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Ecological modelling for Harmful Algal Bloom formation

in the Southern Coast of Korea

S. Jin Hong

Department of Environmental Engineering, Graduate school,
Pulyung National University

Abstract

A dinoflagellate, Cochlodinium polykrkoides, one of the harmful fish killing
species, bloom caused mass mortalities of wild and farmed fish and shelifish with
an alleged economic loss.

The aim of this study was to elucidate the mechanism of red tide outbreak.
Bring to light the causality which related between ‘source’ and ‘response’, of
nutrients in the red tide ecosystem by field survey and numerical simulation, and
it could be of application to water quality management for prevents the events.
Thus, it is very important that explain for quantitative causality of material cycle,
and must be premised mechanism of red tide outbreak, to be undamaged form
Cochlodinium red tide.

The numerical modelling study was achieved to combine all the information
of axenic cultures(Physiological investigation by laboratory study), environmental
condition (by field survey) and other necessary data for predictions of red tide
occurrence.

The numerical model incorprated luxury consumption of nonlimiting nutrients
and cell starvation process into a cell-quota based nutrients-phytoplankton scheme,

and it suited better to nonsteady-state condition(time-dependent calculation). For

IX



the growth limitation by nutrients, a cell quota (intracellular nutrient pool) model
has been introduced after Lehman et al. (1975) and other researchers to distinguish
it from the nutrient uptake kinetics. This allows phytoplankton to sustain growth
through intraceliular nutrient reserves without directly responding to variation in
ambient nutrient concentration. In the model, the cell quota works as a limiting
factor to the maximal growth rate of phytoplankton, and from among the two
intracellular nutrients, the nitrogen quota SON and the phosphorous quota SQP,

the most limiting nutrient is determined based on Liebig’s law of minimum as:

_ [ SON . SQP }
M= MM TeANGT [NCI - P SQP+[PC]- P

where, [NC] and [P C] represent the ratio of subsistent nitrogen and
phosphorous quota versus carbon, respectively. Ambient nutrient, on the other
hand, is considered as a limiting factor in the nutrient uptake process. The model
assumes that the nutrient concentration reduces the maximal uptake rates of
phytoplankton for phosphate, ammonium and nitrate according to the classical

Monod nutrient kinetics.

The results of ecological modelling in Tongyeong sea is that, the HAB(by
Cochlodinium Polycrikoides) is not internal but from the outside. Physical process
play a important role in outbreak of Cochlodinium red tide in Tongyeong sea.

Cochlodinium Polycrikoides bloomed at the 'Nutrients poor sea’ in the model

just like real ecosystem, with rapid growth. Nevertheless, open ocean characteristics

of Tongyoeng sea that has diffusive rather than accumulative have been

eutrophied, and raised growth potential of phytoplankton, and the it must be

controled.
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1998; Cho et al., 2001) 3! ¥Ha#e] w7 &(Lim et al, 2002; Lee et al, 2001; Kim et
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2, Bt 2)d WAL 1 Ete], B9 Suo-Nada and Iyo-Nadao Ao} = w4
7122 A atdnt. Townsend(2001)s Alevandriume] MESAL 123tn, o] FHak
o} o]8t 7 & o] ko) 2] Bloom(Offshore blooms, ¥l FAFel)-& & AQste, T4
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Fig. 1. The location map of study area.
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Fig. 2.1. The schematic diagram of an eco-hydrodynamic model for the

flow of simulation.
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Fig. 2.2. The cartesian coordinate for a three-dimensional hydrodynamic model

(MITIL, 1991).
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Fig. 2.3. The location of variables on the vertical grid of a three-dimensional

hydrodynamic model{MITI, 1991).
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Ko Ky, Ko @ x, y, z W52 B AR cr/sec)
ks, kY/ k., : x, Y, Z Ho}‘ﬁézhgl %%%&%&(CW/SEC)

Z2WAAAE Fig. 239 YERW bk} Zo]
A7 PR3 FFue FTH
Haha, AEAHQ F2de] v 22A7 Aok ol R =&Y

Mo MerslAg, ool Z (k=2 3, -, K1) W] ztzhe) Aeigel wd 4& v
el 9 oh(Nakata, 1983).

A 1Z(EZ) - dz= (PH z-H7HA

Al kZ(level k) -z=-H%?E z=H7}A

A K2(A2) - z=-HaR g A z=HA
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M, N& 4¢3t

ofy

g} 2ol AF 7 levele] el AFG

u

M= |, wdz, Ny= I vdz (2.8)

8y wee) SEWAA(2]), @25 Mok Nl 4o wgad o8 2k

M
al‘k = —aix(Mkuk)*'g_y(Mkvk)
—(uw) | =g, FCuw) | =y, T TN
el ppy oL, 0k) 8 [y My
* p{ [ 23] 2ghk dx }+ax(N" ox )
a oMy 1 p-1h 1 karl
+a (Ny——ay )+ o 7 PEE (2.9)

y-urael £

T “%(Nkuk)—%(]vkvk)
—(vw) | gy, (o) | oo+ FalVe

_ 5 aN
LA b2 (M)

2 ax dx\"* dx
IR\ S WS Y Te
tar gy It 57 (2.10)
Asuy e zhgEdel Aln gol HFed, olahe 2o WWog Fe 94
LT AR 0 ZF (o] AR
= - 1 dp 20 :__*CZE 5 1 dog
T [PX]k_J_h,,;O Ix dzl [Px]k hk [Px]k-l_ Zghk ax
wk=0
oM, 0N,
Wi 1= WeT T T oy (k=2.3..K) (2.11)
ld oM, 9N

ot T oy ay
7} levele] @ae] 2412 Mz ko olstel E9, ohga 2 Af-Ed (o] B 4
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& _ 2 _a
Heg FAFslan, 59 z=i(x, y, g)olME AARHeEA

292, Q% 4 neldekaith

(he4
i
N
>
rlo
e
ofy
s
i
=
il
e

S OnT) == =T~ (NMT)+ (WD) |

8T1)+ 0Ty

Y Jy

. £ . ad
+ ax(hlk (h k )+ Coo + az(kz e Ty | 2= -, (213)

UE level(k=1)o X =,

LT == 4 (MT) = (NT) 4 (WD) |y~ (WD) |,

P aT 0T
A(hkk k)+7(hkky ayk)
S NP O S T (14)

Arz AN e FFo2RE F(flu)o]l EA437] Wi, o= level7t]

7o wye) Nog ma & 4 rk.

L(Cl) = =L (MCl) =5 (N.C)

—(wWCD | =g, (WCD) | o=,

oCl aC!
k )—|—*(th} ayk)

+ (K, a=-,, — (K aC[) | 2=— g, (2.15)
olxr2] 2 (2.8)~(2.15)2] Z} 24}o] multi-level modelell A2} % simulation 72}

o) 71%40] @rk.

+§(th
acz) ,

225 AxAH
RN FAANS AGAA 8THE YR FANS L7} A 4
]-EHI_"—]:O]] CHBHA‘] Zﬂ;f_j_tﬂ- 737:“17—]_% @Xéfﬂ—}-‘f 7)_10] %_8_6]-3]-
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1) o erM2tel = H(closed boundary condition)
73

st & makA AAE e BEE 29 ot e Afde 24800 4
A non-slip 24, &, Vi = 02 H &35 HATee T0TR(grid scale)7t # A
AAES 4=t aHA &T Afele freeslip2, F, (Via=0, a (Vit/ dn=0

S Ag3th Ha ng te A7 siekde] doidke ulg WA, FAauee dis
Vel 25 sl da8 Chol tales 2199 ndhg 2eda] g

0Ty aCl,
k on K an

2) 2|ekol AHHZH(open boundary condition)

=0 (2.16)

A4 el AYste 2AHY B85S EEEHEEA Jedln, 58 w
wi, veoll el e 259ke) &5 n@o] AFEA AT de AT FEde
Z A(free-stream condition) 2 2 3t} &5 Tt 4% Chol e 3FE A7

o] Ty, ChZ mASD( T4 ¢k, stF52 AANAE A2 Y(free-stream)g =

§ = &+ 2A, cos(w; t— ) 2.17)
IMe _ Ne _ ) o
3 — on 0 (k=12 , k) (2.18)
arT dCl
kst =Kt =0 (F&5 3A) (2.19)
Tk—TZ Clk Ctl k (%g% 7375“)
3) Apsea®(free surface)t2] SO 2|5t
melel y|&2A (29)9 (21009 k=1(E%F)e] A$E Yebde 38 Bulk F & o]
23A ulde 22H(wind stress)S 435t}
ry = F v W Wit W
(2.20)

1. _ b

o 0

L= Lo wl Wt

471, Wy, Wy - FEMEIS X yB Hm/s)
Pa C B E(g/ o)

vy BAAGAS
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4y s M(bottom)2te| HHAr S

13719 HelMsh A AR Bulk B4 gt AP S RS A BAS

Lyt = A us o}

1 , 221)
—Erﬁ = 7% v ui+ v%

o, we v AZ(bottom level, k=KW & x, yaFe] f4
R B
5) &2HKinter-layer)?| M43

Bulk 418 Algate] F749 vpER-2e T4 AH-

%Tfil‘ F e A — uV (e — 1)+ (e — 0
—};Tf_l' f= 7’?(%—1“01@)\/ (uk—1*uk)2+(vk—1‘vk)2

A7IA, i FOCHEAS

6) s ty|2tel &8 4K
D AAEES] WL 2 leveldHe) £ (A7 BulkF4) T HEE

(2.22)

oy

A o 23t A RER=Dol i, 2 9 leveld AH S AT o7k A
o ehgstabel ofsix (em)el Aedh AVIME HFol YoM dde 7
Q/CwE Attt

s t7izke} o Fx axde HWe stddte BAHLRM date o

o
o

g g
2 =

dhatel dizlel A e Fupbalzl i, siE-g WrhshEs PR suelAe A

jed

ol

A B Zute] 93 Fd 2 H 71 dRITEe] ok
I 47 px FA AWoE F4U 9vbpe Y g4 2AYE B
A Y%, A4, 94 2 £ s AAHE Aot Ul BRE FHATA
sool s AREE EPPelch qTY 1 g9 axE &, YrUrlY Jle,
= ¥5 2 9% Fol gsiA Avgo
Aol gol @ fuxE (1) FFUAL Qs () FEFPPAHFERANA B2 F
=8 ojuraye} oisl 2R PAbE WARSHS] Foli), Qb (3) AW W7)e
“ k

fuc)
o

rir



Q= Q— (Q+ Q.+ Qo (2.23)

z ¥
7 Surfate Z=(x.y,l)
- Mean level z=0
I ==
k=172 é y / __f_m__, X
vl L —> v s
el
? |
k=arz “hd
k=2 —u = - ]\
N v Az=ha
/” I
k=5/2 !
Ay
i ax o ]{ ‘1
k=k-1/2 v
-
L=k T v - Y az=h,
|+
k=k+1/2 /\(W v__._L

Fig. 24. The relative position of variables in the cell of model(MITI, 1991).

2.2.6 X H L

Fnds J|EAe FRALEA] olalM FAAN] Sk TeD A4

A8 x y, 2 24ztolA L L K 29 A ARgslA Zgae] mesh(cel)2 #
dch x=t, y=, z=ko AR oA AdEE AL AAY Uolg =z}

Axi, Ayi, Azig $r}(Variable mesh). T o] HAAFREA ] oA el e WA=
Fig. 2.4¢] ZAS 4oz o
u, v, wiz celle] dabel, 22(T), G4, 2x{p) ¥ ¢H(P) cell

E
d

ok
ek

=
o} centerol] z}z} w®lx|s] F U (spatial staggered scheme). 3t parameter Nx, Ny,
Nz, Kx, Ky, Kz $o dislxe dl&abes Jelzd Agde SdaA . A4
&M EE Fig. 259 UERRRT.
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25 scheme2 o] F3bell upstream scheme- o] &%l primitive scheme(explicit

scheme)& o}-88tgon, 7|®-AC 2= Az, B3 2F $YAE schemeo 2 M-

1) 5 E(Convective Overturning)

rk
M,
r o3
o
1
rir
o
rot
=
filo
N
-
)
I3

SR ANY wFd Bre] AAAE Ip/
o FlAE vE AFade] o Hrie] o4 Fi AL B eA Tk

—-

offt
o

oA Agol thulsted AlEH | ANME AXAZ dp/dzd F
} A7 aFEte 5 (Water column)fie] 2o g AANFo2 Wi
&3}

=, Convective Overturning?] & & #3}=F &

A
2) 015782 Rp2 scheme

o] %3S B upstream schemed o]&d]A APRIAER lAEL A9
programmingo] 4= upstreamdt 7|A ¢ FU4AE schemed] HEWH-Z AHsn
Atk 1§ 59, LE Tol B xWHe JAFF -9 MD)/ 9xe] A& YL upstream

schemeol M= (i — i+12 =3 givhal o))

_ o(MT)

x = {Mz+l(T+Tl+l)+iM1+1E(T Tz+1)

; 24 (2.24)
"M,‘( T,_1+ Ti)#IMA(TiVL_ T;)}

thgel ZIAAD FFAEEAME

a(Mn'_ 1 (@1 Tin + B TOMip — (@ Ty + ATi~ DM} (2.25)

. 4y 3 4,
714, CE T 4L Bi=1— a;= 4, + 4,

7|4, 2742 schemed HA&HHoz A parameter 85 T=YsiA 0 = 0Y o
(22504, 8 = 19 of (22949 o] ALHTE g schemed A3, vhs4#

2
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- IMT) _p g .$.(2.25)+ {R.H.S. (2.24) ~ R.H.S.(2.25))

ox

- Alxi i1 Tiv1t B TOMuey — (@, Ti+ BT DM
_Z%{MM(T,-%- T )+ Ml (Ti= Ti)) = M{(Tio + T
— M Tim — T
—Wain T+ B ToM +2(a; T+ 8, T, )M}

o A%i{(“f“ Ti1+ Biy TIMie = (a; Tit BT )M}
7_270;67{(?£+1Mi+1+|M,»+1|)( T;— Tiy)
—(y M+ MD(Tio — T}

L ey R LA

GANE SERAA, G FAN, daF FA4 dA geA olF gl o9

2o &% scheme(0<8<1)g A3l QUoh(hiH, 1985).
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( Start D

1
Imput data for simulation
|
Initializes parameter

‘I

Print the calculation results at designated time

I
t =t + At

Set values of &, u, v,»w, p, T, Cl, e
in open boundary
Calculate non lincar teIrm of motion equation
Calculate the horizn;ntal eddy viscosity
Calculate motion equatioll and mass transport M.
N at new time Step
Calculate top—l‘evel thickness
Calculate SGS énergy - density
Calculate Cl from cllﬂoride mass balance

Calculate density

|
Cheek vertical stability (dp/dt) and overturning

Calculate U, v at new time step from mass
transport M. N

|

v
C Stop )

Fig. 2.5. The flowchart of numerical calculation in a three-dimensional hydro-

dynamic model(MITI, 1991).
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2.3. A A 5.

23.1 MEHI2 Y|

ARARD S & Aust d72RH 91 de dEs 239 A2y 3
Hol Moz BALHS FAHo NG Aok R AuAN 249 BE
< Jehle vEgAd ez Fagol A AR shy st Adely #
Zad e Ry fed 484 gazn gz, d7huded delM® FAs e 2
ey He] oA Rdue Adzo] vh2th Fig 262 AAsbAwre ggos &
Ak AFMuAN Edeo A gast A2 P A9 5EHS Y Relth A
Ale) AR A(Compartment, FEFHFI2A 4 Frlgid, 448 F7184 2 27)
AL e, F71FA84dE AEELAEP), TEELAEED), T
Z(POM) % SE§7]15DOM)o] AL, F71F482ddE A4(PO-P)#k ghevo}
A 2(NH-N), o}bA2-A 24 (NOQ;-N), 248 A (NO-NY7F slen, ¢ AL M
BE&232(D0)9}t 384 A2 THCOD)o] Fojdo] stk AYYEIY HAE F
o2 ool AAAT §AAAZAN HFed mde] W T Utk Table
2100 AelAZD ALES FAHAAE BRI

o

Table 2.1. The compartments of an ecosystem model

Compartment Abbreviation Unit
Phytoplankton P ngC/m'
. . Zooplankton Z mgC/ '
Organic material Particulate Organic Material POC mgC/ m'
Dissolved Organic Material DOC mgC/m'
Phosphate Po,* pg-at/ L
Inorganic material Ammonia NH,
gant Nitrite NGY ug-at/L
Nitrate NOs
i DO
Water quality Dissolved Oxygen mg/ L
Chemical Oxygen Demand COD mg/ L
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pe-====-~~-2> Gas Exchange <------------1

Surface ; 5
! i
. : !
DISSOIV.ed B4 extraceliular release E i
Organic g P — Phytoplankton | !
Matter | Minoralization | | Photosynthesis - ;
i LY ! B3 |
BS S Disolved |._feseiation | \Hegpiration BT
Mortality]_J__________] Ox n - , Grawth !
B12 ! Minerglization yge Respiration L 85 H2 E
Biodegradation 1 HH e il Uptake
W .. B N ,
Detritus N k L Zooplankton ;
B7 Feedirl:ﬂ E H — !
[ ' \E)xwdahon B10QResgiration E
0 ; "
Minefalizgtion} Nutrients | T ;
) ;
] ]
Sinking i Phosphate Carbonates{----f---f----=
! [
E Ammonium {—3  Nitrite 3 Nitrate
i B14 Bi5 Sinking
! Nitrification Nitrification
Bottom \L Benthic Consumption T Benthic Release

Fig. 2.6. The schematic diagram for the cycle of nutrients{N and P} in the

marine ecosysterm.

sl lEHel mAUAL 2 AuEse Bawge) o8 7&, 4EAA
wapgol sl WriRch slel dejel Aol o} wAa
no) MEF BY AQe] WE FTUHES /6T AN e 2o] Uitk

oB _ 0B _ 4B

= U5 —V i
0x ay az
O [,-0B1, 0 [, dB1,. 8 [, o8B
+ ax[Kx > ]+ ay[Ky i ]+ GZ[KZ = } (2.26)
| dB
T,
«17]1A, B = FAl4e HEH
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¢ = A2

ok
Hr

U, U, W = x, y, z¥ska] f&
K. Ky, K. = x, y, 2889 Gzd4A5
dB/ gt = 2E AE - 383 e oa @ d FAHA L] wEH
2712 i Ao A why BEe g EAFF(olF)e]l AUHEE
do ZA#Erdy dAdse] et FEEde AEH]HAM A" F
Wow)s AeA D gyt 72t AR HEF] AT, FTAHAHL WSt o
ot Sk

12 PSS 2
Hghoh wulgl 2o EEr #EE F£odME B 2§S nasin 44 g

AU Fgs 24 o2&, #, dFIL 2 FEERAS AT Ao HasAN,

ox
ko
o>
fu
X
5
8
=
©
4o
)
ot
=
=
b
ol
=i
i
r O
o
e
ofd

e ash mdssoh. AEEFAE AEY, PmgC/m)2] A g2 F=d

shiz e gol AeATh
dP;
df :Bl—Bg""BJ;*BS_stB';_Bm (227)

Z, NEZZa B AL (BT 93 F4 - AFEY - 3F - T

BEdaEel og A4 - ANl o 44 - ;A - Al A% A2 B

A7\, By=u,(T) - 1 (P, SQP,SQN) - p1o(1, P) - P : &3] A& 34
Bi=uy(P) - P2 A8 By
Bi=v,(TD-P: 3F

By = v {(T) - P : Bentosoll 2]a 44
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Bg=m - P A
Br=wp- g]; 7
() NSZHIEY IUYSAHSE
ANFAEE vio £5 &4 24 294 3lov, Eppley(1972)s 2o o
HeEFal JAS5EY $HE Al 199 AXEGYFday)2 YR w4
FEE g 2% T @4z a e o] @YY
log « = 0.0275-T -

(2.28)
v} MREEdAdET 499 Alolde v = 4 In2 = 0.693- 4
on2 FAERY 2 EAL v = 21exp(0.0633T) 2 H A ETH
NS dwkslsial okt REo] A ekaltt

v = () = a exp(fhT)

