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100 H (0.147 mm) J& 2% i i 0 J5 , B 28 250 H
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Tab. 1 Dust standard material composition
T H PR (£ AN A oR IWIREA Bl g 41
Na 17 H./% 1.37+0.03 a,b,c,e,g,j 12
Mg 4 L6/ % 1.57+0.03 a,b,c,e,f,g,j 14
Al 5 H/% 5.88+0.04 a,b,e,f,h,j 15
Si /% 28.08+0.08 a,b,e,f,i 12
K 5t/ % 1.68+0.05 a,b,c,e,f,g,j 13
Ca /% 5.32+0.07 a,b,e,f,g,j 12
Ti i /% 0.457+0.016 a,b,e,f,j 12
Fe /7 b/ % 3.02+0.03 a,b,c,e,f,h,j 15
P&/ (pg-g!) 923432 a,b,e 9
Se i/ (pg - g™") (11) a,j —
Mn &8/ (pg - g™") 636+8 a,b,e,f,j 11
Ni i/ (pg-gh) 33x1 a,e 6
Cufim/(pg-gl) 27+2 a,d,e,f 8
In &R/ (pg-gh) 80+3 a,b,c,e,f,g,j 10
St &/ (pg-g) 25316 a,b,e,f,j 10
Ba &t/ (ug - g) 4678 a,b,e,j 8

WGSBS H M TN ca. BB S5 FIAROGIE L (FRYA , ICP/AES) ; b, HUBRA &8 PO % (T, ICP/AES) ;
c. KIAIEFMRISOGIE R (FAAS) sd. BV AR JE IR IS0 (ETA-AAS) je. X SR8 6615 (XRF) f. BUkiikS X S48 & 5k (PIXE) ;
g B AR (IC) sh, AEE(VA) ;i T (GR) 5. U8 il ki (INAA) .

1.2 SLBHE

ABFFETF 2017 453 A 31 HEE“K B L2 57
TELRG TR A T H AR R AT 0 2 L B S 55, 35 97 /KA
K A AR BE DT w3 2 K (33°057 969" N,
125°27'148"E) , ALK IR A 99 m, FRJZ KN
12.23 °C, R 33.84, i i TCHL R MK N 5.785
pwmol/ L, BEFRER M 4 0.360 wmol/L, HiFESLZEH
W13 d, FIH 20 L (4 R B ER TR 15 374 ( Nalgene ) i
TPRESR BRI RN 2 iow, oy ot B AL AR 7

FRERA Wb (Hhe 4, A3 NER ), XA
MG Shi 25 (2012) "7 A 7532 , o FHAS PO AT b BB £
JRNERE K B SRR E N - P (NO; : PO ) M 16
©1 (M1) 8:1 (M2).64:1 (M3)LLRAHLA (IR
F)H(M4) ; TPRYL(MS) 3218 2 mg/L 1Y IR
IAZE R B EE YD (08 FH B 0 PR 1 K 27 1
JEAYE . BRI AR o S IR A R AR A, B 1k T U
MY REVUR™ , KiFRE 2017 44 A 13 B, B
BT EATRE AR AR, T I IR B 25 W S 40 #
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Tab. 2 Different treatments in the enclosure experiment
. R M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6
FIRILR . .,
(N:P=16:1) | (N:P=8:1) | (N:P=64:1) (JRZE4) (Vb)) (XTHRAL)
CO(NH,),-N 0 0 0 5.76 0 0
N()%’-N 11.52 5.76 23.04 0 0 0
PO}T-P 0.72 0.72 0.36 0.72 0 0
SiO?{-Si 11.52 11.52 11.52 11.52 0 0
W 0 0 0 0 2 0
T R AP EFRICERR L LRV A mg/L A, AN pmol/LL,

1.3 HRRESHH

R, T4 0.1.3.5.6.7.8.9.10.11,
13 KRB R E B RERME, TR a( LUN IR
Chl a) B2 , I %8 5 4% IR Qg i i A gy
HEAT , BRI B B /KB 300 mL, JTA 1% Bk i
BB, GF/F B BS£F 4R8I ( ELAE 25 mm,
Whatman 23 ] ) U, KR E T RS D T IRA
TRAE A ML = K IE L 2 15 mL 3% 5 500
I 10 mL 90% NEHZEEL 24 h (4 C,HOG) &
B0 Bl (J-301, BECMAN, 3£ [# ) B 0> 15 min
(4°C,4 000 r/min), B I % % FH Turner Designs
Trilogy ZZI6THN 2 6 A, A H & &, EREFHEM
B 0.1.5.7.9 .11 13 K AE K E B HCHE B KA 500
mlL, FH T 77 WE AR 0 BV 45 A0 40 BT, o A5 A% EC AL
(1%) [E5E , BESCARAFA ML 00 = | 78 DORE — B it
(] Je , fofF e 2 A I R T RT3 A6 MR 4R 31 10 mL,
XPVR AR A T AN S A S RN

