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SUMMARY

[. Title

Risk assessment, protection, safety criteria, and management for protecting
marine macrophytes community in coast from harmful substances contamination

and its toxic effect.
II. Background and Objectives of the Research

Harmful substances have a negative affect on the distribution and growth of
structurally and functionally dominating marine macrophytes in coastal salt marsh
communities, there may directly and indirectly be a large and harmful influence
on the whole marine coastal ecosystem. For this reason the research on marine
macrophytes should be included in control programs for protecting ecosystem

along the coasts.

When environmental contamination takes place, usually complex communities
comprising a large number of species are exposed. They interact with the
abiotic and biotic characteristics of their environment and are adapted to their
ecosystem. Demonstrating toxic effects at the community level of marine
macrophytes under lab and field exposure and ascertaining their causes still
poses a challenge for ecotoxicologists. Predicting effects in the environment
solely from single-species laboratory tests also is beset by limitations.

Hence, the chlorophyll fluorescence methods measuring tools is a promising new
methods to allow fast harmful substances effect screening for high amounts of

samples with little time and material and thus offers scope for high-throughput
biotesting using marine macrophytes species.
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. Contents and Scope of the Research

The scope and contents of the present research are summarized as follows:

1) Physiological effect and risk assessment of harmful substance on marine
macrophytes for preserving coastal fisheries resources

2) Toxic inhibition effect of harmful substances on photosynthesis of marine
macrophytes in coastal marsh community

3) Examination in relation of environmental factors and toxicity of harmful
substances

4) Development of method on risk assessment and modelling on harmful

substances contamination

IV. Major Results of the Research

The following items are reviewed or suggested by the present research:

- Changes on photosynthesis activity and quantum yield of marine macroalga
Ulva pertusa exposed to harmful substances

- Changes on pigment content of marine macroalga Ulva pertusa by 96hrs
acute toxic effect

- Absorption ability for various heavy metals by seagrass Zostera marina

- Toxic effect of various heavy metals and organic substances on seagrass
Zostera marina

- Toxic effect of harmful substances on effective quantum yield of halophyte
Suaeda japonica

- Toxic effect of harmful substances on effective quantum yield of seagrass
Zostera marina

- 72hrs acute toxic effect on micro-flagellate exposed to single and
multi-harmful substances

- T2hrs acute toxic effect on marine macroalga Ulva pertusa and seagrass
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Zostera marina exposed to multi-harmful substances

- Combined effect with harmful substances and a range of temperature and
nutrient conditions on marine macroalga Ulva pertusa and seagrass Zostera
marina

- Comparing ecological risk assessment with harmful substance for
standardization of method using micro flagellate

- Development for usage of marine macrophytes on harmful substances as
bio-indicator

- Application of species-sensitivity distribution (SSD) model on development of
criteria for protecting macrophyte communities in coasts

V. Recommended Application of the Results
The results of the present study will be provided basic technical guideline for

the R&D program on the development and validation of ecological risk

assessment on various harmful substances to be carried out in the near future.
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HAHo o] FAAAY, sigol o) §AF AAH o] R RAEZ AAF AYolnvt
ek Aol dEFHolg & 4 vk 53], ™ol vz EAd YA o
@ dUdgA F A #AE AA St A EFE AEE I FEI UG AL
2 48A . dAdEA HEFY F sl xF(seagrasses)] A $ 7Y &= Xd o
AgAg dAFH Y dxTH(seagrass meadows)S HASIT Y, d&EA(salt
marsh)®] 73 SA ¢} g BAHANAN dFd A EC] AAs gl AT
3 AYe2A L FAYE /AT B 5 vt B AT AHE HIPORE AUF
A¢ RE 9 B3V} JMed AYd™, dSEA HETHE o839 AAAHFT IS
AFAE MFF SR FAANGAA qdd YESY AAANE AFD Holw, T
Y& FAANIIZ AAAHAY YEES B, ALY F e AR AuHITe=
AFstn BH FLAEE AN FE FULE ABAY AL E Agd.

M






2. @ B3

2 d7c frolede SHCRRYH dUEAY HEFHE Bid, §IEA o
& ALFA VALY FA2 234HA AL FAALY FAE FAI] A B4 I
B2k 7le R Z1EE AdEm, ¢

ATEN OEF 22 AR W e AT ERE i

ofy
B
fot
-0
2
N,
[N
pach
2
A
Y
iC)
o
r O
o
4
ot
of
rr

L 9% $449 BES A% 49122 49T 2 A4 AT
- BE AV B A< A 48 2 WY V% A, 4 Y A7
- A AHAS Bt 7o 4829 A4l U@ BY A7
- A4 AE FEH 54 9T Yo AT Aa) AT

2 ALEA 4BT) WE FABAY FYH A% 54 T W
- HEAEE o8 FABAY FYY AN IT Wo} A& AR P A7
- ud R OF 4B 4% FYY A 54 9% W)
- AENEY FHEY xF T FYY Y HB) B A7

3 fElEde B4 9AN BH8ATY BA FF
- $HEA) BFA Aol F 87 899 BAN FI
- o5, 3% gy =AW B4 9% A7

4. FAEZ G0 AT 54 =d3 9 A48 HIF A AL
- fEHo) tE B ETH A AHbio-indicators) ZA A E2] o] & el AF
- OF e g% SH9Y =
- FAEE I F748 Wi #AN 2y
- FAEE B4 AZE A% H3A JE W #Ag Hg 2



58 A% 4982 09 S4 9% Wisw BIgA
FohE A U YHSHBs PEE LAY B2
gat7] A1 ABE FHSHL o8 VeI eHY NExTY HEol AN }u

3t F3 oA AYHUT

ol & 3t WA AdFA A4 E AH, A 5F4L o1& FAED AY B}
Zd I A7 FFE At AuSAHIE B £ R D E TTHoE
AHET ol§ EUE A 5% ZAFE 3 0§ NteE FUFHY 4
A&A HETE Bz i) FAA A - EAstnA At o9 BHEF AT W
€ 2 He deH 2o

D ddsA AIAE T A, Ad € FAERY 54 A4 2E £ &F
- BE JHX7F & A% 34t A E T Ui 718 A, A Y A7
- A4 BHAE FA3E F8 FAEZY A HE 2R 7

2) 3 AE ol & LHEE SAHIYY Bl ol & Wt AT

A HE FAAE S4 IF HF AGQTF AE QT

AdEA HEC Ui FAEEY =4 Td A7

-9d 2 9F FAER AT A A FHAY A 4 9% B}
FHERY 54 TEFH 25, IY¥EH 2L 848U BA

3) FAER i YEH AR (bio-indicators)2A 4k £ o] 8¢t A+

4) FAERD S AZE AT B3dAd 7€ 2 #Au

AN



O

M 2 & =g 7|leie g & os|edE

d

AGEA AN B UF FAEY) VUHEHIE Yool BAD YREe A7E
& There endpointse] ©)§22 HHHL W@ YN BE o go] Utk iAo
2 A%e] AYTE FBES ol8¥ ATNNNT HEBY 4N TP 4, AH
A B4R Ao AR olHB ol 42 sty ARY ATFAHFE0] HolE o] 25}

(dll, www.epa.gov/ecotox) 4o} 7HstA| Rt ol A E A3 RHY Aoz dgdny =

Kid 2 °4:r‘:—-z°l FHFTEL o83ty AN YASAHIFHY7t 2o vuso &

AHESY RNZAEI "ojidne AE Hiusa o 2PN AR Y ES ¥R

$99 475L IVHoE UT E& FHEY FES HEs HHYoE AYs}
L X

AA AZHA FH-9 ATFFEE ATHoE sz, HIZ7HA (1959955 2000
W@7tA)) th P44 8 (marine macrophytes)e thAd o2 J73 A2HELS B3I

- I

O YUY B¢ A=2FE WAL dF FIH4 A8 SHERE st FE0
o, dY¥d AdEA JdETH dete AT F=de FFE FAHA ¥ 3
on, FAEZE AT HETHY 7 B A4H ede] e 712FHA AHo] IF
& AHd.