(2.29)
A7M, @ 0C YoIH HBAFEE(day’)
Bi: £ERAFCCT, A = nQu/10)
2 &#-#ed S8
o} Axo] g ANEEGAEY FFHLTHS HGT FH2E TAEE AME2
R s ol Fol a1 sledl, AdFPAASEE A E FRASEE et BT (99
HA(FHA-FITNE BAEE 7P A9 @ o3 S Aol
=T (2.30)
FREY Fobel wWE e F7REka, HdlA 16l ZArgTh stEzAstdM e B
A3l BEHE st Steele(1962)0]1} Vollenweider(1965)= th&3 T2 RHS A
I A=
= a1 exp(l-al) 2.31)
714, at= Agolth 17} 1/a9) ol W, ;e HAE Hi I oo FelA
€ gart g9 o] ovlelA 1/as FTAY HAFF lopt2 & 5 vk
iy = II 'exp(lwlI )
opt opt

(2.32)
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2z FATE B osiM 72238H, ©]H L Lambert-BeerH F ol wpe}t thg
3} gol s
[(z) = L, exp(-k-2) (2.33)
A7|M, Lo A Ze) SlojA F
L o sfdel el Fg= A7
ko AAASF
A s B we] gEaAt ojd £AF udAe duEd we gd 27
sisted alurdko @ AEae Fzpo] Yasith Hie| ot F4 Lol Zy(Li<z)
G e gg Fo] =
1y = Zzl—Zl _ﬁ Lo e‘kz'exp{1* L e_kz}dz

Z I opt I opt

_ 1
k(Zy—Z,)

exp{ Lo ekzg}‘exp{lﬁ L, e_kz‘H (2.34)

Iopt IDpt
FerAdol dwsie sde) BHE Lo WMl waT k. duiHez WY YAt
ok duwists Ao g 2As Aol 484 311, lkushima(l967)% #-& el

I, = L) = To- sinﬂ(—DL -t) (2.35)
4714, t: A2
Imax - Bl TEA Aok 2w AR FE (A
DL : Aol dEzias 4%

wd, B RdoME HEZRAE 9T A7) A# (self-shading)s 123 F4
A% KE ChL a $E9 F52A g 2ol F4ssld
k : k(P) = ko + K[ChL a : Cp] - P (2.36)

o] 7)M, ko : Chl. aol] 923 e FALAHF(m")
K : Chl a2} waA4m' - (ng Chl a/m)")
Chl a: G : AEEF3AE AR Chl a: C M
P:girzor pid AEZFAE AE5Fm C/m)

wer, BRYEEe $A8E thew gel EHd
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3) AUl ofst ME} Hgt ¥ MIUY HAUL FHSkcell quota)
el

= Michaelis-Mentenol] 2]t AFA-ykS-&

¢ BRom Fse] B F9 9U%d wEel ¥ AP A

ot
i)
i

N
#” T K.tN (2.38)
A7|A, W © ARAREEE F28E BIFLET
N dFaTE(ew-at/L)

Ks : lﬂiﬁ}z A(#/#max_l/zoel [q!, OC:)]O }C'):E)
wael gopde] 4% ARAAHE UdeE Aot e ol wydn

N N, N
L = 1 . Z . 3 239
# max K51+N1 KSQ+N2 K53+N3 ( > )

of #atdE WE}A gujzt nAEo] X koms ofre] Liebigel 3
WHe Fese 9L Aoz Jephich

7 N N, N
_ . i 2 3 .. 2 40
£ max un K51+N1 ’ K52+N2 ’ K53+N3 ’ ] ( )

53, 209 AP AN AP 2T A9 o 2o

£~ L(DIN,DIP) — { N P } (2.41)

£ max Ka+N’ K,,+P
o374, Ksn : £22 7" A(NH, + NOs + NO;)9| 9hE 34 (ug-at/L)
Ksp : S14F1(POs™-P) 9} whEE 3} 5+ (ug-at/L)

Ry, A0 dodel dAScY AREFaE HYsuste A gAAe
2 o2 wako g AzElE modeld BE A-fdlA AR Utk ol AL, HEE
259 NTY E35E JYd(cell quota nutrients)2] Yo 2HEH o] ALS W
rhE A& (Droop, 1973) Zduoir] maidleE etk Droops) 93] g3 42

off
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po= pmx(l— QO) (2.42)
A7, P ﬂrﬂ%i}*é s
Q : cell quota

Qv : minimum cell quota

,——
o

rad
/ Algal cell
\\

Ass ko NW ol

Suply

makena\
/

Imncellular
Extracelldlar poo!
\ S Up-ake ;\ Mnbﬁzalnm ’

Slnrage

Intraceflular

| Slorage } [ Storaqe
5 / g e
\\ k{/
(@) ®)

Fig. 2.7. Schematic diagram of nutrient supply, uptake, storage, mobilization,
and assimilation by an hypothetical single-celled alga(a). The terms of the nutrients

dynamics of an algal cell(b).

ggoFdo]([N], in Fig. 2.7(b) by Graham, 1998) H#H=oJ(U), AXU=z F4=H=,
AHMYSE el A ()M AHEE M, 29 mEEE FEE)S Adse FEol
ith. 4EEgass dxe =ZA Uiyl MIAAMERY)A dete) zARHo
s 4 ged, Axsdele ¥R QXS 2801 Ye #39 dU99 554
o] mel Waled, A2 o2e £3d dUdd F#-2 cell quotazty F-Et
FFL FAstE HAHEE BaF cell quota, F AEFHUN JFH pools mini-
mum cell quota & & subsistent quotagt 3t Q= Qo & ©Wl p=00]2Z, o} gk
o W, AFEEr =L AE 9usty, o w2 FxdA ST 7 AT
AL 9@k

of ReolAE Aash A9l b4 R JYRE e, cell quotat Aol



Ba AQ)T ol B AQIS quotad Tk o] 259 Fgedel A% FYA
o Agel BaM, 4 Q4D IS,

Py L ONy
op ! QN} (2.43)

q71A, QP N, : RS2 Pk N

M= Hmax * mln{l—

QP , QN : ine Pek N sk

AFXEZZA S Pol Neo| 2 Japgdul CNP Y6 7122 3=, ghsdd
o HBETFAE WEF PeC/m)2 uppwl ehl7] l8M =,

Py=[P,: C,}- P QNg=[N: C] N (2.44)

bl
e
of

AN, [Py GLIN: G - A8ZHa24T U] Atk dg 42z

Wel < @ Ange) HI(C/Fy C/NVIS o14)
o] =7+e] A S minimum cell quota, cell quotaz ] <1, Aol & 2 7%
SQP, SQNo. 2 tehl 4,

QP= SQP+ QP,, QN= SQN+ QN, (2.45)

2] (2.44)9} (245)¢] BAE (243)9] 2] Y3,

_ - SQP SQN
#OT B “““{ SQP+[P:C,l-P° SQN+[N:C1,]-P} (2.46)

Lnax®] A SEE 715 m( P, SQP, SQN)22 e,

~ . SQP SON
11 P, SQP, SQN) =t oy * mm{ SOPTIE-CT B SONTIN T P}(2.47)

w3, N, PEe) A2Ig=ze] 2% oatd, Axus) 9 2 dxe) FH%e

o] {255 E(SQP, cell quota P, mmolP/m’)

AL FFEB(SON, cell quota N, mmolN/m?)

d%tN =By = [N:Cy] - Bl_(B4+le+Bs)i?‘)£ — wp (—géj(SQN) (2.49)
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o714, BY =, (PO, [P:Cpl+ P, BY=pu;(NH, NO,) - [N:Cpl- P& ztz}

A4 HF, FAEA 43 vehdch a23d, MEJN dUdE 53 Zcell quota)
Fehd, sjokelle] Auqd Fxd e g2 dMEdde A8 ¢ ¢ UAY &
6% (1982) 2 batch cultureol] 28] A7} Watalx] ek AFefollA] cell quotast sl

ofelzof olxwole] WARXA HIAAe A2 cell quotas Thg 4032 FHEL

sleka st

PQ’ max PQma)c - Kgf' N (242‘1)

AN, PQ e © FEAFE Noj X2} cell quotad] #th =]
PQ o 2 AIEWS] cell quotad] HTHA
Ko PQua/29M9] FUdEs®
¥, Lehman (1975)& G F@AH el 2d3lols, 2o Jd4d ¥ N &3t
E AASE 1 oow go] mdstdr

H= Mmax " K+N Q “KQ (242 2)

s D s PR T HRHASE
K, Az 83 vxspgds

Q: cell quota

Kg : minimum cell quota

Qm : ARY ZHe ¥t FEE tRifE
2 RudAL cell quotad TH¥F 9 FUFTRFol ohle}, FANEEYAE
Qe Asle BoFoz Pelddn, 42o Tl o 4L 043
F3hof 248)4914 BINY) Aud) HA Swg Yasterd,

PO,

124(PO) = UP 1 Kot PO, < 15( P, SQP)
: - P+ SQP
P, SQP) | PQP oy =L S N g 1) s
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A7NM, Kp: AAdHl B3 ¢xsds
PQP oy - A7 3 2 {(#FFE 2] minimum cell quotacl % v)
[P,:C,] - P: 29 minimum cell quota
SQP : 219] cell quota
Aol BeNE NH 9 NOS Ad4HE aydate, Jrole} Ay m5r
SHE Afoe dFEY ZA¢ HESHIAES dEHeE dzshr] Wi, A4E
YAE QEucll g oA mash Ake AL meldtolol =], Wrob-
lewski(1977)«= o] A¥te dRUols ] 25 o] A= E vEh ik
e ¥ NH, U=1.462(ug—atNH,/L) !
mebAd, dRyoel AddHe] dHEES (242-2)4 ¢ whe}l Ve Y,

_ NH, NO;, e NH,
#G(NH4 INOB)_ Wmax " { KNH‘+NH4 KN()]'I'"NOB e " #7(P, SQ]V)

N:C,] P+SQN
#7(P,SQN)=[PQNM— [ [ A;’:]Cp] : PQ ]/(PQNmaxAl) (2.48-2)

Q714 Knn,, Kno, © B335l @3 wrx st

PON ., - AW 7153 A4 EHE 9] minimum cell quotas] thdk H]
[N :C,]-P: A42 minimum cell quota

SON : A2-2] cell quota

(4) MIZZ 2} 4]
HEFHIEL FFAE o8 13" (FP1EAY A s S§EF/71EY HE=Z M
Tolg wl&dith. o] A4S ME Bi(extracellular release), uj-A(excretion) T +=

S (exudation) 5 2. & F &} Eppley and Sloan(1965)2 A3 AE UlA
Ui o AEEsFE nPH A eA 9 15%0]3tn sk o] v &) wajA
Chlorophyll aF =l that a4s AUt
In(%8) == 1n13.5—0.00201-Chi.a (2.50)
wehd B RdeMr FU4E A o g

= Watt(19e6) 2 AR davh e, 2x 430 3 o #e
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ps(Py==0.135-exp{—0.00201-{ Chl.a: C,]- P} (2.51)
q7]1A, P @Ago R I HEEFAE YEF mC/w)

[(Chia:C,] - Chl.a/C It

gaA AgatdH F71ES ZFe A AvlEn $FE AHo|y FE
e Aol ¥way 2H3 AAC de e KA ady 5Fe A
AAZe EHéEtA o] Wi Di Toro et al(1971)2} Lo] AFgFF o] 22 o &
oz FHAskEY, AEEGIEY TFSHE vi(day)E oS} 2o AL
vo(T) = az-exp(B2T) (2.52)
71A, az 0 0T AAN BFEE(day”)
Bz ¢ € =A(T-1 : InQ10/10)
(6) DAt 25t AH
NgEPaE] AEL Byl o)ge) Addte ABFOTAM AGAT F, DA
ojg AL wHsor ok AdAgol#d AX Y w=F ool w2 AlES TEARE o
AdAbge] g FHAsts A 3t
o] ZpAALT] o3 Ao AEEHAE AEFo| nAFTHE, o] HHFE «
P2 REEG oE AREEday)EA AEVF =T BT wrixe Azhel
e ojrt
B g mALEE gof] BejAe dellM AEE TEFLSE Zo) 2x FEA4
S udte] ohga o] 2@ gith
a = va(T) = as-exp(Ps-T) (2.53)
3714, g = 0T o)A LA T (day™)
By = S AF(TTY
(7) B2l ofst A4
e yE - steA sgolar] Roe 2IH AA9 R Be Aol HEdl
1% Bt AR - 3EE Ao 48 o AT FASEE Wetta @4
W, Aol 28 A7 fluxe L3} o] A

ar
[

rlo
o

o

Lo

N
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. 0P (2.54)

AE oAz As FHHW, EHol s dFol Hd

o

AXFE A H=F

s AEZFAaEATF] 22 oA st Zo] ST

=

Ba=vai(T) - P(mgC/ m’day) (2.55)
2) SEZYUIE HHEQx@D
AeLetaE FAHRAS o] WA v FEEFAE THE Uz @
) $2Z33E YEEZ)2] At g FENEE oS 2ol vedoh
az;
— =B+ By— By— By~ B~ Bpt B (2.56)

=, B2E3asy AzasEe WA 98 - W 2 A - AT - X4

: AEdolFe) on FHHA FPRF e TUsAT

B,= fl,’lg(P, POC,SQN) - v 4(P, POC) - Z; - 2 8Z%AE] 4
=

Bzﬁ% -y (P, POC) - Z : Ag8H1E A
By=(1-¢) - v,{(P,POC) - Z : ¥

By =uv(T, P,POC) - Z : W4

By=26-7Z" 1 A4

By =vy(T) - Z : Bentosol} 2§ ¥4

P

= AFa o)E

By =w,2) -
OR-L
FEEFAEY o dide B2 A7 olFoizor, duHoR wefd
qae AR datgolut £39 AaFvred Tiehe AHEE ovl €A Ao
£tk SEEFIE 2o B Parson F(1967)¢] Ao FW, ol ¥EIF A=
olst® Hw AMojr} o)|FyR A &t shArF Y, E filterd) F AR W
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olg AFHsd xslel Ao b ATate]l AT
olg)gt AT Ivlev(1945)% the 2|22 el 2UTh
R = Rumex [1 - exp{A(P-M}] (2.57)
474, R : FEEHaE] HY&E(day)
Ruax © H A2 (day )
A Ilev B ((meC/m) )
o &A A (wgC/m)
N :olg9 5%(meC/m)

AU gAsEd BaAdE AFSHY LESES vaskd 4 25 Fed 2
o] ¥t
Rmax = as-exp(Bs-T) (2.58)

o] 71, a3 - 0Tl AolA HREHE=
Bs : E=AF(T-1 : In Q10/10}

®i TEIZYaEe ¥Adjo|y, o4t Helzr AEIHIE BY ol
detritusZ X33 Hetf71E AAzh nEy, 2R deiA dgHez dHs
HEBol ol AxelA] WIEAr} @) WEd, rME A HEEFIAENS
E2o giow stk metd FEESHIE QA5EE ddd Zo] 3"t

v3(T,P) = a3 exp(B3-T)[1-exp(MP*-P)}] (2.59)

(2) Phme 3 HEKE

sEpe) olaly TEE9aE MUY Sol& N, Pu ## = Rl ¥z A4
Jz=EE sjdEch Conover(1966)% Calanus hyperboreus®] wjdo] 413 akel) ds)A
Q43 vgs PaAdn shn). = HZ9 A7 AE Bulter5(1970)0] Clydeiiol
o AP a2 F Calanus finmarchicus ¥ FolX QFE 7-~27% body phosphorus
2 Bustgc

#He] Helg wlEE N, Pe detritusg, [K&EA] wjEd N, P& 5
zt7h BYETh o]HF AEF o adFE Hriste dele FEERA

o
o
juf2
lo
frtl

7l

y Fﬁ
o

ey} 53 E & (assimilation efficiency) 2 A7 H & (growth efficiency)®] A%
ol &she Aol HdT Holtt.
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ol AXEY ik, HEE&S ddAe I3 ok
RfE < (1 - 423t88) = BthE
BREHE — (DB + Hhit i) _

R FATEE (2.60)
ol dwe o 2ol BAF F ik
Ao 2)g N, Pel 24 = (1 - p)-oy(T)-Z (2.61)
wjAde] 2st N, Po] &4%F = (u - v)-us(T)-Z (2.62)
AN, v FAFEE(%)

uo astAE(%)
va(T) : Al 4 4= (day-1)

Z FEEZYHAE EE%H(eC/m)

HEEYAEY A% FUT PO x4 dEtE AWIEEE vi(DE o
o3} o] gHET
vs(T) = as-exp{Ps-T) (2.63)

oA 71H, a5 : 0Co] YojA A& Z(day™)
Bs : 2 AS(TH

4 LFARS

FEZYAEY M dAS AdH SHLe dFdHolFeln. o 4L %
EHAE] opttdle BFLE o|FslR, Foe dFoer S RT WHEIHo
2 etk $HFe AR T FERARF qUALEY F8F 4TS
Saetn Ak Fa), ®Eel AN F-a5e §44 e AT 9
T2 FEEFAE E4e Fadtth 28y £HelFe) wAUFoW HEA B}
d delM A Aoz EHsle AL ZIEATY, B EddMe F3te e

Wz()s 53 2ol #8% & I
W,(1) = — Wi - sin{—g' -t} (2.64)

A7V A, Waown @ &} 3H7} & 5 (m/ day)
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D . ¥ ZA7Hday)
PiRzbA R ophel AesE Wz(he dE JoR RHEHEN.

W,(t) = Wy, - sin{ -(t—D)} (2.65)

r
1-D
o] 714, Wy @ 454 2 (m/day)el .