2% Liu(2013) 1" ZEAEEE A (2017) 1) 4 4
B A3 A R TN N AL AR Chl a BYFE ALK
2 (conversion efficiency index, CEI) ,//}:—Ltﬁl]_F;

Z (Chla, - Chla,)
CEl = =°

Nlulal ( 1 )
A (1) ¢ FoREEFEEA] 13 d, Chla, %7K Chl a
e i RIS (wg/L) , Chlay, NI FERTHIS Chl a
FriE N, N DIN ¥ (umol/L) .
HRAE 5 /R 5% W7 (Malthus ) BERLA S 2 (1) = xpe
P RAF Rl ) AR A

2 R 5{HE

2.1 FFEYMZEAR
I g S 5 v L 5 B VR UFAE A 2 1] 20 )@ 29

Fl, Horp R A 17 J8 26 Fl, 9 3 8@ 3

22 ChlagE
BRI RIS RIS I 4L PP AR ) Chl a 35 B — i
S R D B R AR (T 1) o X AR M6

Chl a S EFER IR BB e85 37 50 7 KikF|
HKAR, A 4.20 we/L, BfiJm B BTREAG; SCER2H M1 (N
:P=16: 1)Chl a FETERFRE 7 RLBEE, N
14.59 pe/L, FEFE R4 11 RiK K =& 1H, 45.50
we/L; SCHZH M2(N = P=8 : 1) 28 fk#a%i 1 M1 4H
[) , R ey D 1 d (IR M1 M3 41 (p<0.01) 55K
Y20 M3(N : P=64 : 1)281kita# 5 M1 M[F], Chl a
TR TS 7 RAP R A, BT M1 410
., SCIGZH M4A(FRZ) Chl a S RAERFRINE 6 Kik

18.0 1 (a)
~ 16.0 —+— N:P=16:1
Y1401 |- RER4A
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Changes of Chl a contents in different treatments

Fig. 1
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W | 25 . S ] B 25 0 1 0 AR 0 R R AR I XS S0 P U U R O v 4 ) R S

B AR, K 3.30 we/L, BlJS RFE, Chl a & H7E
5511 RHPLREE 4 2.34 pg/L, M4 41 Chl a &5
Xt IRHZEF AR E (p>0.05) . HILITHLATRA,
A HLEIRIR R AL IE 17 WA A K RO IR
M5 (Vb)) SEERA Chl a S EAEREIREE 5 KR
{H,M 4.19 pg/L, M5 4 Chl a & & 5%} B4 22 5K
W3 (p>0.05) , ULIVD AR SN b 35 M A1 2 2
L 7/1a R
23 FHFEVEETK

TRIFE ) % AR AL Chl a & T 19728k #a $A
RICE 2), BEFRAINS AR ZE2EZ R AR
25 M6 F M5 41T e A % B A i BT (B
AR BEAN K, FL T Ui A 40 %85 P8 ARG At 4% 21 1 4k
FERARK T, M6 4LFT M5 4 17 Ui At 1y 4% 3 34 1 8%
FHE T RIKBNEME, Fem B0 1.17x10°
cells/LF1 1.09%x10° cells/L, JCHLEA W5 F=ER AT
I RGN T I A Y B (p<0.05) . M1 M2 M3
AR RS R — B, TR R SRS 7 Kk F| I
18, 53514 4.56x10° 4.00x10° . 7.86x10° cells/L, 5
T E S R B2 A 3.89 . 3.41 .6.71 4%, TR U4
VB TR R W TR, MA(JRER) HIF I
Py BE A BRAE DL, — BELORFRRCAROK - 76565 5 R
TR B B IR B UG I (1.10%10° cells/L) | i)
FA, FE 35 55 5 B TR U A ) % 3k 1) e e 4 B AEL,
1.43x10° cells/L,
2.4 CEIfiFHEmERKERNTH