O €% =HRE HY2LE & dTEL 2 FAEZIY AXZFAH EAY FiERY
¥4% T 4F 4" JHE PafA7] w2 ARY ol &t B4 FATL e

O 4¢ #4AY B35 9 BEo 8% 7|z A8 AHFZY <4, ARAY H £4
AAE &hsto 271 ZUEHY 78S sHsoF &

O faiEde #% 712 vid2 s X 53 A Fo] IEH FHEIY] T2 3

=40 @ AFARES] BT Yo}, FAED AENY HYYl WAAE B
e

O B3 A%t A0 ANSE HEPAL UFOE @ FeABY 09 54 IY U
ARsE, 54 28 F3 g a7 2ud FHo| e



- =9
O TYdd YL HB2E FAERY SHEFAE 78t oy, A A=
EA4EHY FATAE AT A7 IPHL S
O A $A9 Y& A(salt marsh) ¥ 8 2 A)(seagrass meadows)e] AAHQ BE L
&L A3ty stelealE AANEL FE2 FAER AF B 7€ Aol 23S @

=51l
=
-

e

e
o
rl[o

O 71&°] MEd I SHAIYY B 7Y 1 Jled FAHLE EsgA Ve H #
g Ut vt #AAHE FI HAET Vet #& =¥E VLol IS

O #3ERAY 54 ¢dy BE8 F3 A BAE FI52 YeH, ol FT A
B4 AL MR E 78S AN Jow, 2aF o2 fER AA gL 7
g Hole AEFE BAEtd A4 49 Ui dF 5 dAUdEA AV A% A4

o

€ BEHT FAE 7 UAEF BE 77 FRHT AUS
O #HER 54 A B AAE AT FARLI L AL Fol ey, o]g FF¥ BZ

o

FA 7]

i g #AHY T FIHAY 47 €50 AAHAL A+

M

1. ¥ &l4+2] & (marine macrophytes) ©]-&3F e =4 3k 7)o
4dd U 9+ T

FAERD g 298 FANEY HEHEAY F4HE Hrier] A7 7€y AHF
Y7t ANzdelA 71 Wol ol&H1 AF AgEHE WEL DA ExF(unicellular
alge)E ©]&3% bioassayse]™ (Kuster and Altenburger 2007). o]} HIm3jA &4k 4
EZTE o188 AHFAY/ AEY == YETH AANA (bio-indicaton) 2 A 2] o] &2
REAAL 717 23, Fod AZ 8 HAY 2720 HoldHA & Ao
9} bioassayE 9% =FHi} AjZo] o] A8Fo FLHoE @ dHES /AT A
=2

Eklund and Kautsky (2003)o] <l3st®, 1959Q@H-E 200087tA] ¥ &4+ E (marine
macrophytes)% ez fiEde U HHSHS A7 =82 F 82¥W ot °
E dAFeEdA fiEAd gt YelSAHAHNE Y AFF (test species) 22 o] 8-H
A E F5E F 65F010T, F 120714 FEEH tisiA HAHASHEHNE T3












He NEFeE YEun.

# 2-1. 195997 H 20008717 SAHARE ©BFI SUe

£ (Eklund and Kautsky 2003).

=2olA Foln HPN=F

Rhodophyta

Phaeophyta

Chlorophyta

Bangiales

Porhyra yezoensis

Porhyra suborbiculata

Erythrotrichia carnea
Nemaliales

Nemalion multifidum
Cryptonemiales

Grateloupa dichotoma
Gigartinales

Gigartina tenuistipitata

G. verrucosa

Phyllophora truncata
Rhodymeniales

Champia parvula
Ceramiales

Antithamnion plumula

Plumaria elegans

Ceramium strictum

C. flabelligerum

C. rubrum

C. pedicellatum

C. ciliatum

Callithamnion hookeri

Callithamnion tetricum

Spermothamnion repens

Tiffaniella snydereae

Polysiphonia lanosa

P. brodiaei

P. nigrescens

P. urceolata

P. opaca

Brogniartella byssoides

Ectocarpales

Ectocarpus siliculosus
Pylaiella litoralis
Giffordia granulosa

Scytosiphonales

Petalonia fascia

Laminariales

Laminaria saccharina

L. hyperborea

digitata

dentigera

ephemera

. farlowi

Nereocystis luetkeana
Eisenia arborea
Pterygophora californica
Macrocystis pyrifera
Macrocystis angustifolia
Ecklonia radiata

~o~ s

Fucales

Hormosira banksii
Fucus spiralis

F. vesiculosus

F. serratus

F. edentatus

Pelvetia canaliculata
Ascophyllum nodosum
Phyllospora comosa
Cystoseira osmundacea
Cystoseira barbala
Sargassum muticum
Sargassum agardhianum

Pyramimonadales
Prasinocladus marinus
Ulotrichales
Enteromorpha compressa
E. prolifera
E. intestinalis
E. linza
Ulva lactuca
U. fasciata
Ulothrix flacca
Urospora penicilliformis
Siphonocladales
Monostroma nitidum
Cladophora glomerata

Total
26

28

11

ZY M BHnd FeER AHEAYEs #d ATE GFEA olFART. AR
fREo] HAFHEFTES QAR Hrd Zoen, fddEe AFFTLE o8&
=

=2
=%

L 109 #H Y= vf-$ W dAoitk {FIHEL FHE F%5 (Cd Cu, Pb,

....12_



Zn)3} #7183HE (fluoranthene, endosulfan)o] Ue.0], A|PF (test species)o2 o] &
H FL& HXF Uva pertusa (2 3)) (Kim et al. 1994, Z 3 § 1999, Han et al.
2005), ¥=F<A Porphyra sp. (B T, 1999} @4 vlA=={<A Chlorella sp.(& T
2006)E ol&3tdd A3 AAV HiFol .

e

2. 4

S

£29Fe o8 AUSAHIE B 2 TF

AAEA AEZHE HELE 715 ZE FFY FsiEd U axe 3¢4
FFgg olL3lyg AE Aoz FEI Uz £8F AFEHF AAR
(bio-indicators) ® A EAE (biomarkers)& /L3312 st B AFEC] IPHT Y
o HETH dF 2E#H2 JFE V] A3t AAF FE FIAELA =EA
2 F BFA AEns A7 gL 152 2A5E ATFELS APAA Byl oplg
RANNE FRFoZN FHEHY AFHE R FYsy FadA 3¢z @Y
& d7ZAAEc] = BIHI Yt E AT E 53 AUFA HEL o)L BFE A
EEAYI) UYHE AL, olAL AEAHETY AIJAHSHEEY Y 2LPEA
HAE FRstcd 78 =77 2 Aot fER i@ Hd) AYgFEES 43

= ol o3 AEA I A JMeF YsE PxFH EXE F o] AYEL
E3 Qg A dE 299 FAAA 4L HiistEd YoM B3 =830
I g 4 Qo |

O e TAFo] FRFH

dE4 ¥4 (Chlorophyll variable fluorescence)e 2 Ed| 2l {59 Woixe ¢
Folr, F48 YA &89 HAE2E FH3c PHE 839 2 AL W EFH
Ho 2 ANESY FFAHE F3, ol T AE T FHEI 54 F AR

FY3e Zol £ A9 EHoIU AT B A4 JAFHLE ALHE 5L
% &7%34 (PAM Fluorometry) HZ %4 LHE T3l g8542 Uy 34
(Photosystem | =+ D& Aeie} AAAGA AL o wWE AL o #F2E #
= AE 149 27 8% % Kautsky Z3)FAFE& 53 A& AY EH L TES
3, ol o] &3ty A EAHEA AP (Phyto-ecotoxicity testing)e]l ol olg=x Yot

ok

A

_13_



(Tyystjarvi et al. 1999). Kautsky &3+ 4 E& 4= (dark condition)ol] X3t &3
& (dark adaptation) Al F, & At THFL 2AEIY dAE FFo ZFAH
(O-J-I-P)& A RstH, FFFAHAY gt Ay FsiEde & 2EH2Y FFA 3
o EFAEE udth olAL AE yEH 2B U FAEHY SHIES
238y sted M A-dn FES AeE 2 48X ok (Rohacek and Bartak
1999, Rohacek 2002).

Lo
o
>
©
Q
C
®
(®)
=2 ~ '
& o .
e .
// Time

19 2-4. Kautsky e tidt 24% O, [, D, P, 282 T+ AU Kautsky T4
A AFZHEE AA e &Y (Tyystjarvi et al. 1999).