3) 8 712 FH LR (POC)
® pddA #e $78 FALLE wAE YA F7)1S(detritus)S rld}
o, g4 ©9e POC(sC/m)E AR A F7121(POP) 3 AAE #7714
2(PONYo el s dA=E 9] C/P, O/N 2Aud) o3 POCZRE Sibdth. &
g G712 P0C) FAS8AY Adste g 4o 2¥ATH
M §B + %UB i+ Bi— B —Biz— By~ Bis+aroc (266)

{ NEZFaEe T4 [FEEFAT AANT +
gEgare Wy - 5LIFAEC @ M| - AT 9 28 - BARTER
of W3 - WY + A=Y ARREE FAL ook

B=vs(T, DO) - POC : gl 213 #3)

B“—k Bl.ﬁ : 'E'EH;\%%%—O’] /%‘)‘5‘

droc : AL 2FE & ¥3)
(h Mlzoielst 2l

A% o) E(detitus) Fo] Fdat B TrGYden dol Az 24

H$AG ugEely AMTE od ogHel §EF/FYPeL BUHe Ao
deid ok B wdelA AZel g@ TiE AHM AUE Azdse Aes
ach w@ W w7180 WANE B, £ 47180 dsAE ol volg

AEEE s, 2R Agel o@ olgoleks AN 2o a#y Baismst

SR
o8 271 2 Re ohith
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= ged o] P Mo ZEo] ¢F Detritusd]

g% #7189 B

A3 F7)E g #e 2y
By=v, (T, DO) - POC (2.67)
2 ek 3l
oA 71H, vy 0 L& To &4 DO oE3hs POCY] Fai&s=
Felise 2z Sy B AeTrdos T,
ve=ds - exp(Bs5 - 1) (2.68)
T=7) st mep Ralsh AHe &

Zahzo] BB JE RN T i
gl DO/(DOVDO)e] Helz ERFA webd, 2302,

o

J,]. = Agua/k
ve= (T, DO) = asexp(fs T)—l—)UOD:OﬁO“ (2.69)

e

(2 2alizE=d 4y
Detritus®} WiR-8-& Aol zHEo] o) F 7185 A, HuminZt2
& f71ER olddny &+ Utk 2

5718} = of
(2.70)

By=+tk- By
o] el FH8Y 5 gtk gr)A, kE Detritus?] 24 F 713 ef0 O3t #EE

A BFES vErdrh
3 Y
A5 AEZgake) A9e gon IPEEE Weocttn 349, At 2]
22| fluxe 95 gt
2.71)

WvPOC
4) 2= [FIINE FHRADOC)
9] %9} o] DOC, DOP, DONg 3
Z A4

= &E F71E
@9 s AHRisz Abgstd, Ha

£ $715(DOM) A2
71AADON)E Eitgitt. DOCH

7b2 el st A4 DOC @4
Pn/CHI9} N/CHIE £F #7)91(DOP) ¥ && #
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ArAsE T o] TR

ADOC) %?C = ng 4-F By~ Bis+ dpoc (2.72)

Eg7eae AT Z (AEEHHE] AT Eug + g {EY ¥
2 <3 AA - £F fU18 FrlE + A2 RE f9jeE sda
A7NM, Big=uwvy (T, DO) - DOC : $&57]%2] 73
Aol o7 FFR71E T35 g8 @9 FE20 2o Fge mddde
exst FEdayEd fF &4 S nE, tgn To) HAF & Utk

v1{ T, DO} = ag - exp{f; T)ﬁfl)o (2.73)

5) O1AHH (PO, -P)
912+l (PO-P)o] A EHA | B3 F43he e 2o

dPO ; i i
74 = gl(_BZ'i—[P: Crl iBS) + gl(~310+ [F: CPOM] z'-BlZ) (2_74)
i H i S it il 8
+[P: Cpoul Bis + gl(Bﬁ'Bzz"' B;) - Q + Byt gpo,
Auele] ARUETE | ATEBAEA 9 4F + HEEFRE) 5F + 5

pEgaEe] W + A% 7120 Bal + 82 47129 T3 + HAERYHe
& + AMERH THITLE X8E 5 UG
0:17]’)"}: 323:1)14( T, DO)/]@ . Ei "?‘ 1-‘] %E

AR sz, HHEERE 2 829

fir

FYd FHoAM Fa FIe F
ek o] &2 MAY QAo Fr1E HH4E T BHF A ANEE
NATEE, §3E 229 499 s 9 A=4, 354 gl 43, 9
ZIte W Bttt weps, dride AAEE) wdE v gt dUH
IAE FAZ 2t siAZEE %] A FluxE vu(39 @ mg/m' - day)& <l
At o) Compartmentel] Ha|Et} vus AFY £ To, £E4L 5 DO 9&
v, o9 gz AL 551}

v T, DOY= a - exp(fs+ T— yp- DO) (2.75)
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o714, vr 1 DO Fxo Ede 3445 dYehle detee
%6 2xoEe] P M Kremer & Nixon(1978)el vhebr} lch

6) BEFINEL(NH,, NOy, NOy)

oo 4oz st 2FFrAALDINE FrUobAR(NHSN), ofditads
(NOz-N), 382 (NOs-N)&j 37bA] Jefolnt. el 8 u2ishA] @3ttt DIN
o) AERA #F #A8= o 2ot

253 Az ATANEFE 344 el TRz v oh de Y
Helg gtwyotdiol A9 AEZHAEY T 43 + HE

<
=3
TEEFIEY WA + dF Rl &3 + && FrlEd F7

ok

+
X
B
fru
4
T

dNH
P L= 2 ( Bg vy + [N Cpl Bi)+ % (Bjp+ [ N: CromlBr)
SON;
+ [N CDOM]Blﬁ + gl(B,; + B21+ BG) * w}':‘,_ (2766)
— B+ By+ Byt ANH,
dNO
P = By — B+ awna (2.76b)
dﬁ?S = 521* Bj noyt Bis— By + o, (2.76¢c)

ANM, G, dne, dno, ¢ ADFRRE S Rt
Biy : PR UolRRE ofdideze] A&
Bis : o} A MM Ao 2o A&
By : AAFARHYANN, Fart2g2 AYRE e FE
By : HAEZHH R0} &&E

() SIMB2LEO 42U L 317
ABGst hAAR, o mAGHE YwUotdae) Fluxsh FFe erruel
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Compartment® F7}5| =% gt AAZPH GRUcte Fluxes F&3 &8s
5o Faelnh
By = vis( T, DO)/ h
vis{ T, DO) = ay - exp{fy - T— 7y~ DO) (2.75)
714, vy 1 DO EEo] SE}e &35 AEHE Jehhe seboe
vs - S A A Flux(ng/m' - day)
(2) Eoksl
Stujote] Aol M EdeiM = 12 e} mT} vhEa 2ol A3}
skt

_dNH,

—r+ =~ hun,» NH, (2.76)
dNH.
— L =— hyy, - NH,— kyo, - NO, (2.77)

AZNA, kg, by © SFEUOFSE obate) AN 12 (/day)

B FEAFE Az AFY FH DA WFe) Moz ey
o WAz} peHY. 7ML f71%Y BASES gL aHow s §FA
a9l o)E4e meste] chgdt go| Lhehyirh

2o T, DO) = ey - expBu D) oot b5 278)
vl T, DO) = a, - exp(BuT) oot po (2.79)

(3) EI-JCI_/‘:jl_l.JH
YHHoz Y1 zddee 4oy Hed
Avkarb AdE ook

$o] Gold, Bpa22HE 3

By == vy + NOy
v (T, DO)= ayy - exp(ByT) (2.80)
gdo] dojd ¢ v BENLY FEE2A 2 R = parameter DOxE A
3o}, DO>DO/t 2B W 2de] doju=s 3¢
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EE4atA FHRADO)Y] GH AT wstF] 33 F4%E g5 2o

ALO) _ D\~ D= Dy— Dy— D5 Dy~ D= Dyt Dy (2.81)
Z, (BT YT TH - AEZHIAEL] ZE A7 &l - FEEHAEY =
Fol g v - A 7189 B 9F 4u] - 8FE {7]E9 FrFe 9% 4

W) - Aol ofak shaan) - AiEe] BE Sasvl ¢ A F7) FoR PRE 53
o},
Do) el Adshs 4EIYe 4BEFARY FPAolL, Baavld) 4F

B4e T AEEHAEY] 5F, e FU1EY 23, 82 AVl 3 ¥ HE

ol WEHAe] FASIAE BAATDY BAMAL T GaiulFe] FiHA

avlFoz N jrEste dole 4 FAHLA

o] At ¢ gk W2 @A EAM Fshd "ok P, Z, POCe DOC Foll A o= 74

N P7F (mocon s DOl A bR A

o] #71ES FHIA HEy AHM Fad FiaFE olBHeE FE 4 U
Argh-ger 2o okt fh

(CHOmM(NH3)nH:POy + (m+2n)0; & m(COy) + n(NOs} + HPO,” +
(m+n)H,O + (n+2)H" + Trace Element + energy  (2.82)

WA, TOD : C(Eak]) = i(g_;nl (2.83)
g sS4, NEZYaE AxAulzs C:N: P=106: 16: 15 7434,

[TOD : Cp] = 347¢] Qojd}. Zdo) P33t Gl e el meC/m, tha
o] mg/Lo}d, [TOD : Cp| = 347 x107¢] "t} o] A AAHE £494] [TOD : C]
7} a3 gabA goloh

() ehgol 2st ttasa( D)

T 2l HEFFIAE daFiE gA 71EF v 2o,

§Bl ,;fi (T) 1y (P; SQP; SQN) w1, P) - P; (mgC/m’ - day)ojrh.
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i
by

= %l vi( T, P, POC) - Z,

1 =

utgta], ZFIEY T o AALYE,
Dz =+ D3 - §1[TOD M CP] ng + §][TOD : CZ]jB]iU]
1= 7=

@) sI18el Zallol o\t AoLHI( D, Dy
A 8 FERIIEY Balo) ge wiave 27,
Bp=uv(T, DO) - POC , By=(T, DO) - DOC
el Balae) Aaiu e,
Dy+ Ds=[TOD: Cpoyl - Byy + [TOD: CpoulByg

4) ZE&kstofl 2lst fhaa bl Dg, Dy)

ol v)ole] AAs e Ba|rjis, nitrococust}t nitrosomonasF ol 2]

2NH; + 30; — 2ZHNO; + 2H.0O

(2.84)

(2.85)

A 1g Gxpake] e, 48ge] a2y Aldtea. weba haiviore] FHAksha

ir

bz,

DG=0.048 * Bl7=0048 * 1)18( T, DO) ¢ NH4
e Yo opuate] AL nitrobactersl] 2T WL,

2NNQO; + O — 2HNO;

(2.87)

A 1g Azl waiA, 16g9 47t Anse A48 ¢ 5 4. webA, ofF

o) ALrapAl 8] vl
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D; =0.016 - Byy=10.016 - vi3( T, DO) - NO, (2.88)
&) HHES0 oI5t Lr2HI( Dy)
HA o o3 daidle Ao o A gHE89 Ry AMETE T F,
e o A= BAHAD, FAG s AGS)

w,
I
1o
>
o
=
ofe
ol
At
r0$

A7l wjEel, A7)l FUdEY &5 Fluxst £ 292 @AM 2uEE
Ata Fluxg £84H4 Compartmetnte] 28381t} 2 gdola 5 Ee) 28 Ax
AvlEg-S ok gol 3¥eit)

Dg:"/;_ﬂ
kg=(kg)y - exp{B(T— T)) (2.87)
A7NH, ks : HHENS 4 (meC/m)
RSO

(kg)g o7& T=Teoll M) MaivlEe

B EEAS
©) SHHORLE ZJ|(Aeration)tf] 2|5t ZZ( Dy)
7)ol 7 Aa fluxe Th3F Ze] Bd AL

Dy= K, (DO,— DO) (2.88)

714, Ko : AF A 5(day”)

DO, :4hA ¥ 3} 8k (mg/L)
B mdol XM= DOsell #s]A Fox4-§& aidlsla o

Op{me/L)=10.291—0.2809 7+ 0.006009 7° - 0.000063 7° (289)
— CI(0.1161—0.0039227'+0.000063 7

32x0y(nt/L)
DOsest =3 401+ 17213 (2:90)

8) afet™ Lt Q~22kCOD)
HefA wde] vpRer Compartment= 383 4k @ F(COD)olcy. CODE
ol #alst7] A #FriEy EAEFE UEle AEE, AEEZNE HE 2 58

i
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7R, sAERE e fr)|Eo v £ER/7E9 4714 §7]E Compartment?] 5
oaw, CODY AzHH3E & 4 Qo gk KoM dulst 7} AEAH e 4
32 E84 g9 2 Felg {7120 E @G A) ] FhEke] e =,

tjo

(9By, (9y, (FEOC) (SBOCH: 5 sw waws depan.

—

P

grazke g Vebd Waige] AN, £EAaADO)R Fadse Zin 2o W
Moz o Bl4gke CODET R A3l AE #8024 CODY wae, =,
papaars Wrbsr 4 gloh o] @AAISE ztz [COD:Cyl, [COD:C,), [COD:Croml,

[COD:Cromlol 2t shgl VA slare ojge] FHste gddoh

(P - jcopcy) (AR )+copc) (B2)+coDCran- (PH0C)
+COD:Coon]- (P27€) (2.91)

olge] @inE oA AAFY FAAF EAolAwl o mddMe #H Fol
wNe e H¥eA & TOD : CODadd = 226 : 12 #5 AH83te] TODER

g CODg @ath T3, of BldAE A9 LREe] COD FAYES qepi

o

vedle] dE, 577189 AR EE gpoe dpoctteld G A7 AEEH
o e BHIAH.
dcop= [OCD : CPOM] : Gpoc+[COD : CDOM] " 4 poc (2.92)
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233 MEfHI2 A 025}
2940 olabdly, U EFL T, ofF el distes A kS scheme

£ Agatg
i(t;,- BEE— B
2Ax (M, {(Biv et Bija)t M l(Bicy e Bije)

M1+ljk(Bf} k+Bi+ljk) |Mr+ljk|( 1]k+Bl+11k)}

g (Vs (Bl it Bl ) + IV (Bl s Bl

=N, (Biiat Bij18) = | Nil( Bl t Bi.j'l.k)}

1 +4 +4 +4 +d 4
+§{( wiihtw) Hlwitd Fw] — (w1t w) —|wiE o T wy) - BiS%

{5 w) i w) - B

1
+ 5 { - ( w;,t,iz—l + ws) | wftf]ét 1 + ws” ' Bf,-l;,itAI

2
1 B; Bi_
{ (hx) f’,j,k' (Ky)z,j ‘Zﬁk (h ) ik (Kx)i,j ) ﬁ:l—]k}
Bii L B~ Bl
{(h) ik B Aviig ok fera (i Ay }
(K)11k+1 . r_+zfr (K )z]k+ (K)sz+l 'B“"dt
Azkil L4 kt+1 dz AZ;HI ik
(Kz)i ] ‘B
T
(2.93)

of 714, At @ A 7EZEA
(i, j k) Awig, S5 Ao

Ax;, Ay, dz; - ZZv x, y z FEFe] A=E, F57(Fig. 2.6)

= (i )
Ay, =5 (dyi+ Ay)

Tzkz —%(Azk—l-i_dzk)
Azk: hk



—_—
. ——> .
i i+1
y (i k) A%
] ) Nijk
/ Ayy P Wikl K;,j /
v (Kadijkt bt
] 41 ! | Mir 1k
J ; Bijx Kl 1k
E hijx hiis 1k
1
_m*? . Azkhx
,f’/ Wijk
Nije 1k (K2)ijx
/ Ksijr 1
hyijr1

7=-Hi1

z=-Hk

Fig. 2.7. Grid arrangement in EUTROP ecological model for calculate each

biological compartment(Yokoyama, 1994)

Tty Kmaxi)% U] X]

b a

c, by ap
cy by

0

o Ao} AFADE
sk olgel 2%

groll thate] A

1+ A Z+At
ak'Bi,]“Ie+1+bk B k+ pt B

T3 A

ay

CKmax meax L
AFY g goln], SAU A s e Aol sbs
jy ARl elA dgshd, A

g wy)

t+dt
i,j k=177
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Ay,-- AYj+l
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2.3.4 M2 parameters

A A L o} ¢t ebd ME parameters®] 7]E, A ¢

o Lol HYF + Urk

Table 2.2. The definition of biological parameters used in an ecosystem model

2 ¢ Table 2.2

Parameters Nomenclature Units
Phytoplaniton
Maximum growth rate Gnax, Bomax day” !, ¢!
Maximum nutrient uptake rates UPyuae, UNpa day™!
Half saturation constants for nutrient .
Kroa, Knos, Knwt uM- L
uptake
Ammonium inhibition factor for nitrate 4
¥ L uM
uptake
Maximum capacity of cell quota PQPax, PON ratio

Maximum surface radiation
Daytime length

Photosynthetic light optimum
Light extinction coefficient
Fraction of extracellular release
Respiration rate

Sinking rate of living cells
Rate of natural mortality

C/Chl-a ratio

/P, G/N ratios except for cell quota

G/C ratio

COD/C ratio

] nex

DL

lopr

k
Exty, Bexr

PRESP, ﬁPRESP

Wp
Pumor, Pruor
Chl-a:C
[CP], [C:N]
Ap

Yp

day L, €71

m - day !

m - mgCildayfl, T

by weghit
by weghit

mgQy - C "day™?

mgCOD + C 'day™!

-1
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Table 22. The definition of biological parameters used in an ecosystem model

(continued)
Parameters Nomenclature Units

Zooplankton

Maximum ration Roas, Bomax day ', ¢!
Ivlev's constant A mimg - C7!
Feeding threshold n mgC- m™*
Rate of basic metabolism Zrese, Prrese day ', Cc 7!
Energy expenditure in grazing activity n -
Assimilation efficiency e %

Rate of natural mortality
C/P, C/N ratios

O/C ratio

CODJC ratio

Detrital carbon
Mineralization rate
Oxygen limitation
Fraction of biodegradation
C/P, C/N ratios

O/C ratio

COD{C ratio

Sinking rate

DissolQed organic carbon
Mineralization rate
Oxygen limitation

C/P, C/N ratio

O/C ratio

COD/C ratio

Others

Nitrification rate of ammonium
Oxygen limitation
Nitrification rate of nitrite
Oxygen limitation

Aeration rate

Zyor, Bzvor
[C:P], [C:N]
Az

Yz

Vroc, Beoc
DOpoc
X
[C:P], [C:N]
Apoc
Ypoc

WPOC

VDOC: BDOC
DODOC
[C:P], [CN]
Apoc

Ypoc

Fenora, Brmg
DOnns
knos, Bnoz
DOno2
ka

m - megC Yday™ ', C

by weghit

mgOy « C Yday™!
mgCOD - C 'day ™!

day™ ', ¢!
mgOy - L}
by weghit

mg0y - mgC™!

mgCOD - mgC™!

m - day !

day”!, T 7!
mg0, - L1
by weghit

mg0y » mgC™!

mgCoD - mgC™!

day™', ¢!
mgQy - Lt
day™!, ¢!
mgQ, - L™}

day™*

-1
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Aph A 9l Eod-aletr sodo] F3ZAME Fig 3.1 YR uiel o] 670

ZAVE A A A9 20028 79 2EARE AFERa, 7999 78 29UF

1) 23} 98 : YSI600002 A=A

2) pH : pH meter(Orion 720 A)g =735}

3) Ewx : Secchi disk® #AZEA 3o

4) FEHE2(TSS) : Whatman GF/C ARAF Atgs] o2 dxF FA=E
AeFsle] Aketdcot

5) & A ke FHCOD) - gL HAHNd s 4

6) £2AA(DO) @ YSI-60000. 2 dFE=334ch

7) @xi)olA A(NH,-N) : Indophenolyfol 2la) w4 3t ot

8) AAFA(NOs-N) : 7= el 23] ul 24 Fstich

9) o} AAFR A (NOY-N) : NED o o) vl 43 Fs}so)

10) €25 7122 (DIN) : NHy-N + NOs-N + NO,-N= A 1tahsdct.

11) 212 (PO -P) : of=T= Bkl ofs) W44 stk

12) Chlorophyll a : Strickland and Parson® ol 2]3} v akal ).

13) QA7 A(POC) : GF/F oA 2 Al dAHS oFsta) Hej o
2| Z CHN analyzer(Perkin-Elmer2400) 2 % %3 Hth.

