X/MNES & C Rk a8l TR Bl
Keak(m, SETHOBNERS)URTEARAS(N, SHTEE)NEE. APRSE
AA-N REESCH, I CEBIE(EIARSE, 19DEEE SR 0.5umol/L, FIFT AA-N
BBCEROTTE, HERERERELENREE. EATEREDREREDINE
NERERAK. AXEREZER, AA-N ZEREBREYWHAHE, XE5MANEER
—HH) (Wheeler et al., 1986; Keil et al., 1989), Ef, NH/-N I EHEZE
WETR Mo M C:N TRIKELERE, KEBHER T, BREM C:N Wit/ T H4k
R C:N [h(3.5) (Williams, 1983), BR, FEEAENHHEHYEANASER F R
5, CAIARBC LR, (HRKENE, NifiESgE RS EmRRN CN R &%
T ke RIFHE —MREEFIH AA-N YN (Keil et al.,, 1989), {H'E % NH} -
N MR ERHARIEN AA-N Z FTRHBRNE, A ESEEHK NH-N @K%
Wk NH-N IR DB/ 47.61%—71.28% , SEBHAK LR (Laws etal., 1985; Oweng
et al., 1986; Wheeler et al., 1986; Dodds et al., 1991) %4, ®Il. NH{-N ER¥#
AENERNFEZ— AXWERERY, BHEDTHEARS AA-N, THHEFH
/DB NO;-N, XHHEDF]S5 Wheeler %(1986)F0 Painter (1970) FyZiLHMR,

3.3 —HAYBHESHSNGREZR NG  SERERSTERERER £ W
MEFRERESEMREANTRMEE, Flin, RFRAET NHI-N Xk &R H 5%
=% "N BEUBNFEF DBERE RARE, FIENE, HEFIESNE—EE 8T
B—HRUEAREERBEZ THT—BA™H, MZRFMEDRHNSS NHE -
N, Bt ENERER TN ERARERE —ENFRMER, BEBA - EEEDREE
Wryo hoh, BN EHLER (FBIE NH{-N) fyKEFIFER 46 R H Redfield
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C:N bb M CRMAEM[ITNRELRX—RBEI (Weeler et al., 1986), Hifu, T#iEX
HBEMMERENE C,N AP BH e Ax T EFREAN Y & HE X RS
HEhRIFEHER

£ F X W
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THE ROLES OF PROKARYOTE AND EUKARY-
OTE IN MARINE PRIMARY PRO-
DUCTION PROCESSES*

Jiao Nianzhi, Wang Rong, Li Chaolun, Ji Peng
(Instituse of Oceanology, Academia Sinica, Qingdao 266071)

ABSTRACT

Contributions of prokaryote and eukaryote to total microplankton assemblages less
than 200pm in primary production and nitrogen uptakes were studied seasonally by
antibiotic treatment and “C, ®N tracer techniques in the central part of Jiaozhou
Bay from Aug. 1992 to May 1993. The results showed that prokaryotic organisms
played a not ignorable role in primary production processes, accounting for 16.38% —
41.00% of the total primary production, 47.61%—71.28% of NH{-N uptake and
48.15%—80.54% of AA-N uptake. The bulk of NO3-N, on the other hand, was
uptaken mainly by eukaryotic organism (64.86% —87.28%). Some concepts and met-
hods associated with nitrogen uptake by prokaryote are also discussed.

Key words Prokaryote Eukaryote Primary production Nitrogen
uptake
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