39 2-45 A¥AHQ Kautsky A4 2L 2dF3 ot 428 ¢H AU F,

< AT (¢ ns (nano-seconds)elAl 4 ms (milli-seconds) +&)2] E33& 2ASHY
2e F e ol FAL HE BIA JBAAY 27 AHAFE HAFE AR 73
2 x5S W (BEe 4B Y4 87 2EH2E 2%& o), Fool Al FnuZtAl
2l 7] F4d98 E¥e] HIHE AR LdHFT o]& o]&3e EHF A4 E o
3l FlEA SHEAE FAFS3e YHE NEA A=HT $8HT o

HZ ¥9sta e E OE M2 HE54%7 7IHE F CCD 3% o|9A (CCD
fluorescence image)= A EE FFY A= JAA FAHAEAE Hrlstsd A
o] €51 Ut} (Gravel and Marsalek 2004). 1% 2-5¢ FFFEFAANA RAAE 5
A9 BAHL FRAE BAHY FAHA 27 E v 4RHH (Complementary area)
o2 dHA Ao

_14_



Fluorescence

0 Time [ms]

a3 2-5. 984 Y34 kinetics E4] %, CA: fast part of complementary areas, SCA: slow
part of complementary areas. Fp= 84t Eo] E3Fo] =&d F 2% oy

=23lE A Holo, slow parts § Wz Bt X&H,

with atrazine,
fluorescence intensity simazine, diuron,
T P // alachlor
M . without toxic

. with glyphosate

P

1 minute

.t
A light time

a3 2-6. A EY FFGEAA vAE S AxA (atrazine, simazine, diuron,
alachlor)e] &3}

_.15_



39 2-6& sjAHES FAEL A7 SAHIFl FFRH=JA FEEH wss
HoAZEE Aot SAEZ fFc @t FrEF (SCA9 ¥3E A + doH,
9449 (glyphosphate)o] F7hgo] wat FRAH (SCAOl F7F3t Ut o2& FrAH
Aol Wge HE FPAH7TY EYHY ¥HIHRE NIF22A FHELY FSHEAE
#FL A (7 ms) el £3sHA ST + doe FHE 7 Ao

FELYFE TEY AT PHE JHAY ¥F4LE (Relative fluorescence decay,
Rfd)3}t Adsted o o W wE SANEES EAses 7|IHoes $dszn o
FAEde g EA7ARL & o ¢ olsEy] YA AEe, FAHEET, ATP @
4 5% 2L 54 NEEE ZAST o#dts Zlol ot oY YHELS A%
7o AR AR BARICl E4YFE WE /1P R AW (Early-warning
system)€ T3t o vig FE&Y oz wddr 2822 B dFE FHA o
ol ZAE LI, FAEZZRE AL AETH S B3 YA AHEL AF
YHES RFE3, = Lol & Ao AsHT

_16_



M3 & AWNE =8 S A Z2f

A1d A7 W

ALEA HETHY AL FJAH E&F AF JA A7 GFE FAHER=R
U3 AE2TH AP RS THLE Hriste Zol gdsin. sdHEY 54
FFg ol&F HSAHAGA JoAA, YEZA A S8/t F& xR/ H =
FE o83t L¢e A7 MLsed FHE FAH 221 AN E F A= AALE
o g SHAEAY EFHE Hristed JoAA AFL BEE =7<U Toxy-PAMES A&
Fozn AANE By olyet AEEZFIE U SHERE FAHE F UE Al2E
< ML &z Y B ATE 53 QAUEA HUHES o] &% BE HEFSHAA
e Axe AA 9 Holo g eFEFY e SASEH F8F =77 € Zle=
o3ttt ol E AUFA HIAEY AHAH A7 UM FFEL FF FH
Zeg o8 FAER SAHAATES FYAH, ATEAFHY FHE FH Y @&
=8eg 7|1e4t. E3], H2d 223 PAM(pulse amplitude modulated) fluorometry &
A N2 AFHolx, vigAF o, 4y wE YI€EL AT A olHT
71EEL ALEAd MH3te AAHEEY FHE EHE o83} AT AF=ES
APt o o F831Qh Schreiber et al. 1994, Ralph et al. 1998).

FHA A U AL F S FAMEA AP AdEA HE FHAE 2
E2E ARFoZ AYY F YL ALE /Yt A¢EA AE GEL a9 ¥

S o] 8% AFYHL FFEHU AxA 2L FHEASC] FHAHLE AEY F¥
A V¢ F BA29 BEE AiE FRE FLEHY] Wi olHT SHWEY &80
EgHY AR AA3ATh (Solomon et al. 1996, Voulvoulis et al. 1999). =& F3l&
AEL FFAH 717 L 717 g3 v FAEHE Fed. AUsA HEL o
FHEA =EHUS 9 FEAHE BHY F2E FE3e FA2Y FLAH I¥FE
Ao FFAE YY) KT ZAed AojA B F7AHA ARe] i dT= 730
B xZo Uit HAHAY Ao tiF olgirt 4A3A ol FHo okt Jed Aol
E d3E 53 fERd v #FL AR =28 F Uevdes F4EF 2 BAR
r&o] e AR, JFFAH B wE P FE diFd 77t olFoiF
ol2lof it E] FHPAH BAH) FFE vAE e YAEH FH g FIRAE

_17_



AT =T s R HAHE oA FEAY w2 &L WA adse F
F, 2=, As-89Y A9 F uIEA SAED o2 #H e F AANEY A{E
B T8 2AY 2= I =19 ¥z ©E AUdEA HE ZHAAES
Ze FelEd dE 83 9 2UAE B, AFE 5 ol AHAE F

H #o4¢ Hn A4d 4 Ak /Mg AR sk

1L A& A3 EH]

7L #Ed AUSAHIE AT AEF A

dLEA  HAAE THY UHEHA HEFA HMEF  (seagras)st MRF
(macroalgae) I3 A4 E (halophytes) 5 AElH oz YEHQU YEFEES AY3ly
A gl i FEEY IS HUIEIAT WA HExF FAAAE M AAEY
7} B AdAdE £ FAALE F28 AvAD (Zostera marina, ©18 Z¥)E, =
F FAAe A4 ¥ 2 AHy 98 F& 183 FHEe (Uva pertusa, ©)3}
Z2ae)E, vt g E GAAE FAMs AUR (Suaeda japonica)E Wiz B AT
€ FAIAT. 23U GAHEY PR A pele ARE A3 AFLAE 2N
F A= o3 HEY FFA AP S VI AsAs AEY BFANA #7
Ae 1Y, A UIE A= FA7 Hojof Fel= EF3a, 4P =149 &%
% HEAA] ofdn 4A ol FaEZ g K-S Yt Lol A @Sk
ot} 1A olE Ay SAsle ERF F vlY (Undaria pinnatifida) EAE Ao =2
Z+EF el EZA o3 FHA A 2EHLE SASNAT. T2 AFAMAE TEHY
VA FRAT 22 E AT E AETZFIAES FUietd A4E4A HolA wgo] £
9, &4 FHEZRY SAHIFES B F Jx 98 JMA HEEFIE F
Isocrysis galbana (BEZF)E AY3oq F714Y A+E FHY3AH.

..[

re
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T2 I A8 Bt A A4 E 2 e 552 & 3-1% 2o

E 3-1 FejER A} SAHSE B Y R FHEE 55

4k HEY FR A EY =4 9% 54 2
AEEFIE Isocrysis galbana
(Phytoplankton) | (AR Z )
A z A (Herbicide)
Nz2F Zostera marina
(Seagrasses) A=) A% A (Insecticide)
Ulva pertusa
g (Fg2ste) 384 A | FF4(Cd, Cu, Pb)
T
(Macroalgae) S
Undaria pinnatifida 8712832 (TBT)
(M)
ERAE Suaeda japonica $713%E (PAHs %)
(Halophytes) (A x)

U IAdE FAEZ HHSAHAF7IE AT AEA R FH

FHEA o3 FHAE A F AP 2EH2 SHE AT AR F = 2004d
109, 2005 293} 4] 33 AAH AAEE AATF IE128° 30’ E, 34° 50’ N)
ZZ oA 93 (total length) =7) 50 cm A= AATES ddoz AR AP
o] 43t¥tt. AP AWE AT ZTL AYA ZAIY F}E= NEE U=

2 A7Zld Qs Aol ol gdtger, AHxE Ad FUAY AF 2AUAA
gg ol2n AAsE AAES QAR 20059 19 13 ARstY 4P FY5c 2
HEE dAoZE FERY JFHA A S dFol &oldtA Kol ol dAsr] A
& njgEz AYe o]8d ng e Addx AT FA™ AXF AL A= AR
ANA FlHAMY BAME GFEEITHE A3 ofoldt2o] WA HUd HIALE
Lxs o

A AR v AYrith FUA AABHE Ftd ofol i) Fe F A
Y42 AT AU evd Avs i ABE inW AFE ol§dte P&y

- 19 -



A AF3Pen, 53] 2y oy ZAute FAA FAetd AMHdte FAPES Al
87} AstA @4A Fstd AASAD. 53 AW A A¢E RS F3A RE
£ o438 qFE Bt HHEWRES FY3o AANGT. 283 AGdE 4¥E A
2+at7] A 2-39 F< 30 psu, 15C, 100 gmol m? s, 16413 WF7] stolA AP =
Ao &FAHAT

o 2AEE RS2 ANSABNE AT NEAD 2 EN)

