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Characteristics of red tide in the Bohai Bay
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Abstract: Analysis of the scale of change,
characteristics of the Bohai Bay red tides during the period of 42 a from 1977 to 2018 showed that most of the

the causative species, spatial distribution, and temporal
red tides in the Bohai Bay were small-scale with area of less than 1000 km’. The main species that caused the
red tides were Noctiluca sintillans, Skeletonema costatum, Ceratium furca, Phaeocystis globosa, kareniamiki

motoi and Mesosinolum rubrum. The red tides primarily happened between August and September in the

northwest coastal area of the Bohai Bay.
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Fig. 1 The location of the Bohai Bay

1.2 Fdak IR Fmab 2

AL T 1977 4E % 2018 4F & LK) 1) i V5
T G0 D7 S e 55, R R IR T AR Y A A G
PERT 1997—2018 4F Hp [ ¥ v B 55 5 i A 4R
2001—2018 4 H [ i v K F 204l . 2012—2017
AR AR TAE X IR T BN . 1999—2018 4F KT
TR R PR TR A . 2003—2018 4Tl b 2 Vi T
PR T AN 2001—2018 4F 1L 4348 Mg PR 3R
JE AR

X 5 A I ) B0 R A T RV R B, X6 [ — R i
FARAS [FC S AR SR TR, X [A] o A
) 544 EAT A 91, R— L6 {3 B 44 FR 1) 2R 7
B UEATIB WD T, S e L A A S R

A A Access 1 Excel 4% 4wt 47 505 2
ABEMGETT, LB, {4 OriginPro B4F#E 17481
B R Byl R A B JFIR . BSRE R b
S B R G A QGIS #E47 M B A5 B 8k i b 2
A3 BT LA K i BT B R A A, M B AR AR R R
] WGS-84 AL R % .

1.3 AT

BRI SE A TR A — s TR, BJBIR
ZRFAR AREEARN ., BR T R
GIS H A58 K 1Y 25 6] 43 #7768 1 LA Ko 4% % FEAfi
(kernel density estimation, KDE ) Jf& B8 5 #E P 11
KRR SINRE, S8 PR o3 A B R 0 X 25
T 4R I VS AR R A X B AR SR AR
TEARMEE RIEE, I LA« e s ” Rk
IR AL

¥ BEAG TR ZEBE R0 b R AL T AR Y
R, BUHTE— & W IX BB FE N, AR S AL
TR0 S T L e ] A6 T AR
DX P L 20 8 2 0 o P o R A T, PR T
DI HITE GIS B o IX A3 B s A e 25 ) i
AN WS

R B AR T 7 v R IR BT PR, 25 H n D 1 X,
X, oo X, X FIHALE s DAL G THE R -

4 1 div
A(s) = Z;mK(T) (1)

A dig 9 X B s YRS oA A 95 kO

TE R AR BEAG T IT 1, 383817 58 2 7EAR
RAESE LW AT A A . MR SE PR A i A5G
SER, M AEBORI, 25 28 1 0% R i, {5
A T RE 23 8 16 AR E AT ST B PR IX 8 2 AR A/
N, 8 B R 2 M AN, A AT e AR RUE
R R AT, RS, PR — A
T Y AE, R TR AT EE I A B AR R
P
ARAA — 2 T, TR R B R
80 - 42 T AR HR 57 0T AR AR A ST 3 (B

F{Eyﬂﬂ:
V@ d?
_+ —
T T
r=——m—— @
L S ARV AR T 1 T B A O vl
VS S 3 BT g P 2
) RS

2.1 JRE AR
5 DR R 2 FR R W LR HY /T 069—

~



202 PSR S S

oM #F % 40 %

2005 )™ F % 1 43 2 0 57 28 5 A TR RRB U R 4
FANFER(ER D),

BT ) SR80 R WA LT 1977 4B, B E
2018 4F, LK R /N AR 88 K. M 1998 4F 9—
10 A BEES AR . BhIE VS . 3N I Y 5000 km®
XA ¥ (Ceratium furca) 7311 %) 2016 4F 8 H Kt
WEIE K IRAY 0.6 km” K SF- P35 5% 3 ( Thalassiosira

pacifica) 77, TS % R 0 AR WA KN AN
— . Horh, R BUZE 1000 km® LR 4/ LR
TR 69 UK, 5 78.4%; T FLLE 1000 ~ 2000 km®
(14 H RS R T A 4 9K, o 4.6%; T B 7E 2000 ~
3000 km” Y K HUBE A0 R 0 WK, 5 0%; i AR AE
3000 km” LA b (45 K HUBE ARl 6 G, 15 6.8%;
AU TER IR ECH 9 IR, i 10.2%(1& 2) .