14) $E&F7122(DOC) = AN4E GF/F 43z o543 F o4& TOC

s

o}.

meter(Dohrman) 2 A 38} 3 ot

7 e 2E 5o ‘FEs| kAl B (NFRDI, 2002), ‘£G4 371848 (5%,
2002), ‘B G wrkEg AP pEEAA B A (g, 1998), (E9AA
uhA| A A g R, 2001), B ke kAol FEe B AAFT (FAEE,
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Fig. 3.1. Station map of field observation for water sample collected.
St.1( 128.286E 34.805N ), St.2( 128243E 34.872N ), St.3( 128.122F 34.856N )
St4( 128.243E 34.720N ), St.5( 128.389E 34.660N ), St.6( 128.103E 34.685N )

32 s AD
3.2.1 Model A
RS Fig 329 Tol HARE ARAAT o] AU FY5s

9wy R MESEE AT, JEEYREY FUge) WEd o532
3] AAE RAYe AFE DS TRD dale) A GHolkH, 2000), B
slei(el, 200002 T Aol oS BIS, Bo We FYdA YA WL
whErolut sl R e EeA o) s HeHE 2Fo] Ay o ANTHH,
2001). ANRAE Aokck Hxe B +WAE A YT YLH(R F, 199
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qor dAste, Y g I HxAduA LH5AT] BAS A

o] dAotdele) &30 Hs)(Yanagi, 1997), EAAE HIE 5

HE, G E Gl Fulx Mz, Foix el SEAZT FHE FHE

MEE gertA], 2ea 59 Y J42¢ deR stk AdE XygoE 83, Y

ko 2 677, Zzego 2 3202 AW A3, e Axans X, Yw
22 717} 500mE sgch(Table 3.1). 2de] Fa3 dgatre F42 Jw(d=z

o 3% No. 224B, No. 229)5 o] #3&}jon, o2 o|&3 3x9 % AI== F

ag

oo K Y

*®

—+3
*

RN
¥

T
:

Fig. 3.2. Finite-difference grid of the three-dimensional model in the TongYeong

sea area{’ *’ : Open boundary grid line, A: Compare the real time tidal hight).
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9o F&=eEL AES7] Y Q=€ AEE Table 3.13 2oh 7w
4] BZMz, Sy 01, K)E o] 83tgor], 299 A4 g 3l
FraHR(1997)8) A8 F ol FHTh UG elA S RRE HAL Fo] nU
A ol ¥ = FeAdde oF 200a7)e] 2 Fe sl qlond, AA ZAle|
A G JAFEINLE FFol A oH7] dEe] 2V d, F, F 339
o ZA &% 2 Fd RAS AN HHES i@ FM, ANHeER fEe]
FaA N sFTAHAHEIAN FHEAAEL)E e B (FE
AEEFANL)E TG F 15709 3PS ZdollAM udta, U Ale dMe F
Alat gt
s At A S (Chezy Al ) 2 31l o8] At & + sledl, dride Hie
AHA2M dugoz s YAS Fi= R=0.00258 HgatRon, 3 %A

1l O,
L

B AR Ae gy dwex 10°-10'wsle] ¥92 FYHET Jed(FEL
1974; i) %, 1989; kU5 4, 1982), $-2)uiehe) ASE B 2Eg ol&dM H(1992)
b Aa oA 3.0x 10° cr/secE HEIAT, AH(1995)0] FafolA 1.0x 107 or/sec,
aE)m F(1996)7) Fhatuke) A 1.0x 10° wifsecs HE3tH o, ©](20000 Y57 8}
Fajdola ¥R 10x 10°~10x 10! ar/secs A g&3lgonl, ©](2001) AT A
3.0% 10%cnt/sec® &3 uh ok B d7olME dFoz AR e 54
frdvol W23, Falo] Er] Wi ¥ 2 Aoy} giotm AL, AFoIME
L.0x 10°cri/ sec ] &-3H Ao
§

L
c=Ly (3.1)

AAFAIZE A (time step)-& 2] (3.2)o} e, Courant-Friedrich-Lewye] ¢t z3

At ads (3.2)

FiHdiffusion) & 54 & ¥ BX 54 stobs S F83HA GFAAH, &



49 AdAAME FER GFE 8 3] Srferd
g, Wi Eate) Bake AAEe Akl MgAHL SAVE okdEA, At Al st
AlZbt R e g sr#steiel 3] Wi, dFH FEFE AF Adel oY sr=,
gatel age e SEHAFE EUE FAHAS A=t shoi(Lee, 1997).
AA . pHFMAFE A FoA 01ai/secE 483t tE E& Coriolis coefficient
7b Si=ol webA UGE fplanes o] 8591, vige] S A FEHoE =t
A, BEFoE MR gL, dnutdEREY fiet 2 =9 A AFL FA%}
Ak

Table 3.1. Input data for a hydrodynamic medel

Parameters Input values
Mesh size Ax = Ay = 500m
Total mesh value 83x67x3 = 5561x3
Water depth chart datum + MSL
Time interval 9sec
Level Level 1 : 0~5m

Level 2 : 5~15m
Level 3 : below 15m
Water Temp. and Sal. at open boundary  Level 1 : 264T, 30.6
Level 2 : 2627, 304
Level 3 : 2447, 314

Coriolis coefficient f = 2wsing
Surface/Internal friction coefficient 0.0013 / 0.0013
Bottom friction coefficient 0.0025

Horizontal viscosity coefficient 1.0E6(cm’/ s)
Horizontal diffusion coefficient 1.0E5(cm2/ s)

Vertical diffusion coefficient Level 1~3 : 0.1(cm’/s)
Calculation time 10 tidal cycles
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rl

323 MM SO WHE 57 | o

39l seAERds] 512 fH=TYS A 4 Ao 2dy oF
SHAbA Ao o] 8617 Wil APstuA sbe AelA A AhAES AN # 4
slejor ok 28y, AA9 ol e nodal correction effect?] 18]S &1x] Eahe=
T AF7A A Ho SW IAFE o) 83 A Rde] Adoze A A
e CdS37)s offdo(y, 2001 of, 2001; o], 2000; #H, 1999; 4, 1995; 4,

=
(=3

0z
10

I Az

B =
et

g

1994). mabr, #F2d e Real-time simulation(?, 1997; o}, 1996)o]ojo} d}A L}, &
olT Aj{kell u}& Al4k(time dependent calculation)o] 7}g-8tefok ghct.

3], Aol xRN Mo 5L s HAZEZH(open boundary
condition)o] 24| wet ATt Yo FAZAL T 24 2@ s5edE ¥
ol o) AAHR, FRARDAME AP Ex9 HEe wE =R
T AdEA "rk(el, 19%). weta, FALAZRE A AAT 2HFES ALEA

G, ARdzRY 4 $2e d5g ZaEAE B P sy yE 44
T AE A5E olgete, d2® 2FET 9Yshe ol 9lvk(Foreman, 1978).

o]7]4& 10S tidal code(Foreman, 1996)o) #F717H(1/18 ~6/1¥9)e) 2HAE
255 T3t o4 2GS AFEIETEE, 1997)2 o) &3tke] s AAY 8 A
Mol A 292 o=at1n, o]Z Rz I ZARSZ AAsd £Eo] &Y
AT del =% a3 (Patrick et al,2001; John et al, 2000; Foreman, 2000).

S8AAANAM Y 29 h(he) 52,

h(t) = 2}]}( B Ajcos Qe Vi) +ul) —g)) (3:3)

A7)M, A g =] 489 amplitudes} phase lag
£(D, ufd = j A& NF amplitude?} phase nodal mudulation correction factor
V() = j Aol g astronomical argument
A mdol 2MFe frEol Al S2AEE 20X E 4Y
Hala, sl7h kAE olF o) Al Al 271AS dYste] A
g s Adstel ¥t o AArt #5390 o= Ax dAlstex dopR)

AAA AAAD Y FHSENFFAR, 1998) AFHH B 2RET yEula
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sEwd-s A=) 8, Time-dependent A4HE ¥ A Fo| A2
= %9 HAZA(A in Fig 3.2; 32.825N-128437E) 2} a)FAIzt =9 &5 Zaet o] A4

z9 o= d9E &9, vlwsd 23890 Table 3265 AHRE 2345
= guded, sAAzAe A < B goz J¥EIEe ARSsic

Table 3.2. Tidal level and degree at open boundary

(0]] K1 M2 52

cm cm o cm am

BD1 011 150.9 0.16 172.4 0.85 253.7 041 2741
BD2 012 153.0 0.17 169.0 0.94 2500 042 2720
BD3 0.11 152.6 0.16 169.7 0.87 2515 0.39 2847
BD4 0.10 152.0 0.16 173.2 0.82 2473 0.39 2808
BD5 0.11 151.7 0.17 169.5 0.89 247.6 0.41 281.9
BD6 0.10 1494 0.15 172.6 0.80 243.4 0.37 2759
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Table 3.3. The estimation of discharge and pollutant loads from the river and

wastewater treatment plant effluent over the TongYeong area

Flow R. NHy-N NOs-N NO:-N PO-P COD POC DOC
m’/day ™M M uM M mg/L ngC/m meC/m’
528 0.85 16.99 0.002 0.90 423.9 3823.8

DA B ~28.85 ~393 ~2817 -~0009 ~181 ~836.8 ~70386
YM 14 1.92 0.89 1521 0.004 0.80 266.0 4850.5
~39.10 ~766 ~3949 -~0.010 ~211 ~6021 ~69353
H 1800 210 (.83 18.43 0.002 231 3190 4372.8
~15736 ~1066 ~2975 ~0026 ~583 ~6336 ~63327
Sy 7704 0.46 0.89 11.67 0.001 0.74 2825 3958.1
~2794 ~151 -~199 ~0010 ~154 ~1385.1 ~63305
13.78 1.90 23.85 1.540 23.75 37432 11229.7
a 37000 1378 ~190 ~2385 1540 ~2375 -~37432 ~112297
TYB 230 13.78 1.90 23.85 1.540 23.75 37432 11229.7
~1378 ~190 ~2385 ~1540 ~23.75 ~37432 ~11229.7
cs 2160 31.54 1.65 5.93 0.002 0.30 344.2 4041.4
-6994 ~279 ~969 ~0009 251 ~16147 —6926.1
BS 204 7.64 0.61 5.77 0.000 214 2206 32749
~3072 ~090 ~1384 ~0006 ~322 ~3414 ~79393
SB 2000 193 0.41 22.37 0.000 198--33 2363 2759.6
~309 ~0.61 ~4866 ~0.002 8 ~1325.7 ~3865.1
1.56 0.58 2516 0.000 4.56 217.6 2798.2
HL 11650 ~185 ~1.04 ~6748 ~0.004 ~814 ~11049 ~4001.3
OB 847 0.47 0.54 8.46 0.000 224 280.7 29913
~09 ~064 ~2238 -~0007 ~335 ~5690 ~3756.7
8.63 1.68 13.08 0.003 1.64 360.3 3542.4
SCP 24354 -119.72 ~540 —~4417 ~0.014 ~211 ~1015.0 -~77214
9.52 1.98 715 0.002 0.87 2353 3928.0
HC le128 ~1882 ~574 ~2411 ~0006 ~124 ~7039 ~14670.0
0.81 191 68.36 3.000 0.77 298.8 3818.8
K 62664 ~2383 -~-1274 -~-7527 ~0003 ~1.64 ~3369 45613
YS 4752 64.27 273 6.48 0.005 1.04 204.0 5180.0

~11951 -1293 ~1690 ~0.020 ~1.81 8213 —~69744
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HgARDY Rd9dge siefFRded AH8d 2 Axds FdaA 283

2) QlalRtE

(1) ZINF B AAA

Table 340)= AujALdel ALd 249 +3 2 AHBWAFE f52Do)
HgE YD A5k AL aiglch AA A Table 350 debd whe 2o| s
de] 2N Edz ¥ $EE uHsld JAsEnh AT dFBE O
o] e](Appendix 16~18)] el 2}

Table 3.4. Input data for an ecosystem model

Parameters Input values

Mesh size Ax = Ay = 500m

Water depth chart datum + MSL

Time interval 3600sec

Pollutant loads Refer to Table 3.3

Horizontal viscosity coefficient 1.0E6{cm”/s)

Horizontal diffusion coefficient 1.0E5(cm’/ s)

Vertical diffusion coefficient Level 1-3 : 0.1(cm?/s)

Calculation time 16 tidal cycles

Water Temp. and Sal. Level 1 : 2247~2546TC, 3.38—-34.02

Level 2 : 17.22--2247°C, 28423411
Level 3 : 13.60-~19.917C, 29973445

@) BME YUABEY
dasiduel HAge g ¥ §3FS AW ARAME FRUY
14.87 ~36.37ug/ nt /day, 94bel& 7.04~990mg/ m'/daye] kS ALE3tAEU, B A7

fr
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AME FEotrt 3.66mg/ m/day(d, 1996), A4kde] 028mg/m'/daye] S FHE3F
et
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lo
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-
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Table 3.5. The pollutant loads from rivers flowing into the model region

Pollutant loads

St. NH,-N NO,;-N NOs;-N POJ-P  COD POC DOC
kg/day
DA 1205E-02 1319E-03 1332E-02 7.114E-06 7.799E-04 4.110E-01 7.477E+00
YM 3.834E-03 7.812E-04 4.655E-03 2763E-06 3.218E-04 7.637E-02 2448E+00
JH 1.616E+00 1582E-01 6.073E-01 6.011E-04 1072E-01 1.188E+01 2.929E+02
SY 1.053E+00 1.222E-01 1.829E+00 1.146E-03 1.217E-01 8.110E+01 1.135E+03
TYA 7139E+00 9860E-01 1.235E+01 1.766E+00 1.230E+01 1.939E+03 1.288E+04
TYB 4.438E-02 6.129E-03 7.679E-02 1.098E-02 7.648E-(02 1.205E+01 8.007E+01
GS 1.408E+00 7.250E-02 2.307E-01 3.285E-04 5.066E-02 2.513E+01 3.828E+(2
BS 8.016E-02 3.234E-03 3.888E-02 3.584E-05 1.071E-02 1.226E+00 4.648E+01
SB 7.057E-02 1535E-02 9.006E-01 6.733E-05 7.422E-02 1.778E+01 2.076E+02
HL  2784E-01 1.247F-01 6.754F+00 5.289E-04 1.120E+00 8.873E+01 1.269F-+03
OB 9.101F-03 7.002E-03 1.750E-01 1.036E-04 3443E-02 4.947E+00 9.158E+01
SCP  5A87E+01 3.053E+00 1.825E+01 1.678E-02 1411E+00 5272E+02 1.025E+04
HC 3495E+00 8.139E-01 3.416E+00 2.015E-03 2.370E-01 1.109E+02 4.250E+03
KH 1.037E+01 5.555E+00 6.503E+01 3.329E-03 1.181E+00 3499E+02 8.457E+03
YS 6.092E+00 4.657E-01 8.540E-01 1.988E-03 8.767E-02 3.318E+01 8.859E+02
(4) MES3tA vlelHIE}

Table 3.79} 7to) &AL A4 @

o ovtel 2do) QREE deplee ARe) 23
9 RS BURAE Boked RS dsded, YaA 2de 4% QYAE
U Asge 2RA0E AMT B e
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aERE AN 2d YAFHe F3EE AHESAn 2 Aol 388 A4F %
AE FHIEFH o2 AT gdugvEsEse 71EHOE JargensenF(1991)7
George5(1987)2] A4 & 1 ¢t A=, AEEF2EY AEE U WFEHEs
HAe 2 2dg 283 dpA3Taguchi, 2000; Nakata, 2000; Taguchi, 1998)¢] =}

T RS WA de AEZHIEN FEEHIEY £HE 242 nold
A 7Aooz Aolzt U gyEg=d, 3 AzwAR] - Chochlodinium
Polykricoides 9] gk{4d, 1998; <, 1997, 4, 1999)2 <l &-3tH ).

ABEYAE FE50) L5 GEAS ASFPSE FLG UFPe] RUSE

HU

C2 7]#o2 332 9o}, Eppley(1972)$ Thomann et al(1975)& 0CE 7]%o
st ek Eppley(1972)& chekdt Fol #3F 82 7 dR2 R 0T AW 44:
=T 059/dayelgl fe=d, 20C2 A A+ 209/dayst €t} 3 Beca and
Arnett(1976)= 20TolA 02~8.0/dayd A E AAstE B mdoe HudzdEs
£ o2 03~14/dayd 9ioll X g3}

HEZHAEYN FEEYAEY AMESEE £ Y9N 229 T+ HIdd
o}, EREgs Hol By dwryeoz g HE Utk AEEFAEY AY
Thomann et al(1975)2 0.02/day, Scavia and Eadie(1976)= 0.03/day,
jorgensen(1979)2 0.01-01/day2 AjA)3tx glovg H ndores A2ZFIE]
AtEEr 2 0015/dayE A&3tdch FEEFAESY Z49 OConnor et al(1973)2
0.075/day, Scavia et al.(1976)-2 Copepods2] ©@LEFo) sl 005/dayE H I3} FH o
Zg P RddAs TEEFTE Ui 005/dayS HESArh SRR
B9 gAagare AZ37 Qe BAZ 2(1994)9) 2AaE ol&3gr YA {7159
RaLnE 20CE 7|20 Yoshida(1983)= 0.19-~038/day'# 9], & £(1991)e 02
0-023/day 912 AN B RdldAs BASES keagexp(sT)Sh 2o &
= Aoz mIFE glemz 0THAA HAWEshERE oS 2xASs B5e
Ishilkawa 2} Nishimura(1983)7} APl A &S5t A58 & | &3t AT 3
(I53T)o ABr#EolY #5¥ JTPe S5 Hd 021/dayf 1, H5H@5C)de o
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#F 027/dayHon 2 asghe 0.15/day2 Yeslth 281 Bansal(1975)¢ CBODS
Bal& 53 0.02~337/day 912 g getA AAstn gomg or|AE 0.085/day
AT Z A §F FUIEDOC)Y & s 2R &84 4 TR 4
2 gy@dc dlg4 F DOCY Rail&£xts 0.0017~025/day 92 WstZo] gomg
o 7|4e 0.002/dayE B gto.® gk

Chlorophyll a(Chl. a mg/m)%t AEZTFAFY G4 (mgC/m)ol g FdATE
ro ARzt o ZAMHAEH, o Asge AdER Zolr} i Ky
ok e, FAZ Ate] A= AeA ZdolMe SRR gie F=
Y g9 BAE B8] s 2ol FAsh C/Chl a MES HalAlF = 29
Weo) 7], dLde] v, 224 2 ABEUAEL A7) wE} Ho|r} ),
o] AZI7t e guelAME FRsue] kol FUlsM(Epply et al, 1973; Fee,
1976), HEZF=1E2] A E4 Chlorophyll a sx 2} Wel A7lste GaaMdo]
il 3 i (Brown & Richardson, 1968). wletr Fe] AJ4AAd 2oy C/Chl a

i

rr

52
ki

ot 32

WL

&8 FAdtHLaws & Bannister, 1980; Hunter & Laws, 1981). =g gAY F
ok gaglel d¥del 252 W C/Chl a vlgo] Frpsled, ol AEde g4
% Z7b9} Chlagel A Fo|tf(Thomas and Dodson, 1972; Perry, 1976). C/Chl a
gl AESFAEL =Yl AESFE F78te 3%S 7P cHTakahashi and
Bienfang, 1983). 2 Zule]AE 4 S5(1989)0) @592 gjayo 2 2Atg C/Chl a ]
M sHAl edel B FAUN xF 9 AF< 3, FFL 27, AFE BE V4L
2 Agstn JEd(, 1994; ol, 1999), Fig. 49(Appendix 19|+ wFaH 3 %
&l Qo)A Cochlodinium polykrikoides?) 7N A3 F2 28 FEo g48g Jehf ok
C/Chla¢] L& o 10002000 =8 gtog, 7]l ARG3hd 30822 ghte Aol
7t e AE ¢ 4 olth Roelke(1999, 2000y cell quota actiong &= F(pulsing
growth)}-2 @3 s LA A #8032 3y, 182 F3l Z(slow growth)
o 44e ATTG AHG EP, Rousic(1997) DroopA e H3d, nFwe
e M 238 Aol Agtsls FXo A st Aok wikzol
ofd dRFVE S Loste P AFol QP=SQP+ QP;, QN=SQN+ QN2 &
.

o

dol 7he g, 714, AEWe] dA FFSAAM NE71EE FAHsE FEd



HE(SQP, SQN)-& Bl g &4 ztzt 5~7, 10~12(Roelke, 1999)8] gt S& =83 27}
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Fig. 3.3. Relationship among the Chla, Carbon and Cell density of Cochlodinium

polykrikoides.
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Table 3.6. Input data of biological parameters used in an ecosystem model

Parameters Values Remarks
Phytoplaniton
Maximum growth rate 0.5%exp(0.0633T) Jorgensen(’79)

Maximum nutrient uptake rates

Half saturation constants for

nutrient uptake

Ammonium inhibition factor for

nitrate uptake

Maximum capacity of cell quota
Maximum surface radiation
Daytime length

Photosynthetic light optimum
Light extinction coefficient
Fraction of extracellular release
Respiration rate

Sinking rate of living cells
Rate of naturai mortality
C/Chl-a ratio

C/P, G/N ratics

O/C ratio

COD/C ratio

Phosphorus 0.4,
Nitrogen 0.31
Phosphate 0.57,
Ammonium, 2.10
Nitrate, 1.03

0.5

Kim('99)

Kim(’99), Shim{’98)

Fumio{"0Q)

Phosphorus 16, Nitrogen 8 Fumio("00)

800
0.57
150
0.80+0.007 Chl-a

0.67exp(-0.002 Chl-a)

0.03 exp{0.0524T)

0.2

2% 10exp(0.0693T)
2784.44

149.0, 5.5

3.41

1.38

Fumio("00)
Fumio(’00Q)
Ryther(’56)
Fumio(’00)
Kang(*04)
Fumio("00)
Fumio(*00)
Fumio(’00)
Shim(*98)
Nakamura(’92)
Fumio(’00)

Fumic(’C0)
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Table 3.6. Input data of biological parameters used in an ecosystem model

(continued)
Parameters Values Remarks
Zooplankton
Maximum ration 0.18exp(0.0693T)
Ivlev‘s constant 0.01 Lee(’00)
Feeding threshold 4.0 Lee("00)
Rate of basic metabolism 0.0214 exp(0.0637T) Fumio(’00)

Energy expenditure in grazing activity

Assimilation efficiency
Rate of natural mortality
C/P, C/N ratios

O/C ratio

CODJC ratio

Detrital carbon
Mineralization rate
Oxygen limitation
Fraction of biodegradation
/P, C/N ratios

O/C ratio

COD/C ratio

Sinking rate

Dissolved organic carbon
Mineralization rate
Oxygen limitation

C/P, C/N ratio

O/C ratio

COD/C ratio

Others

Nitrification rate of ammonium
Oxygen limitation
Nitrification rate of nitrite
Oxygen limitation

Aeration rate

30% of the daily carbon ration ITkeda & Motoda(’73)

70.0
3x10exp(0.0693T)
353, 5.4

3.03

1.34

Ikeda & Motoda(’73)
Ogura(’72)

0.007exp(0.0693T)

0.5

12.5% of mineralization
63.9, 7.2

3.30

1.33

0.5

0.002exp(0.0693T)
0.5
125, 10

3.1z
1.25

0.01exp(0.0693T)
0.5
0.03exp(0.0693T)
0.5
0.5




#& A¥ = Appendix 1~150) 2z 43 AEZFIAEY FHAAE e
yglen, o) 21253 ulglo g Fig 419 20023 79 29-89Y 28U7= A EA} A

(c) Surface chl. a 2 Aug. (d) Surface chl. a 3 Aug.