FEA] 93 FEAH A € A2 2EHA FHE 9% AE F o 2006
d 249, 493 549 330 ZAH APEE dATT FE™ =Fg (127° 53E, 34° 57
N) ZzFje} Falld Ad 238 (127° 49°E, 34° 50N)A @3 (total length) 7]
50 cm AE9 MATE Ao Astd Ay o] &3t ¥ ALE HEd=
g $AE $52(126° 33°E, 34° 19N) Z3dhollA Zutefel EAstE 29E 9
Foz 2006 59, 79l APst] AP o] &3t Zoe FH Y AIAXNFE ¢
dagozA szFY HAxFY NGF EAd g FHEA 2Ed2x TEE FHa
stnzt it AUz A9, 2adE AFNA FEiERY] FFAE S & AFol
gol5t] Pol o] thAEy] AT ABEFIES o] &3 FHED FEA As) 4%
S B7hste ATE FUsled, A¥e ojfd HEEFIAEL ATFAAA A Mg

%9 Isocrysisg °)43&9 A3t

APY NEEL LAYES $Ys W Ageith AL Hehe] opolxuxo]
ge ¥ 494z $Ath 4YUE vE 299 oY ARt o%E H4E o83
o R=A ARagien, B3 @9 Yolu LY FyMel RHse] Ayste 23

AEE NEF A 9 Ao HEA FIsd AANGD. 55 29 4R
A$E walsh AoA RES A3 AFE Pt HHBVL Fsel ARG

O
°
283 AYs AP AlFst7] A 2-39 E<¢F 30 psu, 15T, 100 pmol photons m™2
HF7] 16:82 3t AFA A £&AAH.

-1
S,

2. =B A weiEde AF

- 20 -



w314 B Y FlEE L e A 84& 1Y, ERETE S FE
TAE 18 T de HEHY FAEEE AAsA L HEed HF SHIFS
ZbstReh. W7 did AAlER FHE Vi EBe AR wE AzxAg A3A% 2
< FYF, StEFoIY T8 2L F4 TS, AW § YLERE o)&FHE TBT
F71F4SE, /7 W ZHFAEQ PAHsolY WEA EAQ tholSAldg Ze A

of

ﬂti

SAF71EE L2 TESHAULH, A Pt AE FA=ede FE Hod F
e AEE gAY Ut dddA &F EAE oAU S AHEFo] Be B
FES FAFoE HdASA Byl i EFZES E 3-2¢ Zo] AAFAY X FIAE
el ¢ 2 B4 el 2ol 7oA XA A€ =23 W BV AES
o WPFHE Bz Us AEIH FFH7I7E &oldtA ot Hx A HFAMA
AN EHE F dFE AYsALrn, ol& dA}/] AR A=E F7hsto] &
A A2 e SHIFE HrHEA

22PdE AESA9E Hot Y AERE AR HIEY 82 9o 1adE
o2 &o 571% fEd 2F T 4 284 dEAHL FERL A
, QR EFL 713 FHATY Pand wet AR A A B
Ptk 1ahdE AFNA B2t dd FEERY FFHE VT E
wet AzxAY 2FAG 22 IR, A=Y TS T B4 FFE, AW
HeEER o]l§5HE TBTH Z& fF7IFASARE, #7F W AFRAEY PAHso|Y
I &P /7S EES TF3S

2

U
of. ¥ m
L o ®
S 1

oft
tjo

oo Mr ot o
o 2 ox 9

F 3-2. A EC] I FiE WIF Y 2 /ER FF

T& F=d
A 2 A Paraquat dichloride*, Alachlor, Butachlor
23 A Endosulfan*, Methomyl, Chlorpyrifos
FTES Cd, Cu, Pb, Cr(IV), Hg*, Zn
w71 FAEEE TBT
PR Fluors‘mthene, Fluorene, Pyrene, 2'3’-dichlorophenol,
sea nine

« 22 4F U e



3. AN EY B A F=d SHESH

AL TS FRAN e TFE ANBAY) SYAAE B A5 12NN =
£ MR §4 SHAYL FUstAnh 209 A% WA AFE INE At 4%

EA9 BAI B &L FHFAY ¥FE o 8&¥ FFASTE (quantum yield) EFE F
8 ol 2oiZth A AL FTol W FF kinetics®E A7) S8 FAY 3

F Agge g8 #2199 g= (shoot) WA E o]8dtgey, FYATEL = F
QJute 2} sheath® 71202 HUAR 2oz ¢ 10 cm HE YXE v 2FAvig}
Bty A 3t 1A 34t A Ee U w=9 IS S 98 AxAY 4F
AE WS AQYSF By FEFDE ds 1l mg L BEY EEE9E TER, 9
E FA4AA 001, 0.03, 01, 0.3, 1 mg L9 v= Ful& e 2o A9 9%
AzA g 4FA dsixes SHAIY LY & F=E 43ty s & i

Tout 2E@3AF oY, FUFHIFE(TBDH S50 dsiaes s=0 O2 e
AH BT H8to 5714 FEFH Y 2F &3tk 29 Ffoe TBTY F559
A 337HA FETH &3t FFAE AN FFE HEAT 4F dA Y E
E2 2L 3719 HojAd HHEIE 29A7 18 LY WY (02 ymE AFHF 5
o gode FAE Al ¥3m, 15C, 100 wmol m? s7, 1643 HFF7] sl 9643
ZQF wikstEA] 1, 3, 6, 9, 30, 47, 54, 70, 96 AlHAo] FUuArL&E ZHsPoH,
g 1lmg L' 5= AFFE 30, 54, 964zt whE Buk-8-ZT A (rapid light curve; RLC)
< A EAZsA. TBTY A9 EELAE ol E (aceton)e o] &3] TEIU7] WE
o] TBTZ 29N AT+ LT F9 oM Ee] 892 &+ UESE s en, =8 ¢
T3 oM ETS E& oA E tRT (aceton controDE AEA3ATH

=
3

E b

——

7}, FkA4&(quantum yield) A4F 2 FHE-SFAH(RLCs) 7 &

dA24 ¥} 2% (Pulse amplitude modulation; PAM fluorometry)2 &< Z3A
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&S A= o AolA RS, vFgIAFHA JleR2A HZ 8 oj&H1 U
(Schreiber et al. 1994, Macinnis-Ng and Ralph 2002).

LA HETHS FRHE 54 4 RAER SAHHYIE Al FE o] &2 PAM
fluorometry W& Foi2 FA A o= =9 Fo] 4ES T3t FHAd ]85
7V &4 €obd £ UAne A VAL AN dWtFHLe R, AEY AEL &
& HAYAE kA BEE T AEEHEH, oY 4£PARE A 4, ¥F &
B (7] BEEE)olH, 448 APAZE FAFE(P)d A3t 4 (D3 Zo] 3
F3 Al £ Jo

4

0= RO E ASH FAS/FLD WA FAS M

a2 E, FEAY e AFE ¥FAY) (FAF)Y WsE AHFoE FHY F
Atk 714 BR FUhe BRAE 849 FAE vEt

AERA AES FHAY EAF FIEIAZ AT 43N FHEAAE GFT FTFHY
PAM(Walz, Germany)-& ©]83le F#Feo] g YA4&(quantum yields HAHAGE=E
(electron transport rate)& T3tR o™, o€ AU ¥IEE FAHY A7E€ FAHHR
th =T F¥AE-F AL FHIA AoiHd FFAY ¥4E (ETRmax, initial slope)S
T3 FHEFAZ AT FFAPY AsE v, FF& 0 - 1000 xmol quanta
m? sec? ¥l HelA F 9709 JFu (light gradien)ls ZHsz, FFAH-F IAHE&
o] &3t g FFA "wAMFES FIHAT (45, 6, 7.

4t AEo] g FAEZEY 2N Ex BAIT HHELLAEL HU4EL o]
FEHEA LAY AL PFoE FEL FF SHYE ol &8 SHsAT. FHAE B
29] wrg=A ZF 33l 34 I (photosynthesis systemll, PS )¢ B3tst whgo] ik
GA4E EE ¥R E-&(quantum efficiency; @po)2 THS 4 (D} o] A4tEoZY.

