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KRR E R AR, BRFHELERA AR AFSR (AR ME) FERLER
RBATEERR , HEELHTEZREGE EKkFe(ll) & EHATHX M, BL T H R Fe
(M) RE-ZEtREEE-RENENETERR, HFRENAETW Fe(ll) KEZ (18 pmol
L) HATEEERKR AL E AR, TH Fe(I) % (30 wmol - L) 72 75 7~ 7T 1 # 1 3t
R REWE R, EERERE N ME E LT R E WA K, 525 (0 wmol - L) Pt 57 5
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Effects of Fe( I ) on the growth and spectral characteristics of algae. ZHENG Tai-hui'?,
SHI Yi', CHI Guang-yu'?, CHEN Xin' ('Key Laboratory of Terrestrial Ecological Process, Insti-
tute of Applied Ecology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shenyang 110016, China; *Graduate Uni-
versity of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China ). Chinese Journal of Ecology,
2010,29(12) .2471-2476.
Abstract: An indoor culture experiment was conducted to study the temporal change patterns of
chlorophyll content and reflectance spectra of algae from Taihu Lake under different Fe( Il ) sup-
ply. Derivative spectrophotometry and red edge optical parameter were employed to quantitatively
extract the algal spectral data, and correlation analysis was made between the algal spectral data
and algal chlorophyll and Fe( Il ) contents. Based on these, the quantitative relationship of sup-
plied Fe(Ill ) concentration - algal chlorophyll content - algal spectra was established. The re-
sults showed that supplying appropriate concentration (18 wmol - L™") Fe( Il ) was conducive to
the algal growth and chlorophyll synthesis. High concentration (30 wmol + L™") Fe(Il) promo-
ted the synthesis of algae chlorophyll at the prophase of culture, but inhibited it at the anaphase.
Fe-deficiency significantly inhibited the synthesis of chlorophyll. Under different Fe( Ill') supply,
there existed significant correlations ( P<0.05) between the vegetation indices SR, and ND,,
red edge position, and the chlorophyll content of algae.

Key words: iron; algae; growth; chlorophyll; spectra.
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ZEEBLAE,2008 ), I B i B D A Bl ik
Tt A 15 S 5 5 & SRR 2 R A2 TR A 2 e
TEHCE I X PR S R & oK E R R i
GRmUINE, AP E TR DL RENS 72 T S AT R AL
PEE I ARER . KA Fe e A% S 2 (i i 25 40
LRI sl & A AR Ak, I A S e A i s g
(B FIBER 55,2008 ; Liu et al. ,2008) . [E &M
EL 2R P i 7K A S 5 D i AR i R e i S Rk B 2
[ BRI EAFFE (X515 ,2005) , - ar T st
SRR DGR B (HAE AR n R O 1Y
FHEAE FHARISE 0 G 2 7 T A R A R T i — 204K
R, P, BT KA Fe MR PE-3 KR Fe 5 -0
FHTERFAE" FHOC I FR , DA B o) v b s i 1 7K
& Fe i B Aifs 2., 6T BB TPk A2k & 5 Fe
TR BT 7K A R 1 Bl A i R B e ST 9 B
i R AUE AR R A EAT R E XL,

1 #HEEREE

1.1 FEAGERS s

UniSpec JEi 73 B4 (23 Fil o 320 ~ 1200
nm, YGRS HERN 3 ~4 nm) FEFRAE HOGAT R
TH.300 mlBHEEFRAR B R A
12 SEEER

PR EEER B ORI R L DX B DL AR
BEWE ( Microcystis aeruginosa) N F, & A /D43 DU 2
W5 ( Scenedesmus quadricanda) AEH AR
1.3 BEgRILEehl K Fe () W RS E

SCER LA BG11 K5 5% 3k S LAk, A 180 wmol - L™
AT R TR i T VR O BT, AL 7 AN TRC ) A
[F] Fe (1) W B2 my 357748, BOE Fe () W EERRIE
0 wmol « L', 1 wmol + L™ 18 wmol - L™ ( X IR,
BG11 ¥53:3krh Fe( ) ) ,30 pmol - L',
1.4 FEFRITIEMSLE 5%