Fig. 4.1. Concentration of Chlorophyll a(ug/L) during 29 Jul. ~28 Aug., 2002 in

Tongyeong Sea.
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(g) Surface chl. a 14 Aug. (h) Surface chl. a 28 Aug.

Fig. 4.1. Concentration of Chlorophyll a(ug/L) during 29 Jul. ~28 Aug., 2002 in

Tongyeong Sea(continued).

NEZHAEY FE25 YEE Chl a9 Fxe HES HuEY, d FAAAN
wo ww 2¥S nojur), Cochlodinium polykrikoidesst 89 5% &) wlekm 9dotol
A Aol g bloom§ Yo7l o]FRH, AFHE Ut SHCEREHY EE FYo
oz olfold 8Y U oFAA & FTEEFE #A3HT Utk AA 2002 9]
Cochlodinium 2 z&v 79 % SVGExdA H43o], 89 3449 Fgdepdx ettt
oM s ed, 53 849 542E] 222 bloome] WA Table 4.19=
Appendix 10~157}21¢] AR E vigtog #F AEEHYAEY ¢HE& AFS e
Woledl, 89 395e A AA ZBAHAM Cochlodinium polykrikoides®] -8} xo}
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Table 4.1. The dominent species of phytoplankton

51
=

g S

TongYeong from July to Sep. in 2002

in the coastal waters of

Date Dominent species Dominance ratio(%)
2. Jul Chaetocerose spp. 41.18~87.18
- Jul Skeletontema costatum 10.05~23.53
Chaetocerose spp. 20.69~70.49
29 Jul. Skeletonema costatum 2436 ~43.65
Chaetocerose spp. 0~82.67
31 Tul Coscinodiscus spp. 0~31.63
u Skeletonema costatum 0~53.97
Thalassionema nitzchioids 0~33.33
Chaetocerose spp. 13.95~85.71
2 Aug Navicula spp. 0~2222
Skeletonema costatum 0~62.79
Chaetocerose spp. 0~81.33
Coscinodiscus spp. 0~60
3 Aug Leptocylindrus spp. 0~2222
Skeletonema costatum 0~24.48
Cochlodinium polykrikoides 0--72.73
Chaetocerose spp. 0.64~98.29
4 Aug Skeletonema cosltjatum 0~97.76
Chaetocerose spp. 0~100
5 Au Leptocylindrus spp. 0~-42.86
& Skeletonema costatum 0~32.43
Cochlodinium polykrikoides 0--100
Chaefocerose spp. 0~33.33
14 Au Skeletonema costatum 0.28 ~46.67
& Alexandrium spp. 0.19~50.00
Cochlodinium polykrikoides 0~9919
Chaetocerose spp. 1.12-~-26.56
29 Au Nitzchia spp. 03281
g Skeletonema costatum 0~2941
Cochlodinium polykrikoides 0~95.19
Chaetocerose spp. 237~57.30
18 Se Nitzchia spp. 0.98 ~6b.61
p- Skelefonema costatum 0~57.89
Cochlodinium polykrikoides 0~77.55
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Fig. 4.2, Diversity index(a) and evenness index(b) of phytoplankton at the

sampling stations(@-@ : St. 1, , ©-O : St. 2, l-M : St. 3, -0 : St. 4, by Kang

et al, 2003).
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Fig. 4.4. Observed ammonia(a) and phosphate(b) concentration each level(1,2,3)

during 29 Jul. ~28 Aug., 2002, in Tongyeong Sea.
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Fig. 45. Comparison between calculated and observed Tidal height(line:
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Fig. 46.  Correlation between calculated and observed Tidal height(line:

calculated elevation, dot: observed elevation).
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Fig. 4.10. Distribution calculated surface Chl. a for time dependent.
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Fig. 4.10. Distribution calculated surface Chl. a for time dependent(continued).
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Aviv
Aparameter| pavameter

714, § : WPE AR
Vo 27143 o8 A8 as Anit
AV &) A 2713 W] o3 du wr Zaa

(3.4)

A parameter/parameter : & 7| A 2] HEE

Table 4.2 Initial parameters in the ecosystem model for sensitivity analysis with

phytoplankion growth and Sensitivity coefficients

Definition Values S
Intensity of radiation 60.28 ~549.77 0.632
Ccapacity of cell quota N, P 32~63, 62~12.98 0.520
N:9.27E-03 ~1.25E02
Concetration of Nutrients{N,P loads from river) 0.710
2. 76E-00 ~1.77E06
Concetration of Nutrients(N,P loads form sediments) N:2.88, P:0.36, 0.883
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4.4 Cochlodinum A Z9] vrAl 71&

4.4.1 Cochlodinum M7 WM J|=hof| 2kt o
Hzagold W A wYe
2o ool MAHAY = 4% §97 dgez
£ oHge T 429 B4 A%e AAAE BAZE B AAAE @
A, olu) Amuael Baw BARAE aotHw® o3 Do WA, 1987,
NERDI, “gh-elghe] 42, 1998).

a 494 JYUF RS AL F AEE AFHor sheudol AL AN s

=, Azgde] Jl4o glojal, ¥, sstEel AnuAe) =27 HAedchs 2
s guay. Fhe] Azt Bd AT olag NS Mo s gk

Cochlodinium polykrikoides &7} #Z TS 9] dId #5& Blug &
o Aoz EF i), 9 5(2002), 7 F(2001c)8k o] F(2001b)je) wjFA e
o] A7) HeHQ EAL g4 F(Eplpley et al, 1969)°] =]3)

[)
E1, A ARFFo) vlsiME @] fge] FIgsd AdRos FaddE =

Az sl e et 299 e 218, AFEFH FdHT el
oa A HeHE AL 47} ded, RAgsE F QA L34 G
ga g2 divhdFet v 2 FFo) 2FEE AAdA g wE 4284 2
xef olz Aoz ugyton, o9 & Hde Wae 9F9l Uik Y HIx
doto 2 B3P rHKim et al, 1999a). o)A AFhH AH A9 Ads 74
(Cho, 1995), &7} Widsle yawmol Le)x Alelo] dlde 3A 34 5o e
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elsielel a4 S o] F2 AujHEds A

Cochlodinium polykrikoides®] #Z 2ol RIAE R Qv 2§ YEE 2 op3ivh &y
A AME dejsielels o slgvh 9% vHy] WEoE B3 3ov(Lim
et al, 2002), §3] cirhdhob FalA<tmAtole] Wil siFAH G w2 AAHA 7]
JA3ts Aoz RIFHM QU B3], 200198 2 FIAXY HELPHL 4248
ol 74% ARH AFE TR galer FMN gelH Md=E WA 2HINL
B, UEE~F35t 44 dE AHHGE Y 1D E(B00 cell/mL)2 Fxjstx
Ak w3 d=ul(M2253] 4713 F47AN 2001, NERDI), ©]2§ o525
FHEE AF Gl o Mz HxGHe FIME} Ao oFHe] F
ool wimd FEF AgadelM bloomo] AlFFTE JHFHE 5 4 Aok
Bk ohel, Cochlodinium polykrikoides®] #2232 oF o 2dy WHE @
A7 AthLee et al, 2001). o] A& WA FHEAZ EAFHAKImM et al, 1996) F
WA A 722 JFoq Wopdle] T2 ofFd F glon, e of &
Agte FFANETL FHetAY, Cochlodinium o]2leie AU x| thy Fo] TA S
2 Fo d@#ie] 7Hsdty] fisiME & Fol S HAHS BF=

of ghob Aeolth F, 8lF Tl o) HA Fatolddl s AAHT FHHA AF
o] =0}, FYFHF B FTHATAEE] FHBUE Aol =3, Ao dalt
Al diwhd izl A% R JdE vlAH, £ Fo] auwHEAN FHEC H
2 gobAle AFANA HzEe] HiEwo] o]Fo| A FHolekz ZH(Jung et al, 1999)9]
c}. Fig 45% Appendix 1~8¢ el vie} o] #7100 FHEm)E e
A, A4 2lalE St 4-62] 2 dergion, AHe =2 St 1304
=29 2 A7 uwel vebd RAoluk A AQolM BAds|de] 27| Cochlodinium
Az A AEAQl 8Y 39 EEoA FHRIL AAHA Srlde AE #58 F
L ER, FEEYAEY 4R AT 9 4 §9 A7 A (Kim et al,
2002, NFRD, ‘g=r¢icte] AHzarH, 2002, 12-24) HzggdA 719 HEBEA Y
MMe F2AL dF ARFY Sagittn enfater} F2UY g HE JAZRTI] &F
283 ZAEIGe R F¥do] S ¢ FUANT. HAxLAHG Foo 4
2 AgeM o] FEAL Y ARHE LA AL HARPYE] Hx TG

(Choi, 2001)3} % Seo] HF&u}h =3,

&
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30
2
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229 G §#43 old A vty AL Ae AL FLH AEH(ung

et al., 2001).

12.0 ¢

20

a0 - -
1z 2] 7116 723 7430 818 B/13 8/20 8/27

Fig 4.11. Variation of Secchi depth in Tongyeong sea(Dotted line-5t1,23; Solid

line-St.4,5,6).

adu, A2 BAY 893 e 4AHEE Qosle FU ARZFY A9E 9

Ayo] ¢z CHNFRDI, ‘3 91¢ke] 2, 1998).

d

d FE2goE g A0, olady g Agadaq) ojeed SAJRFE FUHT W
WE, NEEE, 557124 5 54 54 239 9% 2A 2eg

e HREFE $E7%02 2-49 ARE /AD Y7l B el o)F3EE wHel flan
olEwabe W wE 54w H8Ede] G W Aoz Jdeld o

EEREAE §43y] QR AL 2o TAYE 7S A HHZAA BiYr)
Hobah BAo] HE o5 LAy} wolste] o LpelM FHE WA TH Hx
elozit, B3, H f71Edo] 2ol HAH aldeis AdA @Al TL AN
e Zo 93 Az e asie e FALAZ Hadgd o] ddy e A
e =

= 4ol

ofelgt Wge 2 4 oA 44 RAEH, WREF A AEH
BEgd 9% FiHEE Yosjed A BRI 8FY Sk WREFT

85



d AFolE L RBole AL we AR ofs), Hausn 3l=dH/(Eppley et al,
1968; Kamykowski & Zentara, 1977; Blasco, 1978; Heaney & Furnass, 1980; Staker
& Bruno, 1980; Heaney & Eppley, 1981; Heaney & Eppley, 1981; Kamykowski,
1981; Cullen & Horrigan, 1981), fiR {7 YeElWs dAAolg4de des] fde
A4S ey A 2 9 oheh 9%dcl ¥R d3oE olgad F4
Ba g FYAe JAske T, FEHEE s 288 /FRIo

=
of hsgtes, Huxel ANAZe) W) Fad 4¥S Fuhm 425y Wi, A

z oo poz oA Uy £2Fe] FUreh Fag BYo]l SUrka Addn.
AAZ Cochlodinium polykrikoidesS A7 olFel 2l&] 16:00e] FZEA HA3d 7

#F e w2 Ho|y, 19:00-20:000) 8 HZAA 7% L FEE Holn, A7 o

= 2o 3m/hourd] #jEstche el A Uch(Park et al, 2001).

SEmzfel AHse T 5§59 4% 0 AE A%n Fg WA men
(Smayda et al, 2003; Smayda, 2002; Smayda et al., 2001; Smayda, 1997). AT EH
Scrippsiella trochoidea, Alexandrium tamarense cyst®] WoHHan et al, 1999)«= 7z} 9~
124, 119 ~12900 £Ex3ln glof, 4] 2elg FA FIALE #3485 @
Gt oz wHAh ol AL Fol we uEALel A 4HAN B4
(Eco-Physiological characteristics) 3 &A317] wj&o] =9 AEal Mz Aead
S48 WA meistelolaich

AezgaEs A 43S s 2A viAe Fd ashEQ] dARME
2, doudds Z)3 <A T (Physical and chemical Factors affecting primary

ol

productivity : light, nutrients, turbulence, James et al, 1982; Graham, 1998 ;
Anderson et al., 1996)2 @At Cochlodinium polykrikoideséﬂ wate] A wgEd
o B3 dojr 479 algE ol Table 430 ERU ATt

Aejstdow Ead WEaAAEEKIgel WM Cochlodinium polykrikoides= 2] %
Zolehy| Hrke d@2e) 24T fAad, Y BANGE £ JPUL 2T
stk mEee gRuold e A Asrt ofFojdtkE Aol wWHA AN (Kim,
1999).

86



Table 4.3. The optimal growth condition with physico-chemical environment to

culuturing Cochlodinium polykrikoides in Korea

Temp. Sal. pH Light Nitrate Ammonia Phosphate
[ lux uM
Kim(1999) 25 40 75 7,500 40 50 5

An(1998)  0~50 2734 74~90 6,000

Shim(1998) 22-~-24 25~33 . 7,400~10"

¥ : conversion value photon irradiance to intensity of illumination in white

fluorescent light(Thimijan and Heins, 1983).

Table 44. The C/N ratio of Cochlodinium polykrikoides in culture condition
(Redfield ratio C : N : P =106 : 16 : 1 by atom = 41 : 72 : 1 by weight by

Kang et al., 2003, unpublished)

Days Carbon Nitrogen Cell density C/N ratio
pg/cell pg/cell cell/mL
0 9.76 1.07 190 9.12
4 272 0.33 880 8.24
8 1.66 0.18 1760 922
12 1.40 0.16 3300 8.75
16 1.53 0.13 3380 11.77
20 1.62 0.16 3400 10.13
24 1.77 0.25 2890 7.08
9.19(Avg.)

ftlo
5

Table 44504 wjdmaAstl Bge] AEF C/NVE F43 % vehd
ot o] @ BFol Ao AEURE Hof WA AT ) Fio| Redfields] S
FRF 2AsE AL S b e, o 2 AdTol ARG SE(h5E2
N7} HiE A7)elE /N matior) Folo gy, & sl g Aol FHold

ozM e FFFAE ANES FAFNE 5o AU
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Table 4.5 Uptake of organic material by dinoflagellates

Researcher Sp. Uptake

Mineo Yamaguchi, 2001 Heterosigma Circularisquama Organic and Inorganic P and
Mineo Yamaguchi, 1999 Gymmnodinium mikimotol Organic and Inorganic N/F
Mineo Yamaguchi, 1994 Gymmnodinivm Nagasakiense Organic and Inorganic N/P
Hiroyama et al., 1989 Gymnodinium mikimotoi Organic and Inorganic P and
Watanabe et al., 1982 Heterosigma akasiwo Inorganic N/P
Nakamura et al., 1985 Chattonella antiqua Inorganic N/P

Cochlodinium Polycrikoides ?

Ae Fuas o oot AL Julath 45 ATNHNE 4EEFAEY #
A Axe) 479 A TFHE 2de) Aol APHE= A FrIg Aol
t}.

Table 4.6. Cell quota N,P of several dinoflagellates

Researcher Sp. On(pmol/cell) Qp(pmol/cell)
Mineo Yamaguchi, 20001 Heterocapsa Circularisquama 1.10 0.089
Mineo Yamaguchi, 1999  Gymnodinium mikimotoi 3.13 0.250
Mineo Yamaguchi, 1994 Gymnodinium Nagasakiense 3.85 0.290

Hiroyama et ai., 1989 Gymnodinium mikimotoi - 0.370

Watanabe et al,, 1982 Heterosigma akasiwo 1.44 0.095

Nakamura et al., 1985 Chattonella antigua 7.80 0.620
Cochlodinium Polycrikoides ? ?

Table 4.691% o8] 7} tHR2F THEA dF AXH Axst A9 FFE o
B Aolth MEW Aaeh e e JIddol 1@ Folx AAI det
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FEEE AEA 2e A F& ARAE tesmdME F22d FH0] o]F oA
A 9% EA(luxury consumption)d AHs| £ o, oldl ojFH Jd¥EH cl&F
H o] Heterceapsa Circularisquama > Gymmnodinium wmikimotol > Chattonella antiqua®] <
o= Fine AL 4 Atk /ol diseEet A AGsHA
Cochlodinium Polycrikoides™] ##lAxe ob4 #& vhop GARE Sy gz B el Ay
Qe el SA0) v E3E 2 wf T ke & F =2 AT 2le
A% fHAE ol 4w 7o) el FFel Holo} vk BES W
7b gtk FY-ALEE SGol M sfuttt disf Rl HEvh A Evhe AL HAT 9
Fedo] wge] o] FolAT Utk ZEL Y 4 Ath Cochlodinume) AE#l
S Az H4d BF modelingoll 437 AT fFHEHEAY G Eof, U
g3 #2g o o852 Fof WA e E ook kA,
A7 wAsel, AThe FHshE SAVE n AT
53], Yamaguchi2001)2] @FolAt ATV HAagds APl 44 B

o} vl oA ABRZTatnEe] Ag HAHoZ HHEFFYoUl, Heterocapsa

r

&)
i
%

iz

circularisquama©} 2 Z7} 44330 Hiroshimagte] A9 <fokd o] A9k Qe 73
o 747y 78~1217 0.09~0.14uM g vebgEd), °o] 5% oA Table 4.140] 1}
el upel e AU ko] EHog FAHY o < 1,010~11,000cell/mL e} 7HAE
2 & 2 o B ApA= Cocklodinium Polycrikoideso] #ajA ZALE virt 8l
ooz A ALY Gymnodinium mikimotoi2] S HEHS o, Az 4] A
o] ZAHTD 9AAE 89 2u 8¥ 3dYe AF AYE FEo FAUD i
2lo] z+zb 1.833} 055 M= A2 §HH, 590~ 2,200cell/mL2] A8 FAE 7
ot} 89 59 Az Z WIS bloomo] Ao A EUEE 580cell/mLAYR Y FFo= ¢}
A ojopr]d FFY 54 o PR Hof Tk EAY 54E o5 4,
23 Ada bloomE dod F7} e FFo] FUYE T AzEH Ao

9, o] AlFolMe) N/PE A, P 332 AvA] e Ae & A
g, o]R& ¢le] vl ez Bhe) FEr) Yol B e Aie] A A
of stz 1d & 57 Utk

o] Al e o FF AL Aie A AT AP A Axe] 277 £

— -

ofi

rr

b
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Au, B4 Qo] Mg @ wrh Axs ARAY BAL Wuch AE 2o O%
#AZt}= o F(Fuhs et al. 1972, Rhee, 1978; Yamaguchi & Itakura, 1999) ZAze} u
w2, B osele AxA AR Hojmz AuHen Fo ATE wEe Wn, ©
9 MR a7Ee Are dE U8 deluttn W7 & 47} AHTable 412)

442 SHAZE JH2| Cochlodinum MFTT 2HAH J| =k

Hzol Hzx B4 A ohd QUEE(F4A >30m) ol wystal, T
M= Z2F FrEshdols Hgkxo] el viete fretrielA] wa| waysle] T
o g Hise S Holn Uri(Fig 4.12). utE IFAM = = 9% 5
MEogRHY 2R7F fYF] AEE dHog mAurie FAY [ 44

Hof elHel AHo) o]fo A & gtk

PR

ﬂ?\f\-e‘,‘ e o e e o T T W
’

ﬁ'?'"\f-(ne.s_«

Fig. 412. Concentration of Chl. a and tidal current at the time of blooming

start, in 5 Aug., 2002.