@po = (Fin - FO)Fn = A/FAn )
o714, RE &3 8(dark-adapted) delolA e AAYF == 271¥%, Ant 43EH
N oA x&go] s okr|E HU YR, Rlifne AT ANES FAN B8E g
of tid o == FAH SAFLES 9nisty FEA &-&(photochemical efficiency)ol

gn {2/ o
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Genty et al. (1989)° w=WH, FA ] Aol BH8HAQ oz H&Y FATFE
(quantum yield2 S48 ¥F G2 FEH o5 4 Q& o83 d& F 3ok

op = (An' - AIAN = A AR 3)

An'e %A% (light-adapted) AeiolA &30 o3 f=2 FNPF (maximum
fluorescence)& 2Jv|3t™, Ay HHE Fo ti$ 2 F=oA Z71¥F (minimum
fluorescence)& &gtk o7jA FH FA N F3E FA4E (PSI quantum yield;
op)°ll photosynthetic photon flux density (PPFD)E& J3led AxAZ &= (rETR; relative
electron transport rate)& 4] (HZHE A4&8 4 Y (Schreiber et al. 1997, Ralph et
al. 1998).

rETR = ¢p X PPFD X 0.84 X ¢PSII 4

ope PSIY %¥A4=&, PPFDE 3% (photosynthetic photon flux density; w«mol quanta
m? ™, 0.84% AAAE FAo os] FFD HF L ¥&E st oPSIE FA
o] F48 L& guit. 25 gE2d F58 2L FAL1FG FA24 F2L v &
2 yHFAga 71387 HEe] oPSIE REF 0.58 AHS3H.

AgEA A B FHAE BEAL FUste F GA U Ao FFAY HSo=A )
BHRog Ay AFdA ZA st 21" dl Aot (Hemminga and Durate 2000).
E, dUAFAd AAstEsE ABEL UYAoE AuUs AFA P[P EHE 48 B
duldy B FFAH 54 W& Ao & AelE HolA AU FHEDY SAHID
g BHE A% Ao AUeA FA FRCTE AR v R E4o| Mg
Zon, A9 U g HEEY wWE FukE F4d (rapid light response curves:
RLCS)E &A43t7] sl ‘dark leaf clip'& ol &3t ¢AIFAN F g FAHS 73
g

PAM fluoremetryE o|§3td &3d F=o] & AARA LS =(relative ETR)E BlA
g sAHeE AP mAMSFES FIAYeH, FANF & Ade ds 4
(58 AH&3 T (Webb et al. 1974).
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_ B
P (rETR)= P?% (l—exp[ PO; I]) )

m

o714 P FEaAdE F A3, PrE E8FAMY @9 24T A1)
FPAFo2 582 (assimilation numben)s 22 oulE iAW, P& FFAY I
P A4€ (maximum quantum yield)z #HRD AARFEAN AMEIL JAZE BE F 9
= ¥8& Y= e Z (Platt et al. 1980), 23133 ojslolA JFAF-F= 2do =
71 71€71€ verdth =, A do] dojd Aeodes g 4 6)2 ol&dA
(Platt et al. 1980).

_ B
P (rETR)= PsB(l—exp[ PC:; I}

8

- 6°
exp[ 7B I (6)

AAAH & BAS AEE YElE iARselx, Ax AN §e We) Aol 3
A FYHFLE 40D A Pre Posh S8 "ot
FAN & A5 Pux obdel 4 M2 78 & AUk

B

e (g ()

=3, felEde SAYY HildA 2T ¥FE 13E FFS S ke Talling
o] A9 (Cullen 1991)e] &J3ted ofzfel 2oz T3P,

B
P
a

®

Ik=

d¢rEA AETES F AHFH F94E e HES AR F FAEL I ==
tgd o2 xZAZl ¥, PAM fluorometryE o] &3t B34 EA L A0 wE IF
FFA AEFELS 78 dAoIth. o] ARE FMER LF SAHHIY &L F
Aol AZE BAdE FQ ZTAZ o] €8 Zojh
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4 ABNE Z AN A% FEE F5

Zueo} o7 FI=EHCDY old@Zn)g] F APE Y4 AF}A L L3t FHA
oo, &y 9 2o AHAe] BE 2LXE Fol7] Y3t AR FIE HEYste 3W
Aduke EEgWeony, A3 34 YA = sheathZHE oF 15 " 18 cm Y E 7|Fo=
Ao AgR Zo=z oF 15cm HolE Fo] AFel ol &eHth 1ea AdAEY B¢
ol Zvle] AAA (meristem) 7|FLE 4vit) FEE Aeho] A3 old 4
A2 A ¥ F7ME 7] A8 HEL "7ix dFFE & FHE FA AT
T Ao ojgH ¥ Y& Diving-PAM (Walz, Effeltrich, Germany)& ©]8 4z5&
< EAQ3d X7 AZLHE #BAsIEend, 1 AT 2y Y] HE FAFEL ¥E
0.74 £ 0.03 CEZ "% AL FAAT. 23 43} AE L §EHY FF5
=E2AHoH, oF 400 mLY WIdde] FF5F S JIESE 5g AEE 4 HE T Ee
o, & a7 AL Ee ¥Ry Y3t 7] (aeration)s 3FA FTh A3
g% 2249 F4E 2= AN 5U¢ BE AYFE 15T, 100 gmol m? st =
el wjgHAeH, NEAFY ALes RE HYFE TYE ol &3t o] 47}
A GEE MU
& FFE UNTFY AN FFEI] st FAY FHEALE AN
on, FlEEE ¥77] 462 0.1 N Q4] 48 ¥Cdg Agddon, otde iz
7] 24499) 0.1 N g4tel 342 ®Zng FHAZ ol gt £ F=o] @& FT&
F59 de 28] Y5t F34 A% o848 1mgL! ¥EY EFEYL ¥
=1, o]& 3 FI=F-L 0.5 2, 10, 30, 100 xg LE, otde 1, 5, 10, 30, 100 ug

L9 =7 TEAT AL 59949 A FHLE =59 F 2, 3, 9, 94,
12.7, 241 AR 24 E2AHAoH, &4 ATl LGA FA FALLY Arle
= Jle] 2324 2% 463 kBq L £ZIth

HAls 23 53 FF45 F4E dpm@greE FAAHG LW, HFHOE dpm g dry
wt'zZ EAFUT 5o ©E FFE F59 kineticsE A4Sty 934 kinetic 2dE&
W3t o] &8P on (Warnau et al. 1996), 1 4 &3 2o

AL

ol

e

U = Usqn (1 - €™ D
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A71A, Ur & Az tollA F5EE JvEe, Uequ < 3EH o] dojit e o &
F&, k& 545 rHE grdoh

Ao g% FIHY FF EEE S8 AT FAL EZ9 BAEE wel B
Aol Nal 228 ZAZ7F 238 2v sLLEHE o433ty ZAsPoh *Cdol 2%
3AAe] W& (photon emission)& 22 keV tldolA, ®Zneo] <3 FAR w&L1115
keV diqolX SHHAUT. BHA &S T3 TAT A7l g SAHALLS 58 5
ojlen, o #HEL EE YA A7} w3y S F3 dpm (disintegration
per minute) &2 A3t H ).

5. 3|4+ A& F Ay =2 W FA A A(photosynthetic pigments)
Ely

of
B
ol

Zoee] A FAER SHAAA 4% 23 W JFFA ML FF9 ZAE A¥R
7] 91t FiEd 96AL =& A F Zod GAAERE A 22 mme ZE23
HE o]&3lyq FA t=3E <o BIA H2FFE BY3AT @y 23 Y

£24 2 (Chlorophyll 8¢} €&4 b (Chlorophyll ), 281 712 ¥ iO]Eé] S B4
7] A8 96A EAFAH 4¥S FET F FA 23 E UED, o] ARE ¢F1
F ZYE ¥ H vialdl Y31 DMF(N,N-dimethyl-formamide; CsH:NO) 4 mlg& 73
F, YgaolA 2043t o] WA MAE FEIJT. FEH NEE EFFEAE
o] g3t Z+ =3 H(664, 647, 480, 725 nmE FHEE =38t Wellburn (1994) 4o =
Aot 23 7 HA2FFe 452 a9 T3 v T FHE A%
ER4ERI BER 2T FY ¥ U AFFHAA Y 47 E4EA

6. FrelEd 2 = OF BHSHIE B}

AN ES] FFA UF Y d tF FAEDY HAFEES B3] HAdtd 72
ANt 34 SRAEES FRdA FHY A9 9A AZE ZFE MY YFHE
NELE AALE AANHNLH, 2o A A HYE st HAZH 7=
Zeto] o] gEHon, o] A4F U A AEESS BEF AAHE UF 2EH2EZR
B 3&3771A o FHE 3F Bt BXEGATH A A Ee AT FHEAY T2A
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=4 23S FYPAE FFE ol &F FFAS4E (quantum yield FHE T3 o|FAFS
Av)o) 7S WEAM wet Hu 150-200 cm o)A I/ Aelr] WEe) HA Y=
(shoo)E WALZ EHFEE Frsrlde 5471719 U o 47 A8
Bl A7 R HA d=x F 39 YleahWe Pt Fkat 4&(quantum
yield e ZAsgen, FAHA JEAFLE 30 A9 sheathE 7|22 FUR Zo
2 o 10 cm HE HAE o EAAvi dEEY SR AA 4 A= P
Fxo FFL 2] Y8 AxAS AFAE WET APYSL R FHEASEL 1
mg L (1000 ppm) 59 E&EL£YL WET, oS FAAA 003, 0.1, 0.3, 1 mg L9
$= FHjE TES 3%