F1  FEHHEREER
Tab.l The grade of red tide
miH IINEILASE LB KFAE RS
GIRCTTpoA 1000 km’LA 1000 ~ 2000 km® 2000 ~ 3000 km® 3000 km’L) |-
%;iﬁgg B 15 4F . 1996 4E & 2012 4EAY 17 4E[A], B
AR T W AF BE R 2RI K, 4F 4 R AR T AR
B R KA IR i \ 2 S YA S B Sk
o oA 1905 km®, 1998 4F 1 2009 4F, ¥ i 4 4F & 5 i
2R ALY A 4T 5000 km®. 2013 4F—2018 4F,
VR VAT BE AR SR A MBI RIS, AR R R
78.4%

2 EEEREIMRIFEELGI(1977—2018 )
Fig.2 The variation of different red tide scales in the
Bohai Bay during1977—2018
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Fig. 3 Map showing the spatial distribution of red tide in
the Bohai Bay during 1977 to 2018
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Tab.2 The causative red tide organisms in the Bohai Bay

Frs TR AR L FURIREOEL SR ALY
N
1 JiEkE F T Chaetoceros curvisetus 1 2012
5 ZET A1 B 3 (G 5/ BB ) Chaetoceros . 2013
paradoxus

3 [B % Coscinodiscus sp. 3 1991, 2001

4 B8 EC R 57535 Coscinodiscus wailesii 1 2010

5 KA 38 Eucampia cornuta 2 2017

6 JEF S F BEOPE B S FA ) Eucampia zodiacus 3 2007, 2016. 2018

7 G2 G (AU 5358 Lauderia annulata 2 2001, 2017

8 P12 Nk Leptocylindrus danicus 3 1992, 2012, 2017

9 22 BB Nitzschia sp. 1 1992

10 K%%ﬁ)ﬁ?%ﬁNﬂ.ﬂc’hia longissimi var. . 1092

longissima

11 1A 22 #iNitzsehia closterium 1 2008

12 5SS B Pseudo-nitzschia delicatissima ASP ) 2012. 2013

13 IRUIIZEIY B Pseudo-nitzschia pungens ASP 4 2005, 2010, 2013, 2017
14 A& WERhizosolenia sp. 1 1992

15 NI EARSE B Rhizosolenia setigera 2 2017, 2018

16 R LN B GRS BE) Guinardia delicatula 1 2017

- 2001, 2002, 2004, 2005,

17 rR Il B 458 Skeletonema costatum 11 2007. 2009, 2013. 2012. 2017
18 W5 [CHFBE B Thalassiosira nordenskioeldii 1 2013

19 KAV EE 3 Thalassiosira pacifica 4 2016, 2017
20 [R5 3 Thalassiosira rotula 3 2001, 2016, 2017
21 B LY EEBE Thalassiosira excentrica 1 2014
22 [ #3-# Pleurosigma sp. 1 2001

Sib g

23 Ff 325 Dinophyceae 1 1989
24 BRI K P Alexandrium catenella PSP 2 2016
25 RATECURATBE) Ceratium furca 9 1998, 1999, 2008. 2014, 2016, 2017
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- Jﬂlélﬂéf?ﬁ(élﬁﬁqﬂﬁ\.élﬁﬁmﬁ) " . 016
Akashiwo sanguinea
30 SR H 8 Gymnodinium catenatum PSP 1 2016
31 TR F 8 Gymnodinium impudicum *9 2 2016, 2017
32 KPS Karenia mikimotoi * 6 2004, 2005, 2014, 2018
33 KA R B Katodinium glaucum 1 2004
34 PN SENoctiluca scintillans 6 1989, 1999, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2006,
2009, 2010, 2013
35 I 52 48 Z2 V8 3 Pheopolykrikos hartmannii 1 2005
36 F) 3 5 3% Prorocentrum lima DSP 1 2004
37 TR B (INDCIE I 8 ) Prorocentrummicans 2 1999, 2014
38 TWINE H 3 Prorocentrum minimum * 3 1977. 2002, 2005
S Ay ST G 55
39 Y ppsetamnits 2 2016 2018
40 B8 B Gonyaulacales sp. 1 1998
41 Z W ¥ Peridiniaceae sp. 1 2001
EOMEEE
42 WK JEBE Chattonella marina * 5 2003, 2004, 2006
43 TR 8 Heterosigmaakashiwo * 4 2004, 2006, 2009
44 BRIE AW Phaeocystisglobosa 7 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007
45 4 Prymnesiophyceae sp. 1 1990
HE)
46 M4 BRI dureococcusanophagefferens 1 2012
47 B PE Trichodesmium sp. 1 1992
FEA3hT)
48 41 {6, FR 45 M Mesodinium rubrum 6 2004, 2009, 2013, 2017
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