29 Jut 2002

PPROC/BPROC

2 Aug 2002
PPROGC/BPRCC

5 Aug 2002

PPROC/BPROC

Fig. 413. The distribution of contributed physical process to Chlorophyll a at

surface level according to time-dependent.
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A7 9t o] AL cyste] woldl oMol FAMEE 3ty 91T HIT FAoles)
wrhe Rz RE §4° A¥s o & 23% ¥4 st B o5 sled,
oAl e Eg-Alakn §doe] B Fo| Az el seed-bank(intiation zone of red tide;
Steidinger et al, 1981)2] H&-% 3l g2 ofvjete Wz 49T U
mepa], B osjdol e R Ade) JR1Ee FAEHE AxgriRte AT 3
WA (el e %, uzE )i 27l ST fFAAXEsE Sl 9
ol F Fatslo] =iz, olFol FHAA FEF BAE(FE HE FUYFE)E
S5l M dln tha] Fakslo] oj4d Aoz Az o2& EFAQ d A
sl AT A=Y FEHE A 4 g cHSmayda et al, 2003; Smayda et

al., 2001; Smayda, 1997).
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adez st gepd, 7
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Ao FHHA 9
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29 JUL 2002
Level 1
Chla

5 AUG 2002
Level 1
Chl.a

Fig. 4.14. Distribution calculated surface Chl.

condition(a: 29 Jul, b: 5 Aug.).

cut down each

a when 60%



29 JUL 2002
—TU —~ Level 1
g [ J 2 Chla
&} 1j- o

5 AUG 2002
Level 1
-wﬁ-” - Chi.a

(b

Fig. 4.15. Distribution calculated surface Chl. a when 80% cut down each

condition(a: 29 Jul, b: 5 Aug.).

geba, B AFME HETEAE) FHo] Tumogm o|Rojxx @t =
ol thatel &37] s, WZHE BA(Table 42)¢ AAHHA A% ZFolM ©d HE
235}

of gadAs ATt 27 Wi, A 2R, dHE 7 54y 9
& HAHEe §€ U FIAFE AT 2FHE 2dHEAGY
Fig. 414= RN 7] 9499 T=F 60%, A= A7E 60%, 3t
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2aleke 60%, HHE £& JUYE FIFE 0% 2 ARBANMAY dFE v==
60% 5 #AaAlzl A}olv], Fig 4155 27| 449 FEE 80% UAFY A7E
80%, 33 et 80%, HAE £ AFG TS 80% P AFAANNY] dF
4 ¥TE 80% TAARAS W AEEFAEL] 4o FEXE Jehd Aol Fig
4.16¢)+ bloomo] AlZH e, 4BZFFHE Frst /H &L g3l St 60 O
&od Fig 415~416% 3 =72 100%9 s} Hlaste 22 50%, 60%, 80% #Hx
NE-E d o] AHES el A

Fig 414~416¢ 24FEW At 8" FA4as NdFFe] EAA @3
T AA AFd e JBERY gadd dE A ¥ A £ £ i
. 2dd, ZBzbe] Eegd A s Al 2 delAs 'Y 5A4E Mo
7 3tk B3], 80% % AHEsHS W HE BATEQ W0/l B & 33 77
sge, o] wWe) side] H&EeE 7132 DINol 0.21 Mol DIP7} 0.04 x Me]

+28 fAsklob gk

2
r!

700 ¢

60.0

50.0 |
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Chl.alug/L)

300 1

200

0.0
Time{day)

Fig. 4.16. Calculated surface Chl. a each condition(solid: 100%, -m-:50%, --:60%,

-x—:SO%)
stdel Rat AArt BAE F e ¢F vvEia, 4EEd 5480 B8 Y
E
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Mg E Aol Adekn @ ¢ A 2Dz, e dE JFD FEsh O ¥
Sl wlsA e gel AT, B E42ES bloomdl & FRakn, 0§ A%
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g 4 4E =ol oAl Brtn ¥ & AUk

F9) 4

Fig. 4.17¢ 1986\ %8 2002371419 Zdl9e] F4Y W&H FI43 A
(Eutrophication index, EN}E v} e} 1} (Okaichi, 1972).

r7— COD(mg/L)x gffl\;(;tM) X DIPC ) 4.1)

Fig. 4180 BoAFzol duge od A3
potential, GP)& A4tate] el Slth(Yasuo et al, 1988).
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Fig. 4.18. Annual variation of El and N/P value in Tongyeong area,
1986-2002(Dotted: N/P, -0 EL solid: 4point moving average of El). El is the
Eutrophication Index(Okaichi, 1972).

El

Fig. 4.19. Annual variation of GP and EI value in Tongyeong area,
1986-2002(Dotted: GP, -0~ El, solid: 4point moving average of GP). GP is the

Growth Potential index of phytoplankton about nutrients(Yasuo, 1989).
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V. 4%

FAAFEANY 42U E walr] 9 HEAYA Rdd ATs )
Yol@ dee gew 2o,

1.
MU RAA e Ao) ohlg AddF AN olEso] §UHE B
Bs sbAn ok 53, 8 Al melsA) 249 dFe v oy A9
e HHeR BEY £ UUD, 2FY olFe) 4 TA 40| gahyq Yze o

5 o]FojAx Yot #ed 5 gl

olft
ok

At el gell A Al st Cochlodinium Polycrikoides 2| v 2234 o)

2. Droop4& aiefsto], AlZ W59 cell quotas X3t AEZTHaE Y44
AlEE el & A}, dUdE el duFHoE W FGAE ydae 2oz
A% FAFAANNE & #3E °]F°] W= modellingo] 753t detl, Cochlodinium
Polycrikoides £ Ul o8 dgdpFEo] & Ro)ME bloomE deod 4 gdch
o]Ao] elpldhi= A2 AR EAA Hoh vie FYAAME HSo] ed TF4
A ool #3e H3E 4 o, gz Hzuge deve 2 A FAdE AR

8l Cochlodinium Polycrikoideso] &l BT} @ ARE HEY
T Aok, 873 FolMe] Age el Boh AFsA A2 &+ S Aejoh

3. BG-AE dee S|¥om AYH oo SHoz YARGE Zaga
o]FEte] AAgo] 2 MAYelx EFetw, A Fggart 1 Hu glen, AE
SHIEY AQ 7L5A(GP)ol EolAlm QlolA, 2ol dekde] o] &%Ro] H Fo
JfIvjaE HzE AUY 54 AAD e 3ol
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Appendix

Appendix 1 The results of seawater analysis at sampling stations in study area

2 Jul., 2002

St No Level Temp, Sal. DO pH SD NHN NON NO-N POP Chla POC DOC

T mg/L m M oM oM M pg/L wl/m nel/m

1 S5 1992 3272 847 784 5.0 0500 0643 1175 0355 15 - -
M 1933 3281 - - - - - - - - - -

B 1913 3286 828 750 - 0929 0643 2032 0452 0.73 - -

| 252251 3230721 790 5.75"”7”0.500 0214 0725 0290 5.46 - -
M 209 3278 - 782 - - - - - - - -
B 2023 3280 519 776 - 0929 0571 0814 0806 19 - -

""" 3 S 21160242 849 782 40 0714 078 2468 0935 23 - -
M 1929 3276 - 797 - - - - - - -
B 1879 3283 843 798 - 1214 0857 2043 1129 156 - -

4 S 20503129 893 808 60 078 078 179 04t 061 - -
M 1997 3265 - 806 - - - - - - - -

B 1931 3268 820 8.05 - 0571 0286 0086 0323 0.86 - -
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Appendix 2 The results of seawater analysis at sampling stations in study area

29 Jul.,, 2002

St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH SD NHeN NON NO-N PO P Chla POC DOC

T mg/L m M M M M g/l wl/w wC/o

1 S 2369 3187 - - 60 115 031 112 033 0539 6306 8870.0
M 2180 3216 - - 071 023 045 050 0539 487.2 4087.0

B 2125 3233 - - 097 022 035 039 0958 4581 7276.0

777777 25 24.80 3170 - 40 0.99 025 0.37 V(V)A:‘oo 0.116 4732 3884.0
M 2199 3213 - - 062 032 093 027 0247 2903 73400

B 2158 3221 - - 120 033 135 033 0601 4487 3689.0
s m s . . 40 22 02 123 077 059 6252 60200
M 2095 319 - - 121 025 078 006 1.889 481.8 41920

B 2014 3219 - - 145 031 043 057 1560 4843 53380

i s mos s - . 70 088 02 059 001 0291 3200 51730
M 2210 3183 - - 158 024 042 117 0386 3741 39000

B 2127 3195 - - 095 026 026 021 0577 3894 27360

s s mm oz . . 70 110 025 045 046 0546 4210 39910
M 2155 32.06 - - 039 024 034 036 1.412 3455 4810.0

B 2087 3238 - - 083 023 036 026 1389 3564 32520

6 S 2466 3166 - o é 0 050 0.30" 1.01 '-‘(.3-229 0444 4472 2964.07
M 2095 3175 - - 080 025 079 082 1.003 4552 43380

B 2014 3207 - - 189 024 080 0.67 1.008 419.9 27620
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Appendix 3 The results of seawater analysis at sampling stations

31 Jul., 2002

in study area

St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH SD  NHN NON NOsN PP Chla POC DOC
T meg/L m M M oM oM pg/L ol/m nl/m

1 S 258 319 627 - 60 238 028 173 026 0383 1886.8 2346.0
M 236 323 471 - 066 024 082 017 0055 4645 4490

B 228 324 41 - 110 034 023 021 0709 453.7 37810

) S 266 A7 629 - 45 143 025 043 032 0210 5124 8610
M 226 322 49 - 066 033 1.00 179 0403 4216 51450

B 225 322 414 - 056 033 124 039 0.646 459.0 59610

s 5 219 08 72 - 30 061 02 061 035 1255 8234 B0
M 222 32 623 - 046 029 105 081 2384 5689 284800

B 211 322 519 - 116 030 072 071 1964 521.7 45580
s M9 38 667 - 100 061 02 041 071 0085 3963 910
M 238 319 681 - 071 024 037 063 0081 5143 70940

B 228 3200 717 - 032 023 029 004 0150 463.2 26240
5§ 249 380 689 - 100 15 025 058 019 0135 4999 15400
M 237 3208 6.77 - 072 024 025 061 0301 5150 30050

B 225 3233 632 - 1.82 024 038 029 0472 554.6 239900

""" 6 s 256 M8 669 - 100 057 029 109 000 0128 SB3 W0
M 227 3190 693 - 226 022 024 083 0048 3354 53980

B 236 321 637 - 1.03 025 039 033 0719 3749 33770
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Appendix 4 The results of seawater analysis at sampling stations in study area

2 Aug., 2002

St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH SD NHN NON NOWN POP Chla POC DOC

T meg/ L m M M M M pg/L wl/m nl/m

1 S 2491 31.89 703 804 70 147 015 068 0627 1104 504.0 206400
M 2188 3236 753 799 1.58 014 031 0.000 1.168 370.9 20700.0

B 2074 3238 630 790 159 021 048 0469 1349 407.1 7870.0

2 S 271368 70 799 30 273 018 06 0120 0510 367 700
M 2207 3223 6.60 783 089 018 0.67 1213 0201 2885 85880
B 2160 3221 909 785 1.98 017 064 0837 1.538 3205 26300
3 s 2263077 792 8 60 149 034 070 0271 0102 6269 900

M 21.28 3198 772 792 1.01 020 047 0.000 0.929 1156.7 3229.0

B 2089 3223 768 7.89 1.05 021 068 0528 0947 6500 35880

4 S 2433 3178 715 807 90 1.08 016 054 0.000 0050 550.7 33160.0

M 2255 3190 746 8.05 030 015 073 0337 0330 4803 277500
B 2078 3205 8.00 8.04 089 015 0.63 0.001 0243 416.3 42470.0

5 S 2469 3182 715 807 110 166 018 058 0284 1475 524.1 3855.0

M 2165 3210 726 8.01 107 018 088 0640 0613 614.1 126200

B 2080 3228 752 603 0.83 018 057 039 1.445 580.6 190500

6 S 2439 3175 762 805 80 084 023 192 1957 0458 439.3 837300

M 2222 3205 847 897 1.22 021 075 0.758 0353 530.7 11170.0

B 2079 3209 861 8.06 1.09 022 038 0107 0.189 556.9 39490
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Appendix 5 The results of seawater analysis at sampling stations

m study area

3 Aug., 2002
St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH  SD NH:N NO-N NOWN POP Chia POC DOC
C mg/L m oM oM M M pg/L agC/m neC/m
1 S 2556 31.77 709 800 90 0v2 024 050 015 0719 2821 481900
M 2246 3222 765 795 036 022 055 004 0105 451.9 87160
B 2085 3243 683 782 140 021 033 079 0811 5014 543300
é 77777777777 S 2657 31.70 6.86 777777 7 96 90 >>>>>>>> 0 59 ------ 020 056 034 0346 4754 405(1)0
M 2173 3231 675 774 029 021 056 036 0519 451.6 42180
B 2161 3233 639 779 042 022 053 049 0.617 3699 166400
55 2529 364 750 806 65 101 019 052 000 0166 4467 2100
M 2134 3201 730 8.00 054 021 030 049 0593 4335 293600
B 2112 3225 750 794 039 026 039 093 0488 4978 235700
4 S 25183172 699 804 100 095 023 019 088“‘““0-..616 4479449500
M 2191 3189 743 802 114 022 023 0.67 0182 3681 45130
B 2033 3217 789 797 033 021 022 090 0210 368.0 490
5 S 25203184 6.96 804 80 134 021 014 (14 0032 3040 47627(7]"‘
M 2136 3214 699 797 0.60 022 010 018 0.001 3385 387200
B 1990 3246 744 796 022 021 015 250 0.001 3392 9(1}40
6 ------------ 82466 3178 719 803 70 046 024 ”O>06” 0’71 0.731 501.8 147100
M 2263 31883 746 799 056 024 041 053 0305 3664 4070
B 1964 3248 541 7.79 081 021 582 080 0471 368.1 176700
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Appendix 6 The tesults of seawater analysis at sampling stations in study area

4 Aug., 2002

St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH SD NHeN NON NO:N POsP Chla POC DOC

T mg/L m M M oM M pg/L mC/m wl/n

1 S 2639 3168 727 798 80 120 023 104 09 0101 3633 225000

M 2208 3230 802 790 0.89 023 027 143 0403 343.0 153900

2 S 2612 3207 730 793 70 074 024 036 035 0207 4041 331800

M 21.80 3238 542 7.66 052 022 013 091 0376 3100 58250
B 2152 3236 626 7.69 092 025 031 121 0841 3753 154100

3 § 2502 3148 760 800 45 062 023 021 019 018 5703 321500
M 2155 3211 772 797 065 023 058 016 0457 4394 366000

B 2094 3231 1248 796 071 024 034 067 2513 477.0 283900

4 S 2523 31.74 704 806 100 067 022 037 017 0235 3685 6680

M 2234 3202 763 803 1.71 022 122 243 0099 5827 52970
B 19.83 3248 691 793 097 022 049 076 0465 4564 4M1L0

5 S 2444 3114 791 806 120 029 024 267 040 0.069 4573 358100

M 2204 3217 712 802 038 022 422 000 0742 4756 67150

B 1918 3277 594 792 066 022 265 010 0254 5481 55870

6 S 2485 3178 69 806 11.0 084 027 077 084 0106 2603 111950
M 2200 3209 758 802 035 025 026 042 0231 2962 76365

B 1991 3255 587 787 045 027 028 012 0.146 3261 15890
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Appendix 7 The results of seawater analysis at sampling stations in study area

5 Aug., 2002

St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH SD NH:N NO-N NO:N PQ:P Chla POC DOC

T mg/L m M M M M ope/L nl/mw ol

1 S 25.08 31.82 665 7.99 80 071 025 104 032 0540 5209 441700

M 2243 3236 624 7.89 027 020 022 023 1128 5085 683450

B 2136 3233 572 785 082 023 098 (59 0388 3845 685650

2 S 2473 3163 688 798 55 110 022 021 036 0520 5458 46465
M 2274 3219 545 7381 144 025 020 034 0993 5823 233300
B 2196 3226 483 774 042 024 008 061 2536 4320 69300
35 2163 et 674 798 40 05 023 036 010 073 5102 480
M 2145 3216 680 797 041 024 078 015 2501 594.0 83565

B 2106 3221 673 795 083 023 035 017 1.263 4765 126800

4 S 2559 3168 686 805 110 031 025 043 000 0094 4267 52335
M 2249 3202 720 8.02 060 022 032 028 0472 3769 24585

B 2030 3228 738 7.99 076 027 043 018 0387 4127 145200

5 S 2525 3179 685 804 100 107 022 157 027 0095 2957 #6700

M 2250 3225 695 7.99 062 025 016 026 0377 4417 213150

B 1953 3267 562 785 200 021 030 012 0911 2983 86725

6 S 2479 3183 801 811 70 140 021 048 018 6295 37905 71270

M 2171 3205 737 8.00 139 020 022 000 0584 4856 18760

B 1934 3254 452 776 195 024 020 138 2179 602.2 469400
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Appendix 8 The results of seawater

14 Aug., 2002

analysis at sampling stations

in study area

St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH SD  NH-N NON NON PO;P Chla POC  DOC
T meg/L m M oM M pM pg/L ml/m el
1 S 7175 2853 7.75 805 40 718 069 1139 034 2800 14683 -
M 2136 3048 691 791 481 083 978 049 520 4285 -
B 2074 3194 652 7.79 393 092 860 035 1780 4465 -
U s 0 3012 e85 795 25 068 085 604 055 132 4686 -
M 2194 3150 566 790 294 132 485 092 586 3895 -
B 2148 3180 6.01 790 454 133 537 063 600 2898 -
e m0 w79 esr 800 30 431 145 948 083 60 365 -
M 2167 3137 587 798 117 125 535 097 480 3519 -
B 2071 3220 566 793 185 156 513 113 830 3422 -
+ s 206 w19 795 BT 40 569 068 577 0% 19 1BI -
M 2210 3126 728 B8.06 320 074 251 046 560 3705 -
B 2024 3214 793 802 332 074 222 052 450 3548 -
s 5 2150 286 716 S07 60 606 089 1668 073 680 551 -
M 2176 2896 7.14 8.07 354 086 1480 1.00 4.80 2404 -
B 1974 3237 724 801 474 083 1504 080 480 2554 -
6 g 227 M8 695 801 30 510 164 1123 097 920 6403 -
M 2200 3043 661 8.04 052 135 627 077 440 2950 -
B 2072 3195 6.64 8.00 306 129 541 08 410 2997 -
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Appendix 9 The results of seawater analysis at sampling stations in study area

28 Aug., 2002

St. No Level Temp. Sal. DO pH  SD NH:N NO-N NOsN IOsP (hla POC  DOC

T mg/ L m M M M M opg/Loellw nC/n
o S 2615 2864 814 810 25 572 212 488 035 960 8333 -
M 2324 2977 630 7.88 496 149 378 068 380 4929 -
B 2143 3127 848 7.71 366 161 349 044 430 4910 -

2 525512823799 s11 33 3.19W 114 360 034 1040 7757 ----------- o
M 2304 3014 620 7.96 786 154 230 067 420 4202 -