7} wd 2 o3 s ST 97t

g2 AZHdME fIdey, 2adE 74 F7ME AEEFIEEZFR)A O
¢ 9d FHEAY SAHIY B/HY A A FAEHSY F=7HE 003, 01, 03, 1
mg L2 gEgon, 16:8 Y3719t 100 «mol photons m? st #F=A, 20C =7 3
A APFAT. FERS 4F A &F Ao Fuld Hlo]A LFAA sF FU
Yo YPJHE UE F 1UEER WY AEEZFIES 2% FUHA =E2ANH
t O3 FEEde 9T SHIFY AP HESTHIAED =R, HE2RE WY
2 2F AFsgen, bdF FIHEY THL AZRAE JELE o AxA + &FA
(Paraquat dichloride + Endosulfan), A|Z4] + $&<% (Paraquat dichloride + Hg), 18|11
A zA) + §718%E (Paraquat dichloride + Fluoranthene)2 &E¥ate] Z4zhe] &4k Eof
=&t AF3AT. AEEHIE, Ed, 282 B ¥ OF FHER =&
U3 EAYYF ks IAE9E 9 fElEd S o8 4821 TH3A siq 43
FRon, AEA + AZA =& AxA + FEFEY A= Y FHER 4 482
F}Z ulgtoz 0.1 ppm °©l3 FZE4A 4 = T4} (0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm, 0.05 ppm +
0.05 ppm, 0.08 ppm + 0.08 ppm, 0.1 ppm + 0.1 ppm) FZ A APsFFon, AxA +
FNEFEY ALEs HEEZFIEY 7ol 003 ppm + 0.03 ppm, 0.03 ppm + 0.1
ppm, 0.1 ppm + 0.3 ppm, 0.1 ppm + lppm FEiEZANA T2A 7t T =&3td AF3IA
on, Zvgel Ao AL AxA + AFA, AZxA + FTEY B+ T F=
Tul =X AdFtuh
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Zotefot 2] Aee A i SHANEES 2L 279 Hlo)A HHERE 2
A 1.8 Lo wike (0.2 ymZE A3 o U4ES JUME Q) ¥z, 15€, 100
umol m? s, 16A1Zt HF7] stolA 7242k Bt wistHA 83 (1, 6, 12, 24, 36, 48,
60, 72 ANTA) AE FIFAFEE FHYoH, =7 &R, 36, 2N LA o] WE F

ik-&-341 (rapid light curve; RLCs)S &7 &4 39t 424 (Endosulfan)$} #7381 &
(Fluoranthene)®] 79+ EEEYE ofME (acetone)E o|-§3) THEUY) W&o A3A
% F7ISHRER LA AGTE FET ¥ ofHECl B0 F UES sgon,
=3 EF3A otAERE WE &9 t=F (solvent controDE HA YT FEHEA
EEHE T YUY FFo2 Uddty A adg A& e JFdL H
7beted 5 M AAE 0.7 4M U8F FE (NP ratio 16)7F H =8 st

7. B2 S4T4d 874805 A
7h 87482 F 2N BE FAERY SHIYE HU)

848U F 2= 9% e S4I9YHAY EFAanE 2437 Yo 37
vl (10, 20, 30C)8] 2=z & e AFdFeHd, FiEd =& =+ 1xdx 4
TAHE vtg o2 A xA|(Paraquat dichloride)d] 739+ 0.1 ppm, 4+&A|(Endosulfan) 0.1
ppm, $5%(Hg) 0.1 ppm, 283 7]38&E(Fluoranthene) 0.25 ppm X XA 724
B¢ =E8e AFSAT. FEAFE AL 1, 4, 10, 24, 36, 48, 60, 72 AIZHA
ZA3sPer, R wWeE Fie FAH (RLCs)Y &AL 1, 2AA AT &3

U 87380 F IYE =S fE fAERY FHIY ot

8489 F 9%Y =T 9% fA2Y SHYYA] BGEAE 2H8] 9
stod 4 =09 PP FE THE heH 2ol BEUTH
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(I¥H =N OE 2 SAHAIYTF H7D

FE=TH AMY B | Y = N:P ratio
Low Nitrogen Low Phosphorus (LNLP) 5 0.7 16 : 1
Low Nitrogen High Phosphorus (LNHP) 5 7 2:1
High Nitrogen Low Phosphorus (HNLP) 50 0.7 158 : 1
High Nitrogen High Phosphorus (HNHP) 50 7 16 : 1

FHED =& Tt AR A7EHE HBoE 25W8d o0& ZA4YY Bt
AY3 FL3A A xAl(Paraquat dichloride)] 749+ 0.1 ppm, 43 A|(Endosulfan) 0.1
ppm, $54(Hg) 0.1 ppm, 282 738 8&E(Fluoranthene) 0.25 ppm X ZZo] 724
¢ =23ty AU FAAFE L 1, 5, 14, 21, 28, 38, 51, 72 AZtA
Aoy, @ ME Fute TAH RLCY &AL 1, 2AA AT S8R

8. =B 7I He] FF3E AT vln 43
7} 484 54 249 2

B dFdA A48 did EFEE 2R AAE HE o do AFA, FEE #
71EFE, AzxA FH F UEIY EF F Y AAZEAAD. AHE EFE=
endosulfan (&% A)), Hg ($54%), fluoranthene (f718%E), paraquat dichloride (A]ZA))
ol E A7 HdAE HAY HFEE ¥ 3-379 2o AY BEF AR A% o
AR oz FRY) Ade 24 2FE=E 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001 ppm elA HNA AA3FLH,
o] ¥9 37] 449 AAE EUYE HF 4F T=& AU
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# 3-3 AYo A&E SHEEY FF H A =

Group Chemical Experimental concentration (ppm)
Insecticide Endosulfan 0.001, 0.003, 0.01, 0.02, 0.04, 0.06, 0.08, 0.1
Metal Hg 0.001, 0.003, 0.01, 0.02, 0.04, 0.06, 0.08, 0.1

Organic compound Fluoranthene 0.001, 0.003, 0.01, 0.02, 0.04, 0.06, 0.08, 0.1

Herbicide Paraquat dichloride 0.01, 0.03, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1

V. ARE v M ZFUsochrysis galbana)e) Wi ¥

B A3 AP QA lochrysis galbanas (F)V A8 R A g4 jdEed AE
< A8 1 galbanad] W& A wiX& /2 ¥}A(Guillard, 1983, & 3-H)E ©| &3}
A, FE A% B=+= 500 lux, FF7)= 16hr:8hr (light:dark), %=+ 20 £ 1T
o}, A4¥§ Wi autoclaveR B3I EHISQ L, WiF F FEAHE FANAL F
71 3R stk Ao ALg" MEL A$AA AH(exponential growth phase)e]
2% AAE ol &3tA Tt
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E 3-4. f/2 iR & FFHE =4 (Guillard, 1983)

Nutrient Final concentration
NaNO; 75.0 mg/l
NaH:PO, - H.0 5.0 mg/l
Na, - EDTA 4.36 mg/l
FeCl; - 6H0 3.15 mg/l
CuSOq4 + 5H,0 0.01 mg/l
ZnSOy + TH,0 0.022 mgfl
CoCl; + 6H20 0.01 mg/l
MnCl; - 4H,0 0.00018 mg/l
NazMoq - H20 0.006 mg/l
Thiamin - HCI 0.1 mg/l
Biotin 0.0005 mg/l
Bi. 0.0005 mg/l

o 43 34

7t FEYUE FHld A2 S0ml §F9 FIUAAY A FA2Td) ¥, aUER
gHe e GNF wA=FUsochrysis galbands HF MAEL=7F 1 - 2 x 10°
cells/ml o] =5 FY3IA. 4F QY 27 B3 30 ml 0|, 7] wA =R A
ol & o]RAARE wjAE FYIJAT (/2. 4 F=E BEFE 3I4Y EHEHT
oA FHlEd 43 &71€ 200 rpme® dHHo=2 IHHIE W H%rI(shaking
incubator)oll ol 9641 ¢ HiFE AT Wit T F1E shA ¥, Axe
BE SAsH7] S5k 24, 48, 72, 6AIA win} 2 mlYy AFAE FHIAAT. A X5
F3L Yo AYUEE AT HEFE ddo] AH AstA Fh3, FFIFT S
A F ol A AEFE2 SN Axast FRFL] FBBAE Fe17] A%
o Bxe mAZFE TEAS BEZE ¥ F, 47 AEa9d FFE FAA F
st & Atolo] ARABAHNE TeAT (TE 3-D.
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Log (F) = 1.0144 x Log (C) - 2.518
R? = 0.9944

Log (C)

a3 3-1. s v NRFY Lochrysis galbana®) MEZFC)S FFFHE e FABA

2t 25 A

E4EE 4 =8 9 AudEE SA3"E ¥FFS 1™ 19 BAHLog B -
1.0144 X Log(C) - 2.518)& EUiZ 39 AEXF=E S, At H4FE O & A<F
g A3 e ol &3ty g3 Zo] AEAT.