BERN LIS AT HEATY R G IR AR5 B I i 5
(4000 r + min™,20 min) BCH LI, KT Fe-
BG11 3G FRHMEW 2 ~3 e AT LEkEE SR, 7 d )5
BN, F F/D BETC FeBG11 Bi 7R 56 & f%
R B, RN B 5 AR R Fe (1) W BE ARG 5%
Herh GEARE 250 ml, HRRE RN 1.0x10° A - L7
EFMENREE N 21,5 °C ~26 °C, I Jy 2000 Ix,
JEIELEIN 12 h < 12 b, R RIS I i I 22 18 4 4
2 W SR 14 d SRR RN GE BE R 4 R & J TR AR
JETEEE , H5 57 30 d ST 50 WUAR 3 A I AR Ak 1

5 BEAR Fe B i,
1.5 MEE a b myillE

BLO R AN, ] 258 Tk ek 3 Ik, Bl g
WARIEIMANE S 81« 1 lBRREW 2 ml, F
FALHCE 24 h, AR5 EAR R 10 ml, FI5AMH0E
JETHAE 470 nm 537 nm 647 nm F1 663 nm K F L
t, HEAR (Sims et al. ,2002) .

Chla(mg - L) = 0. 013734, — 0. 000897A.,, -

0. 0030464,
Chlb(mg - L) = 0. 024054,,, — 0. 0043054, -
0. 0055074,

1.6 FIOCHEIRE S0

Wit 14 d J5 2R H UniSpec Y1540 B3 @ R HE HX
BAOGEE B, B Fe () We B2 AR BERAR 9 WEUE,
SRJE XS 22 I 235 R A T LR 3 A SR BT 2R

FEWHE BOANZL 0 SRR R OGS T B M A )
AROCHY PR B 273, Ho W IR M AR 50 - T
{ERAEEC(SRVL) | JH— AL A8 £ (NDVIT) FHAlL
FEBEFEEL (Sims et al. ,2002) (K1), HAEAEBEFEEL
MFRERPE , LAY S CIE T 2T /M B SR - (B BR D
LI B ST AAR B | BERAT i S WA ) A A AR
(025 57 s H— a8 B YD G £ M B SR
A GLANB B S R EZ ZBR LV EA TRIA,

MZLAAR PG 275 680 ~780 nm A3
RS A DX, 33K s Y Pt 2R TR 2101 XSl ) i WAL/
FHUARAE LA X T] (158 SORHE T (32 4t i 2548 5%
) 51E ) (Moses et al. ,2006) , 4HH#% i 2¢ &K
DI LU B R RS (IR MRS )
(Rock et al. ,1988) . ZLi1{3i & 1] LIARHE Guyot 22K
5, BARATAR T (B35 % ,2001) .

(RéT‘h - R700>
Ay, =700 + 40 x —————-
i (R740 - R700)

. Ry, +R R
K JRypy = 6702 & s Rezo «Rogo «Rgg Al Ry 739 A
P 670 700 740 F1780 nm Ak G K 5T

®1 ATHUEMMHEESENERIEH

Tab.1 Vegetation indices for estimation of plant chloro-
phyll content
FU A B I — AR B A HoAl 4
F& % (SRVT) (NDVI)
RS(}() (RX()O B R()S()) - <R750 B R445)

SRego = 5 NDggy = SR« =

680 RGS( 680 (RS()() + R()X()) MoTos <R7‘)5 - R44$)
SR7()5 = R750 ND. <R750 - R705) mNDmS = (R750 - R7OS)

Ryos 7% 7 (Rysp = Raps) (Rys0 + Ryos = 2Ryys)

R M RTE xxx JEARAEAEIE R B3, 51A Sims et al. ,2002,
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2.1 AR Fe & M4 R 5w AL