B 2297 3031 761 8.00 648 155 202 091 1050 4522 -

3 S 2615 2847 747 807 42 426 193 336 075 480 4986 -

M 2336 2970 721 8.02 386 198 242 087 360 5065 -

B 1901 3240 558 7.77 199 069 028 065 3.60 3502.0 -

5 S 2505 2932 1060 830 1.0 243 092 007 038 18.00 6399 -
M 2281 3082 660 796 359 077 027 038 370 11933 -

B 1782 3289 558 775 072 1.03 182 069 320 4040 -

6 S 2561 2875 889 817 50 314 127 219 087 530 5647 -

M 2437 3047 923 819 139 09 057 065 400 4719 -

B 2007 3220 504 774 257 079 022 075 350 4390 -
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Appendix 10 The results of phytoplankton cell counting at sampling stations in

study area

St 1 St 2 St 3
Species cells/mL Species cells/mL Species cells/mL
02-Jul Chaetoceros spp. 7 Chaetoceros spp. 68 Asterionella sp. 1
Skeletonema costatum 4 Nitzchia sp. Chaetoceros  spp. 13
Ceratiun furca 2 Thalassiosira sp. 4 Eucarnpia zodiacus 2
Distephanus sp. 2 Ceratium furca 2
Prorocentrum micans 2 Prorocentrum triestinum 2
29-Jul Chuaetoceros  affine 2 Chactoceros compressum 2 Chaetoceros affine 4
Ch. compressum 7 Ch. distans 5 Ch. didymus g
Ch. distans 7 Ch. spp. 99 Ch. distans 2
Ch. spp. 86 Ch. lorenziatius 8 Ch. spp. 250
Fragilaria spp. 2 Leptocylindrus danicus 5 Ch. lorenzianus 2
Rhzosolenia fragilissima 2 Nitzchia spp. 4 Guinardia floccida 1
Rb spp. 2 Rh. setigera 2 Leptocylindrus danicus 6
Ih_alassuvm.ema 6 Skeletonenm costatum 134 Nitzchia spp. 7
nitzschioides
Thalassiothrix Thalassionema )
. .. 10 5 .
frauenfeldii 2 mitzschioides Pleurosigma spp 2
Alexandrium s 1 Thalassiothrix 20 Skeletonema costatum 98
‘ T PP fravenfeldii ¢
L . Thalassionema
Gymnodinium spp. 2 Ceratium furce 2 witzschioides 10
Thalassiothrix
- . ; 4
Prorecentrum micans 2 Ceratium fusus 2 Frauenfeldi
Proro. spp. 1 Ditylum brighteellii 10 Alexandrium spp. 1
Distaphanus speculum 2 Distaphanus speculum 1
Prorocentrum minimum 2 Gyrodintum spp. 1
Gonyaulax spp. 1
31-Tul Bacteriastrum spp. 1 Ch. paradoxuin 2 Ch. spp. 4
Ch. compressum 7 Ch. spp. 28 Eutreptiella gymnastica 2
Ch. spp. &} Coscinodiscus spp. 1 Navicula spp. 2
Thalassionema
laria spp. tocylindrus spp. 3 o 4
Fragilaria spp 1 Leptocy spp nitzschioides
Guinardia floccida 1 Nitzchia spp. 9
WFIHSSI?H.EHM 2 Rhizosolenia indica 1
nitzschioides
Thalassiosira rotula i Rh. setigera 1
Malusszoth?x 2 Skeletonema costatum 66
frauenfeldii
Thalassionema
Gonyaulax spp. 1 nitzschioides 8
Thalassiothrix 2
fravenfeldit
Ceratium furca
Ditylum brightwellii 1
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Appendix 11 The results of phytoplankton cell counting at sampling stations in

study area

5t 1 St 2 St. 3
Species cells/mL Species cells/mL Species cells/mL
02-Aug Ch. didymus 3 Ch. spp. 6 Ch. spp. 84
Ch. lorenzianus 2 Coscinodiscus spp. 1 Guinardia floccida 1
Ch. spp. 66 Leptocylindrus spp. 2 Nitzchia spp. 4
Thalassiothrix . .
3 Rh. storterforthii 1 Rh. storterforthii 2
frauenfeldit
Ceratium fripos 1 Skeletonema costatum 27 Skeletonema costatum 147
Thalassiothrix Thalassionema
Gymmnodinium spp. 1 1 11
fravenfeldii nttzschioides
Thalassiothrix
Prorocentrum triestinum 1 Cerativm furca 1 12
frauenfeldii
Ditylum brightwellii 1 Ceralium furca 2
Giypmnodinium spp. 1 Ceratium fripos 1
Prorocentrum triestinum 1 Gymmnodinium spp. 3
Scrippsiella trochoiden 1 1
03-Aug Ch. spp 54 Chaetoceros affine Ch. spp. 155
Guinardia floccida 2 Bacteriastrum spp. 1 Guinardia floccida 3
Leptocylindrus danicus 5 Ch. spp. 122 Nitzchia spp. 43
Skeletonema costatum 21 Licmophora sp. 1 Rh. setigera 1
Thalassionema
6 Nitzchia spp. 2 Rh. storterforthii 3
nitzschioides
Gymmnodinium spp. 2 Skeletonema costatum 14 Skeletvnema costatum 70
Thalassionema 6 Thalassiothrix 10
nitzschioides frauenfeldii
Ceratium_ tripos 1 Distaphanus speculum 1
Heterocapsa triestium 1
__________________ Gymnodinium spp. 2
04-Aug Chaetoceros spp. 67 Chaetoceros spp. 172 Bacteriastrum spp. 1
Guinardie floccida 5 Guinardia floccida 1 Ch. spp. 2
Thalassiothrix
Leptocylindrus danicus 2 2 Cylindotheca closterium 1
frauenfeldit
Nitzchia spp. Skeletonema costatum 305
Skeletonema costatum 6 Thalassiosira rofula 2
Thalassiothrix
. 3 Ceratium fusus 1
frauenteldii
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Appendix 12 The results of phytoplankton cell counting at sampling stations in

study area

St 1 St 2 St. 3
Species cells/mL Species cells/mL Species cells/mL
05-Aug Ch. didyntus 1 Ch. spp. 115 Ch. spp. 14
Ch. spp. 56 Guinardia floccida 1 Leptocylindrus danicus 8
Cylindotheca closterium 1 Leptocylindrus spp. 7 Skeletonema costatum 12
L find 5 Nitach p Thalassiothrix
eptocylindrus spp. itzchia spp. 1
gl pp PP fravenfeldii
Nitzchia spp. 2 Skeletonema costatum 14 Alexandrium spp. 1
Thalassiothrix Thalassiothrix
6 11 Ceratium tripos 1
frauenfeldii frauenfeld:i
Ceratiunt fusus 1 Ceratium  fusus 1
Proro. spp. 3 Conyaulax spp. 1
Proro. triestinum 12
Protoperidium bipes 1
14-Aug Rh. fragilissima 4 Ch. danicum 2 Cerataulina spp. 1
Skeletonema costatum 14 Nitzchia spp. 2 Leptocylindrus spp. 2
Alexandrium spp. 3 Skeletonema costatum 14 Nitzchia spp. 3
Thalassionema
Ceratium furca 1 2 Skeletonema costatum 14
nitzschioides
Cochleditiunt
296 Thalassiosira decipiens 1 Thalassiosira rotula 1
polykrikoides
Thalassiothrix Thalassiothrix
Distaphanus speculum 2 17 3
frauenfeldii Frauenfeldii
Dinophysis fortii 1 Alexandrium spp. 2 Alexandrium spp. 2
Cochlodinium
Gymnodinivm spp. 3 53 Distaphanus speculum 4
polykrikoides
Dinophysis forti 1
) ) Gymnodinium spp. r
29-Aug Ch. danicum 1 Ch. spp. 11 Ch. spp- 1
Ch. spp. 17 Cylindotheca closterium 1 Nitzchia spp. 2
Coscinodiscus spp. 1 Eucampia zodiacus 1 ‘Thalassiosira decipiens 1
‘ Cochlodinium
Cylindotheca closteritm 1 Leptocylindrus spp. 3 10
polykrikoides
Leptocylindrus spp. 2 Navicula spp. 1 Scrippsiella trochoiden 1
Nevicula spp. 1 Nitzchia spp. 6
Nitzchia spp. 21 Rh. fragilissima 3
Rh. fragilissima 1 Thalassiosira decipiens 9
Cochlodinium
Thalassiosira decipiens 3 25
polykrikoides
Cochlodinium
16 Noctilica scintillans 1
polykrikoides
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Appendix 13 The results of phytoplankton cell counting at sampling stations in

study area
St 4 St 5 St 6
Species cells/mL Species cells/mL Species cells /mL
02-Jul Asterionella sp. 2
Chaetoceros spp. 162
Ditylum sp. 3
Eucampia zodiacus 2
Nitzchia sp. 5
Rhizosolenia sp. 2
Skeletonema costatum 20
Thalassmsxra sp. 3
29Jul Chaetoceros affine 2 Chactoceros affine 5 Chacloceros affive 3
Ch. spp. 24 Ch. spp. 15 Ch. danicum 5
Coscinodiscus spp. 1 Nitzchia spp. 2 Ch. distans 6
Fragilaria spp. 1 T;}f;ﬂté%sé oS 4 Ch. spp. 33
Guinardia floccida 2 Thalassiothrix fraunenfeldsi 4 Leptocylindrus spp. 7
Nitzchia spp. 4 Akashiwo sanguinea 1 Skeletonerna costatum 37
Rhizosolenia indica 1 Gymnodinium spp. 2 'IZI”IZ%SC e 2
Rh. setigera 2 Gonyaulax spp. 1 Thalassiothrix frauenfeldii 3
Skeletonema costatum 42 Katodinium glancum 3 Ditylum brightwellii 2
%‘flzassc gnania 4 Scrippsiella trochoiden 1 -
Thalassiothrix fravenfeldii 16
Ceratium fusus 1
Dictyacha filula 2
Gymnodinium spp. 1
Gonyaulax spp. 2
Katodinium glawcum 2
Prorecenttrum micans 1
Protoperidium spp. 1
Scrippsiella trochoidea 4
C31Gul Ch didymus 2 Ch spp. 2 Ch distans 5
Ch. spp. 31 Thalassiongma 1 Ditylum brightwelli 1
Nitzchia spp. 10 Ceratium furca Katodinium glaucum 1
Skeletonema costatum 38 Gymnodinium spp. 2 Proro. riestinum 1
Thlasgionema 7 Gonyaulax spp. 2 Serippsiella trochoidea 2
Thalassiothrix frauenfeldii 2 Proro. friestinum 6
Ceratium furca 1 Scrippsiella frochoidea 2
Prorocentrum minimum 1
Proro. triestinum 2
Scrippsiella trochoidea 2
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Appendix 14 The results of phytoplankton cell counting at sampling stations in

study area

St. 4 St. 5 St 6
Species cells/mL Species cells/mL Species cells/mL
02-Aug Ch. spp. 2 Ch. didymus 2 Leptocylindrus spp. 2
Navicula spp. 2 Ch. spp. 51 Nifzchia spp. 4
Thalassionema .
nitzschivides 1 Alexandrium spp. 1 Rh.spp. 1
. . . Thalassiothri
Cergtivn fusus 1 Ceratium lripos 1 ﬁf;:z:;e; d;;x 3
Dictyocha filula 1 Prorecentrum dentatum 1 Dictyocha filula 1
Katodinium glaucum 1 Protoperidium spp. 1 Distaphanus speculym 1
Proro. spp. 1 Prorocentrum spp. 6
1
03-Aug Nitzchia spp. 2 Chaetoceros affine Ch. spp 21
Cochlodinium
. spp. cyli : i
polykrikoides 8 Ch. spp 5 ylindotheca closterium 1
Noctilica scintillans 1 Leptocylindrus danicus 4 Leptocylindrus spp. 5
Navicula spp. 1 Skeletonema costatum 7
Skeletonterna costatum 4 Thalassiosira decipiens 2
Thalassiothrix ;
Frauenfeldii 1 Ceratiumn fusus 1
Cochlodinium
Cerati. o , 10
eratium furca 1 polykrikoides
o ) Proro. spp. 2 Scrippsiella trochoidea 1
04-Aug Chaetoceros spp. 38 Chaetoceros spp. 65 Chaetoceros didymus 14
Skeletonema costatum 14 Guinardia floccida 2 Ch. spp. 338
Thalassiosira decipiens 1 Leptocylindrus danicus 5 Eucampia zodiacus 1
Thalassionena . . .
hi . T,
witzschioides 2 Nitzchia spp 8 Guinardia floccida 1
Rh. fragilissima 2 Leptocylindrus spp. 15
Rh. setigera 1 Nitzchia spp. 10
Skeletonema costatum 24 Skeletonema costatum 159
Thalassivsira decipiens 1 T;‘j:j:;ﬂ:x 10
Thalassionema )
taph I
witzschioides 2 Distgphanus speculum 1
Noctilica scintillans 1 Gymnodinium spp. 1
Katodinium glaucum 1
Proloperidium bipes 2
Scrippsielia trochoidea 1
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Appendix 15 The results of phytoplankton cell counting at sampling stations in

study area

St. 4 St 5 St. 6
Species cells/mL Species cells/ mL Species cells/mL
Cochlodirium
- Ch. . 2 Ch. spp. 6 o
05-Aug SPP Spp polykrikotdes >80
Leptocylindrus spp. 3
Ceratium furca 1
Gymnodinium spp. r
14-Aug Ch. spp 1 Ch. spp 9 Ch. spp 9
Guinardia floccida 2 Nitzchia spp. 3 Rh. setigera 1
Rh. setigera 1 Skeletonema costatum 6 Skeletonerma costatum 8
halassi
Skeletonema costatum 9 Alexandrium spp. 4 Tz-alassu.m.ema 1
nitzschioides
Thalassionema
1 3 g f SpPp. 2
nitzschivides 1 Ceratium fusus Alexandrium spp 0
Alexandrium spp. 6 Distaphanus speculun: 1 Ceratium fripos 1
Ceratiumt furca 1 Katodinium glaucum 1
Ceratium fusus 1
Ceratium tripos 2
Cochlodinium
polykrikoides 3200
Distaphanus speculum 2
29-Aug Ch. spp. Ch. spp. 8 Ch. spp 8
Nitzchia spp. 19 Skeletonema costatum 5 Nitzchia spp. 9
Rhizosolenia indica 1 Thalassiosira decipiens 1 Rh. setigera 1
Rh. setigera 5 Ceratium tripos 2 Skeletonema costatum 10
, Cochlodinium . .
Ceratium furca 1 polykrikoides 396 Thalassiosira decipiens 1
Cochlodinium Thalassiothrix
L Dinophysi. ti 1 e 5
polykrikoides 142 inophysis forti frauenfeldii
Noetilica scintillans 9 Noctilica scinfillans 1
Scrippsiella trochoidea 2
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Appendix 16 The boundary condition of ecosystem model for each
compartments(Level=1)

BD r SON 5QP Z "oC DOC POP  NHy-N NO-N  NOs;-N DO coD

wgC/ ' mC/m mC/m wC/m' UM M LM M mg/L mg/L
29-Jul 1 14492 63 129 500.0 6252 6020 0.77 222 0.27 1.23 727 1
1449.2 63 129 S00.0 625.2 6020 077 222 027 1.23 7.27 1
30-Jul 14492 6.3 12.9 S00.0 5252 6020 0.77 222 0.27 1.23 7.27 1
1449.2 63 1249 5000 625.2 6020 077 222 0.27 1.23 7.27 1
31-Jul 3066.9 6.3 128 500.0 8234 55470 (.35 Q.64 0.23 0.61 7.27 1
3066.9 63 12.9 500.0 823.4 55470 0.35 (.64 023 0.61 7.27 1
1-Aug 2493 63 12.9 500.0 626.9 9410 0.271 149 0.24 0.7 792 1
2493 6.3 129 500.0 6269 9410 0.271 149 0.24 0.7 7.92 1
2-Aug 249.3 6.3 129 500.0 6269 9410 0.271 149 024 0.7 7.92 1
2493 6.3 12.9 500.0 626.9 410 0.271 149 024 0.7 7.92 1
3-Aug, 405.7 5.0 80 2000 446.7 21130 Q.01 1.01 019 0.52 75 1
405.7 5.0 80 500.0 446.7 21130 0.01 101 .19 0.52 75 1
4-Aug 454.5 3.2 6.5 500.0 570.3 32150 0.19 0.62 0.23 0.21 76 1
4545 3.2 65 500.0 570.3 32150 019 062 023 0.21 76 1
5-Aug 17913 32 6.5 50090 510.2 48535 01 0.56 (.23 0.26 6.74 1
17913 32 65 500.0 510.2 48535 01 036 023 0.26 6.74 1
29-[ul 2 14492 6.3 129 500.0 6252 6020 0.77 222 027 1.23 7.27 1
14492 63 12.9 500.0 £25.2 6020 0.77 222 027 1.23 7.27 1
30-Jul 1449.2 63 129 500.0 625.2 6020 0.77 222 027 1.23 7.27 1
1449.2 63 129 5(0.0 6252 6020 0.77 22 0.27 1.23 7.27 1
31-Jul 3669 63 12.9 500.0 8234 55470 035 0.64 0.23 0.61 727 1
3066.9 6.3 129 500.0 8234 55470 0.35 0.64 0.23 0.61 727 1
1-Aug 249.3 6.3 129 500.0 626.9 9410 027N 149 0.4 0.7 7.92 1
2493 6.3 12.9 5000 7269 9410 0.271 1.49 0.24 07 792 i
2-Aug 2493 6.3 12.9 500.0 6269 9410 0.271 149 0,24 0.7 792 1
2493 6.3 129 500.0 6269 9410 0271 149 0.24 07 7.92 1
3-Aug 405.7 5.0 80 5006.0 446.7 21130 0.01 1.0 0.19 0.52 75 1
405.7 50 8.0 500.0 146.7 21130 Q.01 1.01 019 0.52 7.5 1
4-Aug 454 5 3.2 6.5 500.0 5703 32150 .19 062 023 021 7.6 1
454.5 3.2 6.5 500.0 570.3 32150 0192 0.62 023 0.21 7.6 1
5-Aug 17913 3.2 6.5 500.0 510.2 48535 0.1 0.56 .23 0.26 6,74 1
17913 32 b5 500.0 510.2 48535 01 0.56 23 026 6.74 1
29-Jul 3 1085.0 6.3 12.9 500.0 447.2 2964 0.29 0.5 0.3 1.01 6.69 1
1085.0 6.2 129 500.0 4472 2964 0.29 Q.5 03 1.01 6.69 T
30-Jul 3128 6.3 129 500.0 558.3 20930 0.01 057 .29 1.09 6.69 1
3128 6.3 129 500.0 558.3 20930 0.01 057 0.29 1.09 6.69 1
31-jul 3128 6.3 2.9 500.0 538.3 20930 0.0 0.57 029 1.09 6.69 1
3128 63 12.9 500.0 558.3 20930 0.01 057 0.29 1.9 6.69 1
T-Aug 3128 63 12.9 500.0 5583 20930 0.01 057 1.29 1.09 6.69 1
Ji28 6.3 129 500.0 558.3 20930 0.01 Q57 0.29 1.0 6.69 1
2-Aug 11193 6.3 129 500.0 4393 83730 1.957 084 0.23 192 7.62 1
11193 6.3 129 500.0 4393 B3730 1.957 0.84 0.23 192 7.62 1
3-Aug 17864 5.0 8.0 500.0 501.8 14710 .71 046 0.24 0.06 719 1
17864 50 80 5000 S018 14710 071 046 0.4 006 719 1
4-Aug 259.0 3.2 6.5 500.0 260.3 11195 0.04 0.84 0.27 0.77 6.96 1
2590 3.2 65 500.0 260.3 11155 0.04 0.84 0.27 0.77 6.96 1
5-Aug 152383%.0 32 6.5 5000 37905 7127 018 14 0.2t 048 §.01 1
1538%.0 32 6.5 500.0 3790.5 7127 018 14 0.21 048 8.01 1
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Appendix 16 The boundary condition of ecosystem model for each
compartments(Level=1 continued)
BD P SQN  SQP z POC  DOC POP NHyN NO-N NOsN DO  <COD
ngC/ m weC/ . mC/m meC/m M M M M ms/L me/L

29-)ul 4 13343 6.3 129 500.0 421 3991 046 11 0.25 0.45 6.89 1
13343 6.3 129 500.0 4 3991 0.46 11 0.25 045 6.89 1