ZE R M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 4 i CEI
S 2.82.3.05.1.95.2.09 . 1.75 1.73, bR 4H Fl
XTHRAL CET VAT Wi DX 51 156 BA ARG ik B A S UL B v
X RE SR K A SEMA AN K, HoAl A 4 CET Y78 T X% IR
2H,M3 A Chl a & EIE(E R RS A B CEI
FEAR S, B FRER AN N4 M1 M2 M3 1, Chl a 1%
ERARA M2 4, CET JCTMT3 R, M3 4 AR AL 1 s
TR M2 419 4 f% T M2 2H (9 S J5 2 M3 21 2
5, M1 4LAMNBREE M2 A9 2 £%, wioMNEBE N &
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Fig. 2 Changes of phytoplankton densities in different

treatments

(a) AAREIRLIRGL, (b) FAS I E#E LIl

—FE, M1 2 CET %5 M2 %, Ut B AR IR &0 45 i G
REHE Chl a B9 & &, (A2l ) = A/ & I AR
MR N [5] Chl a FOREILARER

ST TR AR P A R R 43 i 3 K TR
WA Chl a & 5 FUF WA 4 % B AT LG, 15 3]
Chl a 7 5 FUF WA ) % BE 3G KR, TR
R ) % B R A U U AR AR K R M3 S K R
P, HUOE ML, M6 13K 18, Al Chl a & &K
A o T U R A R TR ML R R P B K R
90.59; HikJ& M3 41(0.56) ; M4 (I K &8, K
0.38(#%3),

%3 ZRWEEERBES PN E KRR

Tab. 3 Growth rate of phytoplankton in the enclosures during experiment

S M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6

- (N:P=16:1) | (N:P=8:1) | (N:P=64:1) (R4 (Vb)) (XtHR4L)
(AN ) 0.50 0.47 0.60 0.32 0.34 0.30
w(Chl a) 0.59 0.49 0.56 0.38 0.42 0.45

2.5

FiFEY BT
TR A W 32 AR A Rh A U B ( Thalassiosira

sp.) G B B ( Chaetoceros cinctus) 57 T B
( Chaetoceros lorenzianus ) EBE T ( Chaetoceros
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curvisetus) . 5 7 f8 T& 3 ( Chaetoceros diadema) LI I
B A 253 ( Nitzschia closterium) , W 3, 1E8:38id
P, TOHLAREE FRER AN INAL M1 M2 M3 A2 {E a3
B — 3 T B A B AR IR R B b T 7 5
57 REEWE IR B RS {5, 20900 4.54x10° 3.88
x10°.7.81x10° cells/L, M4 M5 M6 1 % % i+
XA, e o 2 B, 430311 4 1.18%10° (1.03%
10° 1.13x10° cells/L, 75 5 5 3 A e | ok i 14 25 i
TRZ IR IR ) B B 0 A T R I AR

— R RARAS AR M1 M2 M3 4k i 25 o 3 15
T M4 M5 M6 4, {H 6 4 1Y H 35 %% i A8 4 e Al
L, FEEEA SRR P R K2 R K 2218 (1
IR TR RS . BRI 4 % 15 55 51
BB SRR A WA ) 2 B 25 R OK (A TC IR B R R
PP | B i L R PRI A ) 22 SE AR AN 52 e I R AT 400 il
B At 1R e rt e o5 0SB T I
JP &SRR R 2L,

907 e
80 1 # 57 KA B
70 - @ JiEnk B
60 - % W HE S
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Fig. 3 Dominant species and species compositons of the phytoplankton community in different treatments

A5 ] FH BT S 30 8 v b 42 R 35 4 B
F AR S T VAT R A S5 i A X 3 Vi Vg 38 U U
FEYIRETE (W SE I 35 V7 A ) A 0 %o 78 R AR i A
FID AT RE A AN TR W

WFFE KB, B AR 232 3] N P 1Y R,
Si — AN 23 A T S Y A A 1) B a1 R T, D7
UK ARE FRERH NH (PO \NO; \NO; \Si0F k%
A3 0.025.0.36.5.62.0.14 .8.63 pumol/L, H
Si: NFMH M 1.49, 7MW Si AR iZuli 7 8 7 h i IR
FIRTF ) N P HAE A 16.07, 3535 HL5) () Red-
field lL{E (N : P=16) , R/ % a0 N, P BR§l A B
W, SRMIH N« P HCRIPAR & IR ER ARG A+ — &
B2 A AR A [T X A0 R 555 012 b 2 4 AS T
DA AN ] 8 17 AR 0 % AS (R 3 37 R 0 s d AR T)
Ry BRI R F A FL B A TR A R SRR AR
2 (HNLC) i X Hb ) 325 3 TA by Bk J2 52 W 15 7 4] 9 2k
7RI —A B PR T P2 A 2% F A HNLC
VX FR A VR Si BRI SRR R AL IR R
(LNLC) X 22 N P LRG0, s
(2012) A Ry K- P P IR 0 26 78 FR R I 22 37 p