At B2E (© =[n Co - In (Co) / t,

old, te MFAT (), Coot GE 22t 271 R t At A} R} MEFolT

ol 4 sebdE A4S

Ay ZAF22E NOEC, LOEC, EC50¢ =4 IaHHE 4&3doh. NOECS =+
M HAEN BFAHLE FAF A7t fle ¥= F HAWFe=, LOECE =79
EAAOE §o%F o7} AE FE F HAFOE 4ESHR, FA A AsE A
A& Dunnett’s t-test(FJ5E «=0.05& °l&3 %t EC502 HFE°] =79 ARl
AEE 2 g9 FEFHE 9vdn, EAY 7 F=E HEIMLEREH maximum
likelihood method2 4A+&3t9 3, 5458 292 Probit 2d-& F &35 54 st
B 429 2E #AL Toxcalc TE 1AL o] &35y F3PHAUD.
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A2d A7y HE R 2

IAEE AFdA s 2oy, 29, 92 5 i8I et dgy Sy
N 4F e I9Fe 91U aFd Qe 4 AAsHAT B ATl
Aol 8% AU ARz L HEe A AAHLEE fFAERY Ay FF U
ATV v EE Aol Aot A £ d79 13 dxdAe fAEEY 9%
< AFHE F e A% e AAFs] 8 g =8¢ 3k 53] Any F
% F5%d de 482 A AAFHLE HE ARHE Ao ¥F FF&Y A
e A2 9FE FEF o 7EHA A5E FLE F UL Aolh

AAE FFME 1A A= AHEEHY AFFoE o]8d 2o I F
AEHQ SEket Ao A B YA E (macrophytes)gtol obd Aoz nlA

Z% (microalgae)?! MEZF (locrysis galbana)o] g 4F &2 JFL F93}
71993 71 AEEA A48E AASGET 23 dRdAE 13 dxdA AASE fa)
EdY Y& AFE JIME o83 F o TFAFLE tUF FIER, B FH 84
I A FAEZY SHEHRE U] A8 BE =88 ST

A= AFdAE 1A 23 E A7 2T AELFFSHHE o8 VHs4SF
Ade] 223 9 AHLYLS s vAzFA ARZF (Socrysis galbanade A3 ES
endpoint2 ©] &3t Fe)SAHF7IE AR =5 FHEA i BEH AAA
(bio-indicato 2 H A4 ES ol 437l AT e ATEY St BRRAE BT
reviewg AAZFFLH, FAERD W Y ESY F-RNAE X (species-sensitivity
distribution, SSD) ¥4 2d< o] &3ty FE Ay 54L& HU3A

B 7oA Z dAEE A4 A% dFUEE ofdlst gol TEHA oo A
oA AT

(1A =)

- gelEdd =28 2o FYH 2 FA 48
- o2 96AT FHSH L] % Toe MagFe) W
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oy

ol
N

- &9 7 FFE FF A
- Zd g FE5 £ FMERY SHEH
- ¥ % (halophyte)®] FUAFE (effective quantum yield)oll th3t FiE-2 EA

- &y (seagrass)e] FUdA4& (effective quantum yield)ol gt falEde 9

QAd E)
-449 9 OF FEA =8 MAEERFY T2AN FHFAH ¥
- OF FEEd =21 Zo 2V 2NN FHFAH 9
- 8738 F 2= ¥ YFuse 498 /i Ane A diF oF

=49

BARdx)

- FAEH AT VASAHL e EEHE AT v 4F

- A ER ¥ BESHH AR (bio-indicaton) A sj4HA B2 o] & Wt
- A HETS BT AHVE vEE A% F-UEE 22 29 (SSD modeD

L FEdd &8 23 ¢4 B FA T

Zuge] g FEZY 6AL FAFAH ARE AV Ao BHHE FAE
o] 22N F 1143}, 48A17E, 96A1tA ) 54 83 A (PAM Fluorometry)$
olg35le wE Fwr8=ZAH (RLC, rapid light curve)® A HHY 3-25 3-3). HA
B A7E 539 AR 13F9 #HERD F A=A (Paraquat), 434 (Methomyl,
Chlorpyrifis), 2812 %7]38¢E (Fluoranthene, Fluorene)ol x&AIA ZFA37 Ji-EJA
o] AxtE 19 3-23 Zsith AHEZY 54 ARE 08T F e YT I¥E=
g AEsr)el 9A Zo FEAP dF A LE vEE LotRy] Hstq AzA 9
Az, f7188E dEiME 44 dd = =EANFAT =¥ FET Paraquat,
Methomyl, Chlorpyrifos®] ¢ 0.1 ppmell, %713%E % Fluorantheneol= 0.25 ppm,
Fluoreneol= 2 ppm 50 =2AA Zdd A A As) A=E FHAS A
%A Paraquat 0.1 ppm X9 =23 2y sty 11AZE, 48A12E, 96AA S A
3 ARALL-32ZH (ETR vs Irradiance curve) 23& 19 5-13 2t} Paraquat 0.1
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ppmell :=Ed ZIHZRE 1LANZLA AT wE PEJHAA F33% FEAH W
TEE 2T HEIHHE o, d2TAMY Hd AAHNZE (ETRmax)2 54.7¢1312
™ Paraquat M7 27.52 tizel v o 49% £EE AP o, o ual
AAAZGE-F FAH & FFAE HEA 27 71€71(e)=E 2T 0.29914 0.22 &
o2 oF 23% ZAaFHATE olF 48AF 6AAY AT AFANME FAE AFHE
Huen, AAAEE-4 FAY 2771&71€ oF 0192 FlER iy =& Aztol
AoAAFE Fo O VS £EE P4 Zade A2 YeEygd. ZFAY
Methomyl®] 73-%-ol RUoiA= Paraquatoll Ae} FAG ARE BRFoH, 7] 1A
2o v HWHAAZE] & 48% FELE FAdGon, o]F EANNE ©
ol Zie HolA ¢skern I FHE FANAGW AAASE-F FAHY 2I)NE
7] =& 1IANA ] oF 20% ZHAolA 96AIA = F 30% BEZAA A B o
& 27 HSEE EF FAA FAEUT E TE 2ZF AU Chlorpyrifosel tishAe
96AIZtA o] Hr) HAAADTEL oF 30%, 277187 F 42% A= BAs49T $75%
E<¢ Fluoranthenes Fluoreneel =28 Zge AS= 11AAC HRARAZE|
247 30.9¢ 26.92 tizT o HIs} o 50% TELE AASAT EF AAHSE-F F
Aol 7171715 2447 02322 oF 20% FEOE2 a3t AT 11AZL ol F 48
AIZEFE 96AZEA L] AW AAAZEL HxT FEE FAGALH, 27 VLR ER
96A1ZtA Z+2 0.213} 0.182 tixTol Hls) o 40% FE71A Fastth

718 %& % Fluoranthened Th&W&F 342 (Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons,
PAHs)®| dFo 2 T AEZE AX FAZEN $FFHH, 53] A& e AF
o] ALeE Hx 10008 FE7A 2HEE Aoz &4 lth Brounson et al. 1998,
van Hattum et al. 1998). PAHs®] ¥Z< benzolalpyrene2 ZZH/< Fucus, TXF<U
Furcellaria, 5259 9% Enteromorphad) ZZ L2 JAF3do dRE QAlEAE 9
8 BaEY fiFES =3 U AVt 2dE JR2s Aoz 4#A Yo (Kirso and
Irha 1998). Fluoranthene2 A3t Z3 o AMRA FA o wA&= &S 2AY =0 &
T2 AUT (B T 1999). A fEAMEAE A 8] Fluoranthene 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10
ppm FE 5F =EAA FAAA ARAHNE ARG 1 23 0.01-1 ppm F=
Tt A A 591 A = Fluoranthenes £33t AHAE EJon, FRI HRANE B
ol A ¢utt. &A%t 1-10 ppm FHAA FE4 a9tk carotenoids A AaFTFol HA 3 Fa
He 238 BdE d7YTh
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Legend o
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. 11h 20 -
n 48 h
A 96 h

] 0
1200 0
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g S

800

40

20

1200 0

| Fluorene - 2 ppm

i 3

400
Irradiance (umol m2s)

800

1200

0

400 800
Irradiance (umol m2 s)

1200

1200

A=A (Paraquat), &% A (Methomyl, Chlorpyrifos), &7183%%

(Fluoranthene, Fluorene)el tis] A3 Z el whg& Fu-3FHRLOANAY

FE As.