PR Fe & SR Fe (1) AbBEMRE S R U0
B 1R, KRR y=0. 12056 (R*=0.978) .
AR Fe S SR IRM Fe (1) ¥ BE 52 48 50M 56 3¢
K NN BRI Fe () e BE BT, 04535070
PRSI AR R i B 4R Fe,

ME 2 FH B0 pmol - L) 4R 4
B 3 b 2 ], SRR B S v A /)
TEELAY Fe( ) ¥ EE (18 pmol « L) A Fl F @2k
K Rt K G G Tt Fe (1) W BE (30 wmol -
L) fERG AT A R A2 i B2t S A0 & 1, (R AE B
FIG ISR BER MR R E N BHREE Fe (M)
X B HI I 4 35 U AR AR T PT B S5 Mk 2
BCE R AR ET A IR IR A O NS 3 A 40 4R
ARt Fad i Fe (D) VB S B0 AA N E £ K
Fe , DT 501 35 28 7 A= 35 R & A6 11 ¥ OB ( Piv-
okonsky ,2000) , 1 T BE & Ui SCHIA, 57 Fe (1) iy
BB, BEAR DI PR A ( FR B R R P

1.2
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Fig.1 Relationship between Fe content in algae and Fe
(II') in culture medium
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Fig.2 Chang of chlorophyll (a+b) content in alga under
different Fe( Il ) concentration

%) - OH) g hnprEs.

KT Fe( D) 3T 8287 A4 AN, =N 4k
— e 2 O 2T — BRI Wi [ A (2001 ) B 4
T8 1 Fe () v B AT LA A4 2 ol 3 o 20 L 1) A 4
FOCEVER (A5 e FR i Sp i e e fe R & s
Wi Fe( 1) BFUREEM T ENTZE L, AHR A8
Yk Fe i), SR I B2 2544 K& AR KAR AL, 4
PREREAT H b BRI 28 H T B, Bk
FAER NS 2 B AR HE IR L, 7™ 2 L 25 {4t
TR A, T A ) R B R4 G (BN
45,2000 ; X150 45 ,2005) o PRI, Fe X 8 28 B B RAR
WA ER R A AR DL SR A R R
EBEAVER (Rueter & Ades,1987)

AR IR 15 AT 56 Fe Xif i 2 - 5 10 J7 1
25 5 A BRI 25 AL, XIERSE (2009) i@
HEE Fe (D) W EERE (0.0.01.,0.1,1,10,30
wmol « L) W8 TAN[R] Fe () e B X 4l & Al 4 v
ARSI 25 R W] IR Fe () WeFE<1
pmol « L™ A ZR 1M ZE B A R RIS R 1B B2
SR 7w Fe (M WBEET (30 pmol - L), K4
THIZ MR YRR E o« FEAERIE 21 d
JE SR T REMIILG: 18 B 7514 (2005) W5 s
(EECE RS NENER S
2.2 Fe( ) XF#ZEGHE B 5%

2.2.1 A[F Fe (1) ¥R BETS 28 7T WL-ix 21 A0 615
FRIE - MR 3 ATLUE H, RTR] Fe () MRBEF a2
AICETETE (R LA 21 A0 X [0)) R AE il 2R 25 A1
o1, ¥I7E 530 ~550 nm Ab H B0 — 45058 1) S i | 7
680 ~710 nm Z [A] ) ift 3 2 B2 b ¥ iz Ak
PRA G A« 203k A CEGOE® Fe (1) B0
(18 wmol « L™")  Fe( Il) LR AN /& (Fe ( TN ) kb BRIk
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Fig.3 Algal reflectance ( visible-near infrared range) un-

der different Fe( Ill ) concentration
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JEH 0 pmol « L7") Al (30 pwmol - L7") BT #
ISP CTERRAE 35 S A W e AR e e R R B R
A WYX S s hn LU s RS (g Ty
BIFSD) o XSE R Fe (M) R0 A Al Fffi a2
W2 225 A7 BHL, 58 1A 200 PR AR 2 220 7 A2 B 0 5%
KPR IR 5, BT WIE-3T L1 A1 X A S
BT, UL, BSOS AT - 20 A1 X)W
AN Fe () e B2 T i 2 A R0 HL AT e 1 17 FH
e,