BRI, 7 AP 3 rP s g dek 2 B A2 N TR R R
Duhamel 45 (2010) 7£ 46 K7 W HGHT IR IX A0 15 5%
SCH P & B SRR A A B2 H PR
ZEETE S (2008) PRI S (2004 ) P2 A 7 H
FE] B R TR I 2 B2 B N AL P LR BR A, ASHFSY
SEIRLH, SXT LA G VAR IR I B
TRUFHI % BE I Chl a &5 5, LB ATTIA i i
W (2 mg/L) WD 22 TR I AN BB 10 35 42 /K A4 77
TR AR VDA BT R AR 09 5 33 ER A ST RN
PRI AE K IS 50/ . X152 (2014) BFFE AL
I (2 mg/L) VA B AIESINXT Chl a % & Al
TR 52 A (825, TR B (20 mg/L) Vh2R iR
JNXE Chl a &8 FIVRIFAEY) & A B & e,
Zhang % (2018 ) 7 P4 A6 K T-7 B T T B A 7 A A
FLD 24> V45 T ] B 52 58 & R VD 2R S Al R i N 5K P
BRI IR K R E Y 1 Zhang 55
(2020) 757G I A2 19 55 — 4~ SE 560w A Sk vb 2
AN K N FI Fe £ 0 T VR AL 9 10 AR Y
Husar %5 (2001 ) 1Ay /55 %5 BE A V0 2 i A B8 028 4
Sy IX TR A A Y RIS S5 L BB R R
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TR DTSR M A TR T AR A BRI, e A T T
P B R G AR

A 5 A A5 40 B 7D ( GBWO8306) % Sc,
Mn Ni Cu.Zn Sr.Ba . Fe & @t #, Hirf —2L
4@ P REXT VR IR 4 A W LA — 5 B AR, I
HAK R N Si &b W e A
KBRS AN 5, DR e AR AR 5% 465 S 36 W 2% I it ik
FERG VR AR TR IR A R K R R B, HAl
DA X TR A ) EL AR P A AL A o A B, 5 2
—EXRESUFIE, W NP . Si FHHE FRELRNT
i, B AR T VK TR A TR TR A R e s A
BRI AR ARG, EEFREE TR
PR, BRI BRI SE 03 Y B R R R
)5 i e B dn Ah T, T BB i T i B, AR

Pz Wik K, X 5K BEHEAE (2017) 77 P
(2007) "2 B RF T S5 AR

3 45

VO TR RIS 35 AR i A2 R YA T TR WA A
TEEE R BN 2, AR 7 3 T A 3 L B s 9 5
Byl RIS (2 me/L) FIAS [R]85 35 5 B 98 Hox
TR IR Vi S5 A Y R R, 5 SR B 50 B 2 A
Fb , 02 TR 22 R0 S5 06 2 4 7 i R 0 A U 400 it 2
JE SR E a R VR SRR R B3 T AR L
h 64 1 SISV IR AR R a O ERIAN i
JE R . WSS A e s KA AN FR A8 1k
SRR 25 2R G0 R G BR SR AR 14 52 M $ 1L T Atk
BOdE AR
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Effects of dust and nutrient additions on the phytoplankton community
structures in enclosures onboard

CHEN Jinfeng', ZHANG Jiawei', LI Lang', CHEN Changping'>*, SUN Lin’,
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Abstract: In order to investigate the influence of dust deposition and nutrient input on the phytoplankton communi-
ty, including Chl a content, in the Chinese coastal area, incubations onboard added with artificial dust and nutri-
ents were performed in the Yellow Sea and the East China Sea. Our results showed that the Chl a content and the
phytoplankton community structure in the artificial dust and organic nitrogen input treatments were similar to those

in the control with dominant species of Thalassiosira. While inorganic nitrogen and phosphate input significantly
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changed the Chl a content and the community structure, the treatment with the highest nitrogen input had the high-
est Chl a content and cell density, particularly. The important influences found were on the peak value of Chl a,
cell density and the percentage of dominant species in the dust and nutrient treatments except for the species com-
position and dominant species which changed insignificantly.
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