30-Jul 3299 6.3 129 5000 4999 15840 019 1.53 025 0.58 6.89 1
x99 6.3 129 500.0 499.9 15840 0.19 153 025 0.38 6.89 1

31-Jul 3299 6.3 12.9 500.0 499.9 15840 019 1.53 0.25 .58 6,89 1
3299 63 12.9 500.0 $99.9 15840 0.19 153 0.25 }.58 6.89 1

1-Aug 3299 6.3 12.9 500.0 4999 15840 0.1 1.53 25 0.58 6.89 1
3299 6.3 12.9 500.0 4999 15840 0.19 1.53 0.25 0.58 6.89 1

2-Aug 3I6M .6 6.3 129 500.0 524.1 3855 0.284 1.66 018 0.58 7.15 1
3604.6 63 129 500.0 5241 3895 0.284 1.66 0.18 (.58 7.15 1

3-Aug 78.2 54 8.0 5000 3 4762 014 1.34 0.21 0.14 6.96 1
78.2 5.0 8.0 5000 304 4762 .14 134 0.21 0.14 696 1

4-Aug 168.6 3.2 6.5 500.0 4873 35810 04 0.29 0.24 2.67 791 1
168.6 32 8.5 500.0 4573 35810 0.4 0.29 0.24 2.67 7.91 1

3-Aug 2322 3.2 6.5 5000 2958.7 44670 0.27 1.07 022 1.57 6.85 1
2322 3.2 6.5 500.0 2957 44670 0.27 1.07 10.22 1.57 6.85 1

29-Jul 5 1317.2 63 129 5000 630.6 8870 0.33 115 031 112 627 1
13172 6.3 12.9 500.0 630.6 8870 033 1.15 031 1.12 6.27 1

30-Jul 13172 63 129 5000 1886.8 2346 0.26 238 028 1.73 6.27 1
13172 63 129 5000 1886.8 2346 0.26 2.38 028 1.73 6.27 ]

3-)ul 936.0 63 12.9 500.0 1886.8 2346 0.26 238 028 1.73 827 1
936.0 63 125 500.0 1886.8 2346 026 238 0.28 173 6.27 1

1-Aug 936.0 63 129 500.0 1886.8 2346 0.26 2.38 028 173 8,27 1
934.0 63 129 300.0 1886.8 2346 0.26 2.38 028 1.73 6.27 1

2-Aug 26979 6.3 129 500.0 504 20640 0.627 147 {15 0.68 7.03 1
26979 63 129 5000 504 20640 0.627 147 015 0.68 7.03 1

3-Aug 464 3 5.0 80 500.0 282.1 48190 0.15 072 0 05 7.09 1
164.3 50 8.0 500.0 2821 48190 015 072 024 05 7.09 1

4-Aug 246.8 3.2 65 500.0 3633 22500 194 12 0.23 1.04 7.27 1
2468 3.2 6.5 5000 363.3 22500 0.94 12 023 104 7.27 1

5-Aug 13146 3.2 65 500.0 520.9 44170 032 071 025 1.4 6.65 1
13196 32 6.5 500.0 5209 44170 32 0.71 0.25 1.04 6.65 T
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Appendix 17 The boundary condition of ecosystem model for each
compartments(Level=2)
BD T SQN  SQF Z  POC DOC  POf NH4 NO2 NO3 DO <COD
wC/m mgC/m mgC/m G/ UM uM aM M m/L
29-Jul 1 46163 6.3 129 500.0 481.8 4192 0.06 1.21 025 0.78 623 1
46163 63 12.9 500.0 481.8 4192 0.06 12 4.25 0.78 6.23 1
30-)ul 70601 6.3 129 500.0 4818 4192 0.0 121 0.25 0.78 623 1
7060.1 63 129 500.0 481.8 4192 0.06 1.21 025 078 623 1
31-Jul 58260 6.3 129 500.0 568.9 28480 0.81 046 0.25 1.05 6.23 1
5826.0 6.3 129 500.0 568.9 28480 0.81 0.46 129 1.05 6.23 1
1-Aug 8269.8 6.3 12.9 5000 568.9 28480 081 046 029 1.05 772 1
8269.8 6.3 129 500.0 5689 28480 .81 046 029 1.05 772 1
2-Aug 22703 63 129 5000 1156.7 3229 0.01 1.01 0.2 0.47 77 1
22703 6.3 129 5000 1156.7 3229 0.0 1.0 0.2 1.47 772 1
3-Aug 14492 50 8.0 500.0 4335 29360 0.49 054 0.21 0.3 7.3 1
1449.2 50 80 500.0 433.5 29360 0.49 0.54 on 03 7.3 1
4-Aug 1116.8 32 6.5 500.0 4394 36600 0.16 0.65 0.23 0.58 7.72 1
1116.8 32 6.5 500.0 4394 36600 0.16 0.65 0.23 0.58 772 1
S-Aug 61119 32 6.5 500.0 594 8356.5 015 041 0.24 0.78 68 1
6111.9 32 6.5 500.0 594 8356.5 0.15 041 0.24 0.78 68 1
29-Jul 2 46163 6.3 129 500.0 481.8 4192 0.06 12 025 0.78 623 1
4616.3 6.3 129 500.0 4818 4192 2.06 121 025 0.78 6.23 1
30-ful 70601 6.3 125 500.0 4818 4192 0.06 121 025 0,78 623 1
70601 6.3 12.9 500.0 481.8 4192 0.06 121 25 078 6.23 1
3t-Juk 5826.0 6.3 129 5000 568.9 28480 0.81 046 029 1.08 623 1
5826.0 6.3 129 5000 568.9 28480 0.81 046 0.29 1.05 623 1
1-Aug 82698 6.3 129 500.0 568.9 28480 081 0.46 029 1.05 7.72 1
82698 63 129 500.0 568.9 28480 0.81 046 0.29 1.05 7.72 1
2-Aug 22703 63 129 500.0 11567 3229 001 10 02 047 7.72 1
22703 6.3 1249 500.0 1156.7 3229 (.01 1.01 02 0.47 772 1
3-Aug 14492 5.0 80 5000 4335 29360 0.49 054 021 03 7.3 1
1445.2 5.0 8.0 500.¢ 433.5 29360 0.49 0.54 .21 03 73 1
4-Aug 11168 3.2 6.5 500.0 439.4 36600 0.16 0.65 0.23 0.58 7.72 1
11168 32 6.5 500.0 4394 36600 016 0.65 .23 058 772 1
5-Aug 61119 32 6.5 500.0 594 8356.5 015 041 0.24 0.78 6.8 1
61119 3.2 6.5 500.0 594 8356.5 015 041 0.24 0.78 6.8 1
29-Jul 3 24511 6.3 129 500.0 455.2 4338 0.82 0.8 .25 0.79 693 1
2451.1 6.3 129 500.0 455.2 4338 0.82 0.8 025 0.79 6.93 1
30-Jul 117.3 63 129 500.0 335.4 5396 0.83 226 0.22 024 6.93 1
1173 6.3 129 500.0 335.4 5398 0.83 2.26 022 024 6.93 1
31-Jud 173 6.3 129 500.0 335.4 5398 0.83 2.26 0.22 0.24 6.93 1
117.3 6.3 129 500.0 335.4 5398 0.83 2.26 0.22 0.22 693 1
1-Aug 1173 6.3 12.9 500.0 3354 3398 0.83 226 0.22 024 6.93 1
117.3 6.3 129 500.0 335.4 5398 0.83 226 022 0.24 6.93 1
2-Aug B62.7 63 129 500.0 5307 11170 0.758 122 0.21 075 847 1
8627 6.3 129 5000 530.7 11170 758 122 0.21 0.75 847 1
3-Aug 7454 5.0 80 500.0 366.4 4076 0.53 0.56 024 041 7.46 1
7454 50 80 500.0 366.4 4076 0.53 0.56 0.24 041 746 1
4-Aug 564.5 32 65 500.0 296.2 76365 042 035 025 026 7.58 1
504.5 32 6.5 500.0 296.2 7636.5 0.42 035 0.25 0.26 7.58 1
3-Aug 1427.2 32 65 500.0 485.6 1878 0.m 1.39 02 022 7.37 1
1427.2 32 65 5000 485.6 1876 0.01 1.39 0.2 0.22 7.37 1
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Appendix 17 The boundary condition of ecosystem model for each

compartments(Level=2 continued)

BD P SON sSQP V4 POC DOC PO4 NH4 NO2 NO3 DO COD

mgC/ ny wgC/m' neC/m' weC/m  uM M uM M mg/L
2ul 4 3506 63 129 5000 3455 4810 0.6 0.39 024 0.34 6.7 1
34506 63 129 5000 3455 4810 036 039 0.24 0.34 677 1
30-Jul 7356 63 2% 5000 515 3005 061 072 0.24 0.25 677 1
7356 63 129 5000 515 3065 0.6t 0.72 0.24 0.25 677 1
31-jul 7356 63 129 5000 515 3005 0.61 0.72 .24 025 6.77 1
735.6 6.3 129 5000 515 o005 06l 0.72 0.24 028 677 1
1-Aug 7356 6.3 129 5000 515 05 06l 072 0.24 0,25 6.77 1
7356 63 128 5000 515 3005 0.61 072 0.2 025 677 1
2Aug 14980 63 129 5000 61 12620 (64 107 018 0.88 7.2 1
14980 63 129 5000 6141 12620 064 107 0.18 0.8 7.26 1
3-Aug 24 50 8.0 5000 3385 38720 018 0.6 022 01 6.99 1
24 50 80 5000 3385 3870 0.8 06 02 a1 6.99 1
1-Aug W33 32 65 5000 4756 6715 001 0.38 .22 122 712 1
18133 32 65 5000 4756 675 0.01 0.38 022 122 712 1
5-Aug 9213 32 65 5000 4417 21315 026 0.62 0.25 0.16 6.95 1
9213 3.2 65 5000 4417 21315 026 062 0.25 0.16 695 1
2Jul 5 13172 63 124 5000 4872 4087 05 071 0.23 045 471 1
1172 63 129 5000 4872 4087 05 071 0.23 0.45 4.71 1
30-Jul 134.4 63 129 5000 4645 4496 D7 0.66 024 0.82 471 1
1344 63 129 5000 4645 449 0.17 066 0.24 082 47 1
3tul 1344 63 129 5000 4845 % 017 0.66 024 0.82 471 1
134.4 63 129 5000 4615 4% 017 0.66 0 0.52 271 1
1-Aug 1344 6.3 129 5000 4645 4496 017 0.66 024 0.82 471 1
1344 6.3 129 5000 4645 4496 0.7 066 0.24 0.82 471 1
2-Aug W43 63 129 5000 3709 20700 0 158 014 031 7.53 1
28343 63 129 5000 3709 20700 0 158 0.14 0.31 7.53 1
3-Aug 256.6 50 8.0 5000 4519 876 0.04 0.36 022 0.55 7.65 1
256.6 5.0 80 5000 4519 8716 004 036 022 0.55 7.65 1
4-Aug 984.8 32 65 5000 343 1539%0 143 089 0.23 0.27 802 1
984.8 32 65 500.0 343 1590 143 0.89 023 0.27 8.02 1
5-Aug %66 32 65 5000 5085 68MS 023 027 02 0.22 6.24 1
27566 32 6.5 5000 5085  68M5 0.3 0.27 0.2 0.2 6.24 1
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Appendix

compartments(Level=3)

18 The boundary

condition of ecosystem model for

each

BD r SON sQP Z POC DOoC PO4 NH4 NO2 NO3 DO jaeb]
mgC/m mgl/m mwC/m mgC/m UM uM uM M me/L
29-Jul 1 38123 0.3 125 500.0 484.3 5338 0.57 145 03 043 519 1
38123 %] 12.9 5060.0 4843 5338 0.57 145 .31 0.43 519 1
30-Jul 6256.1 6.3 129 500.0 4843 5338 a57 145 031 043 5.19 1
#256.1 6.3 129 500.0 484.3 5338 057 145 031 0.43 519 1
31-Jul 47996 a3 12y 500.0 521.7 4358 [ | 116 03 .72 519 1
4799.6 63 129 500.0 5217 4558 0.71 116 03 072 519 1
1-Aug 3143 6.3 129 500.0 650 3588 0528 1.05 0.21 .68 7.68 1
2143 63 129 500.0 650 3588 0.528 1.05 on 0.68 7.68 1
2-Aag 23143 63 12.9 500.0 650 3588 {1528 1.05 0. 0.68 7.68 1
23143 6.3 129 3000 650 3588 0.528 1.05 on 0.68 768 1
3-Aug 1192.6 5.0 810 500.0 4978 23570 0.93 0.39 026 039 7.5 1
1192.6 5.0 8.0 500.0 4978 23570 093 039 0.26 0.39 75 1
4-Aug 6141.2 32 6.5 500.0 477 28390 .67 0.71 0.24 034 1248 1
61412 32 6.5 500.0 477 28390 0.67 0.71 0.24 0.34 1248 1
5-Aug 30865 32 6.5 500.0 476.5 12680 017 0.83 023 035 6.73 1
3086.5 32 65 500.0 476.5 12680 017 0.83 0.23 0.35 673 1
29-Jul 2 38123 63 129 500.0 4843 5338 .57 145 031 0.43 519 1
38123 6.3 12.9 500.0 484.3 5338 0.57 145 031 0.43 5.19 1
30-ful 6256.1 6.3 129 500.0 4843 5338 0.57 145 031 043 519 1
6256.1 6.3 129 500.0 4843 5338 057 145 031 043 519 1
31-Jul 4799.6 6.3 12.9 500.0 521.7 4558 0.71 116 03 072 5.19 1
4799.6 6.3 129 500.0 521.7 4558 071 116 03 0.72 5.19 1
1-Aug 23143 63 129 500.0 650 3588 0.528 1.05 0.21 0.68 7.68 1
23143 63 129 500.0 650 3588 1.528 1.05 0.21 0.68 7.68 1
2-Aug 23143 6.3 129 500.0 650 3588 0.528 1.05 0 (L68 7.68 1
23143 6.3 129 500.0 650 588 0.528 1.05 0.21 0.68 7.68 1
3-Aug 11926 5.0 8.0 500.0 4978 23570 093 0.39 026 039 75 1
11926 5.0 8.0 5000 4978 23570 .93 0.39 0.26 0.39 7.5 1
4-Aug 6141.2 32 65 500.0 477 283%0 .67 0.71 0.24 034 12.48 1
61412 32 0.5 500.0 477 28390 0.67 071 0.24 034 12.48 1
5-Aug 30865 32 65 500.0 476.5 12680 017 0.83 0.23 035 673 1
3086.5 32 6.5 5000 476.5 12680 .17 083 0.23 035 6.73 1
29-Jul 3 24633 6.3 129 500.0 4199 2762 167 1.89 0.24 08 637 1
24633 63 129 500.0 4199 2762 0.67 1.89 0.24 08 637 1
30-Jul 1757.1 6.3 129 5000 3749 3377 033 1.03 0.25 039 637 1
17571 6.3 129 500.0 3749 D77 033 1.03 0.25 0.39 637 1
31-Jul 1757.1 6.3 129 500.0 3749 3377 033 1.03 025 039 637 1
1757.1 6.3 12.9 500.0 3749 3377 033 1.03 025 439 637 1
I-Aug 1757.1 63 129 3000 3749 3377 0.33 1.03 0.25 039 637 1
1757.1 63 12.9 500.0 3749 3377 033 103 0.25 0.39 637 1
2-Aug 4619 63 1289 5000 556.9 3949 3.107 1.09 022 0.38 8.61 1
461.9 6.3 12.9 500.0 556.9 3949 0.107 109 0.22 0.38 8.61 1
3-Aug 1151.0 50 8.0 500.0 368.1 17670 0.8 081 021 5.82 541 1
1151.0 5.0 8.0 500.0 3681 17670 0.8 0.81 021 582 541 1
4-Aug 3568 3.2 6.5 500.0 3261 15895 012 045 0.27 028 5.87 1
356.8 3.2 6.5 500.0 3261 15895 012 045 0.27 0.28 587 1
5-Aug 53250 3.2 65 500.0 602.2 465940 138 1.95 0.24 0.2 452 1
5325.0 3.2 6.5 5000 602.2 46940 138 195 0.24 0.2 452 1
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Appendix

compartments{Level=3 continued)

18 The

boundary

condition of

ecosystem model for each

BD P SON SQP z POC DOC PO NHMH4 NO2 NO3 DO CQD
neC/ m' mC/m e/ meC/w uM pM oM M meg/L
20-Jul 4 3394 .4 63 129 500.0 356.4 3252 0.26 0.83 0.23 336 6.32 1
3394 4 6.3 12,9 500.0 3564 3252 026 083 0.23 036 632 1
30-Jul 11535 6.3 129 5000 5546 23990 029 182 on 038 6832 1
11535 6.3 12.9 5000 554.6 23990 0.29 1.82 0.24 0.38 6.32 1
31-Jul 11535 6.3 129 500.0 554.6 23990 0.29 1.82 0.24 038 6.32 1
11535 63 129 500.0 554.6 23990 0.29 1.82 0.24 038 632 1
1-Aug 11535 63 129 5000 5546 23950 029 182 0.24 0.38 632 1
1153.5 6.3 129 500.0 554 6 23990 0.29 182 0.24 0.38 6.32 i
2-Aug 35313 6.3 129 500.0 580.6 19050 039 .83 G.18 0.57 7.52 1
35313 h3 129 500.0 5806 19050 039 .83 .18 0.57 752 1
3-Aug 24 50 8.0 500.0 339.2 9004 25 022 021 015 744 1
24 5.0 8.0 500.0 3392 9004 25 0.22 0.21 015 744 1
4-Aug 620.7 3.2 65 500.0 548.1 5587 0.t Q.66 0.22 265 594 i
£20.7 32 65 500.0 5481 5587 0.1 066 0.22 2.65 5.94 1
5-Aug 23 32 65 5000 2983 86725 012 2 0.21 03 562 1
22263 32 6.5 500.0 2983 8672.5 0,12 2 0.21 03 562 1
29-Jul 5 2341.1 6.3 129 500.0 458.1 7276 ¢39 0.97 0.22 035 4.1 1
23411 6.3 129 500.0 458.1 7276 0.39 097 .22 035 41 1
30-Jul 17326 6.3 129 500.0 453.7 3781 021 1.1 0.34 0.23 41 i
17326 6.3 129 500.0 453.7 3781 6.21 11 0.34 .23 4.1 1
31-Jul 17326 63 129 500.0 4537 3781 0.21 11 .34 0.23 4.1 1
17326 6.3 129 500.0 453.7 3781 021 11 034 0.23 4.1 1
1-Aug 17326 63 129 500.0 453.7 3781 021 11 034 0.23 41 1
17326 63 129 500.0 453.7 3781 0.21 11 0.34 0.23 4.1 1
2-Aug 32967 6.3 129 500.0 407.1 7870 0.469 1.59 0.21 048 6.3 1
3296.7 6.3 129 500.0 4071 7870 0469 1.59 021 0.48 63 1
JAug 1981.9 5.0 80 500.0 5014 54330 0.79 14 021 033 6.83 1
1981.9 5.0 8.0 500.0 501.4 54330 0.79 14 0.21 133 6.83 1
4-Aug 1502.9 3.2 6.5 500.0 3504 3989 D46 045 0.23 035 10.1 1
1502.9 32 6.5 500.0 350.4 3989 046 045 023 035 10.01 1
5-Aug 9482 32 6.5 500.0 3845 6565 059 0.82 0.23 0.98 572 1
9482 32 65 5000 3845 68565 .59 082 0.23 0.98 572 1
Appendix 19 Relationship among the Chla, Carbon and Cell density
Cochlodinium polykrikoides
Cell/mL Carbon(mgC/ m') Cell/mL Chl.a(ug/1)
190 1854.0 1000 08
880 2390.0 2050 54
1760 2916.0 3000 7.1
3300 4605.0 5000 73
3380 5180.0 5400 84
3400 5520.0 6150 8.9
2890 5121.0 8010 9.1

* By Kang, 2003

*By Shim, 1998
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