2.2.2 R[A] Fe () e BE R 326 1A B 8 85, 21
WAL EAACE N 2 FTLUE 557 16,26 il
29 d i} ,*E%EZTE‘@ SRs0 +SR705 \NDggo . NDys \mSR;y5 |
mND, BRI SRR Fe Wk BE 0 15 52 5838 s o /0>
RS B IR Fe WRBE N 18 pumol - L7448 5L
Pl KAE, B 3% 18 F1 22 d W, K HLFE B SR, .
ND, o5 \mSRo5 \mND,os BESE IR Fe ¥ BE 19 384 0 1 4
Mo HEFRM Fe WREEH 1 pumol « L7, 5% SR,
ND, o5 \NDggo \mSR,os FERTFRHT 26 d 52 BRI I 8
POBEIRUE Fe W FE A 18 wmol - L7}, F8 %0 SR .
ND,os \NDgg, \mSRos BITERG F7 26 d B 35 B 55 K H,
T 5% Fe ¥ B AL F1 3 28 M4 2 5 i A AL A0 AR
PERRAE; JG IR W Fe WRFE R 30 pmol - L7, $5 4K
SR.g5 \ND, s 22 BE A8 1 J5 U /D i a4, 7E R 57 26 d

KB R, R 5% Fe W E A IS4 K & &
PR AR LR

TR FE EU SR,5 L ND, s 55 B I 2 28 3 5 AH OC
PE .35 (P<0.05) , T SRyg, .NDggy .mSR g .mSR, s 5
PRI SRR S M B E (£ 3) . X T HE
TR, — M E 2 AT, B >T714 nm (B
T IE 44 T2 2% 45 40 WS A S s IS 2 L 45 )
PN HICE 5 |2 1R 30 21 41 v B 33 DX R 38 32 IX R
DA 3t Bl A I 2 28 5 a5 2 X P AR s B i AH
MR s IR AR A M-SR VR R BEXT 660
~680 nm AbYGIEFEA T RN WL, AT SN T 4 A
SR NDyggo FI mSR 50 X 55 15 1 B I 3% 2 119 SLJRR P
(Sims et al. ,2002) . 1A BEHEEL SR,os . ND.s 5 2
PRI SR S it R T A DGR 3 | IR P
SRR o TR B 1) I 2 3R A RE X 500 nm 55T 700
nm &b S 15 SE 1748 R UK ( Yoder et al. , 1994
Datt,1998;1999) ,

M2 LA, 1 18 wmol - L7 ¥ Fe
(T0) A BT 35 28 1 21 3 7 i 49 S B Ak [ 1 )
R FL IR 0 F11 30 wmol - L7k Fe (1) &b 3H
T EESOEIE A B R AR (KT MRS
M ECEBT IS, B3R 18 ~29 d, EEIOhikLr
WA I BE S TR Fe (1) ¥ B2 A 38 0 52 SE 18 15 0

F2 A[E Fe( ) iRE TR EEEIEE SRIND . mSR FILL A6 & FEAT E AT M E
Tab.2 Change of SR, ND and mSR vegetation indices and red edge position under different Fe( IIl ) concentration
HiFR K AE Fe( Il ) #JEE SRego SRos NDgso ND5s mSR745 mND;ys FARLL VA=
(d) (wmol - L71) (nm)
16 0 1.58 1.11 0.22 0.05 1.13 0. 06 682. 36
1 2.94 1.78 0. 49 0.28 1.97 0.33 710. 78
18 4.25 2.27 0.62 0.39 2.52 0.43 707. 54
30 3.64 2.07 0.57 0.35 2.38 0.41 711.78
18 0 1.70 1.24 0.26 0.11 1.27 0.12 659.52
1 3.11 1.90 0.51 0.31 2.00 0.33 709. 20
18 2.97 2.00 0.50 0.33 2.19 0.37 711. 19
30 3.17 2.06 0.52 0.35 2.23 0.38 712. 62
22 0 1.43 1.13 0.18 0. 06 1.15 0. 07 624. 14
1 3.02 1. 86 0.50 0.30 1.97 0.33 710. 94
18 2.92 1. 96 0. 49 0.33 2.07 0.35 714.28
30 2.93 2.05 0. 49 0.34 2.19 0.37 709. 24
26 0 1.51 1.20 0.20 0.09 1.23 0.10 687.49
3.55 2.11 0.56 0.36 2.26 0.39 706. 94
18 3.78 2.41 0.58 0.41 2.62 0.45 711.47
30 3.15 2.09 0.52 0.35 2.26 0.39 711. 07
29 0 1.62 1.34 0.24 0.14 1.37 0.16 686. 47
1 2.81 1.83 0.48 0.29 1.96 0.32 710. 37
18 3.15 2.03 0.52 0.34 2.18 0. 37 726.52
30 2.81 1.92 0. 47 0.32 2.04 0.34 711. 65
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F3 BEATHEUBH IRNESHEZESENEXME
Tab.3 Correlative coefficient between vegetation indices,
red edge position and chlorophyll content of algae

TR R 238
SReso  SRups  NDggy NDggs mSRggy mSRyys [

HEESHE 0.353 0.552% 0.393 0.456% 0.431  0.434 0.817" "

#* % P<0.01, % P<0.05,

18 wmol - L' Fe (1) AbF T 2OEHELT
A R IR, 2030 B S R S E A
FA M (P<0.01,%63)

PR e N S S s TR BEA B UL A
BEEECABT IS RZ, A B B4 (Hor-
ler et al. ,1983; Curran et al. ,1992) , HAKJF K&,
248 I 2 U/ B 2 R R AR, W A I Bt
ARAE LT BIAR /N, 21 3 B i AN 2T 300 W i AR i
Wk il R SO 1 il 2R 4 KA < WE RS (Miller et
al. ,1990) ; [z ISR IG N, ALk i Ze4r
NRECLRE”, Toh, AR GRE RS, 5
SO SRR | FE AN A T A D DT
BRI LA R R AR, FEA S, Bk (0
pmol + L") i - 28 45 il 32 B W @ A, 53K
fIRHR B Fe () AbBE T SOG40 B R A
7w Fe( D) WE (30 pmol - L) Jefg #kdE2ent
BERA A, SRR SR R AL, TR IR T
e DI ARTIL VAo Ga AN, - M o sl > B T =N
Fe( IT) ¥ ¥ 18 wmol - L") A K] F KM R A
B, TR R SO 41 1 0 A A B R R
AEREAI > A

3 &

TR Fe (D) We FEA R F 3B K R4 &R
BB, 3 Fe (M) v BE7E 55 77 A 01 E AL 0k i 2 -4t
F AR R FRE S 2R S R I Ak
B AR S R A 2 B 2 I

ANTA) Fe () Mo BT 328 b R G a3 (] -
UELTANX ] ) REAE M 28T S AR, $497E 530 nm 4b i
PR— N Y R 5T A 680 ~ 710 nm S 5T 52
LB BT BPOEE 0 B AR Fe &
S BN A BT 1 B Bl (RAE Fe (M) BERIAS 2
(B3R Fe (D) HeJE <1 pmol - L") s & (1%
FRW Fe( I WE>18 wmol - L) HH T, #2OLi%
“Lr B I G A T R B, B 4ni T B

AN Fe () 4 B 32838 M 45 8 25 (SR
ND,os ) L7 B S HESE 4 R & A G i
F(P<0.05) . ULHAZ UM B HE 2L SR,05 W ND,os VLKL
I HFSE (AN E ) XMFFEZ Fe () 5200
T AR R S R AR AR T LA A
(N FH A

HFIKAIR KRBT 2R R AR
WA IR B, R, A/ Tilk— 3ok
PRI 0 R 20 T A s e A
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