AT AFA=

A4 &3E(TBD
ag 3-39% #2o. &

u

o

17§

T8 H(Cd, Cuy, Po)oll =2AA AL 4 FHE
T3 DEER SAHANE

(single-chemical toxicity test)}& A@% 959 FHEFA 5 2 FFHAN 13 4F

A ¥ HAEe FAERLS Fr1FHEEE (TBDY AL
E4ERE A 22N F 1IANRAC wE FREIHE

HnsjA Ho AADRGES J|ELE F 8%l T&

99% A3 o olate] AL
of 2% AFANMNE © ol FYAHL Y

FAE

UNeH,

sg.om,

2 vebgth 96412 34
Z30E o ojv xF
=49 z771&7e
AT 11X o] F 4827} 96AIZHA
§etoz BFNEL o

= TBTA k& A 1A AYEA Zduz) G449 a7t E4H7] AFsed,

10A1zel AUBAE A9 M5 Zd =23 e o o4 334 A

A ¥ Aoz AFIAUY F59 & FFRY FH Cnd I AAZMe $HFHY

&7} dotsl
A

g A fEskA geo. AT, F4o 497 (butyDu #'d”] (phenyDst 22 #&
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717 AgE f71F488E (TBT =& TPhDS Z¥F AE SAHo=Z As) Hure 3}
Hu 5 72F §9 ®4d HEY RIS #UAd= WLEE (antifouling paint)ut
biocideZ ‘dz] &85 itk (Hugget et al. 1992, Pflugmacher et al. 2000, Terlizzi et
al. 200D. 23y °olF R7IFHETEEC] F38 A FRAMNE F FA AEL Yoy
< FE3E UlEuA FolE3 (endocrine disrupting chemica)E L& AAA e
H R B2 I7hlA AMEE AlRsta o A A 43 £EY fr1F48%
o] T A¢8A I3 glon, st AV He LY9=39Y jUER EF
H 31 gk (Shim et al. 2000).

F3%(Cd, Cu, Pl =& AlA Zae 96AI1t FASAHE F3% 2, dAg2
2 1ADAC 27 B3NS de HAxAg & v 50% ol Fade ARE
Bon, Mg FRgIdoM FHE AWAARNSE S 722 & 9 E(Pb) > T
(Cu) > 7I=ECD €22 FHEA7 dehvdes 22 SFAZFHJT. AA Ft=FHCHY 4
T LIAEA S AAALE-F I 27] 7]&7& HET v oF 30% A= Z4st
Hem, A 96A A A= 43%7kA] & FACwE Ft=F vE F o 54
EARE BHAFI eon, HF 6AIAN ST FHY 277 E 2T HF
oF 54%7kA ZHA AT old ¥tE] d(Pb)e A= AR SAT FHY 277
717b & Tl 3] 95% ZAIAeNE BT, 6AA ST wWE FugF
o] AL HEIE A4S B AL AR ENAAHNA TAF LFZ AT Ao
wad

2o i3t FEE L B6AT X FHAEFH E F4 miAHSFEE £4317] A8l
AT TU LAANL NAHoR oYY FAsE (qQuantum yieldS ST ZIds 2
g 5-6°A4 EoF3 St} 964 FU¢ 5FY AzA% AFA, FU18EEd &€ 2
gefe dATEL AAFHLE &N AAsHEA Tadte AEFE AT EY O
A2 LANRARA = §AA ZFadte AFS B9 ©E 1IN o) F 67 = ¥R
F&9 FUh ZAE NE3I= AFAE BRI AzA G AFA, VSR EA =&d
Zug o] FAFEe W3E 27 vmed vt Y AR YAFEL 2T
Hlg] ¢ 20 © 33%7tA ZAdE FAEFES EAS dzTo HE) MR BRI fAeE
ZaE B MEgTe 4F5AY Methomylst Chlorpyrifos 0.1 ppmel =28 AHIFHL
o, 7}4 3 7#4E& B Mg Fluoranthene 0.25 ppmeoll x&¥ X & 77t % 20%
o ZAE VMR HL TAE EJH

L

rx

ht
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60 60 -
TBT Cd

v
'_
Legend L
o Control
. 11h
] 48 h
A 96 h

0 400 800 1200 0 400 800 1200

rETR

[ 400 800 1200 0 400 800 1200
Irradiance (umol m2 s1) Irradiance (umol m-2 s-1)

1% 3-3 $82d 2 47134888 (TBDT £34 (Cd, Cu, Phol 9@ zote) 2%
e A,

TBTY] 5714 = FHle] =28 Zode ¢ =9 &AL F718tEA 25
g FAFEE A&FHo2 ZAPD 53 =2 27] 1LINIAA FAs+E4 343
A ZaEe AzAG AFAd =238 AT FAS AHE BoH, 1A o]F %
NAAY Zae i A Fide AL 2Ac 53 TBT 1 ppmell &8 2
gefe} A4 =& F 2/ Dol FAFLEL dE=Tol v 92% oY iAo, o
Z o] A7l A&HUT FFE =E2E 2o FAFEY HEE dA=E 7o
(Cu) > & (Pb) > FI=F CHY €AZ FAFEd Hd SAHEH7} FsiA vEn. =
Z x7] 1INZAANY FA% 24 TBTS FABH vegten, =& S35 s
E fAR AFe Btk 1A ol F BARAA Y FAFEe] Wt FAaS FUHE
BRI QAT AR Zasts 4%E B3 HEFY ¥ /MR 2eEL 1 ppmell x
23 Zyge) 6AAY FAFEL tzTol us o 30%7F AR, 7 A
Qo= o 53%71 At FI=Fo v B =4L ZE A2 JEINOH, e H
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Fole & 31%7t a2 EA JlEFF ¥ A=Y EA4ES BHAS. 7E 1 ppmel
28 g dAFEY e b AYTAe dEA 1AL ojFdE YAFE
of ALH o2 HAastAY FAHE ZFE BN o & & M7 A =2
o] A<yl w2t FAFEY T FLaE WESs AT 6L SHEAHE 48F
43 21 4 BEF7IE =HF22 A8 Yol s ¢ (dark condition)ol A& -3
e SAHEA BWdn FHRIA detds R, Ho] Foixe wAH ight
condition) dtell A= Zvefe] FFHLE A A4zt FATE FHo| FAHFPLE U3
FAFES F7teh A7 FREHNY AoE woddg. AT SHAANI} AR FRE
TBTY A4 L= 78 AHYFAAE o3 FAFE&Y F7is ALt #2HA
@2 Aol of @Al W& WFole & Aolth,

S

o

0.8

R S PR

04

e ——= G ontrol
-| ——e&—— Paraquat- 0.1 ppm

——&——— Methomyi - 0.1 ppm

——e——— Chlorpyrifos - 0.1 ppm

- ———&—— Fluoranthene - 0.25 ppm

—————— Fluorene - 2ppm

C+—T—T—rT T 7 T T T 7T 711 © T 0T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100

0.2 4 0.2

Effective Quantum Yield (AF/Fm’)

08

=4
@
1

Legend for
TBT, Cd, Cu and Pb
—e——— Control

———— 0.01 ppm
—&—— 0.03 ppm

Effective Quantum Yield (AF/Fm’)
o
o>
1

—e— 0.1ppm 0.2 - 0.2 -
—a——— 0.3 ppm - -
——— { m
PP 0 T T T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T T T 1
o] 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Time (hr) Time (hr)

a9 3-4. FER SAAT % 2oy FA+E (Effective quantum yield)e] 964
W3

Zoghe) FFAH FASFE (T=96h)e] P& FHEHY FSAHEF A TAH +«
AL Ay Sl BAAYE PP (paired T-test®} one-way ANOVA), 11
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Ass ® 3-59 3-60lth. AxASt F/15RE vY FEzANM AT Doy &
A5ee 2T vastgen, AxA % methomyl %ol EFS} F9F Aol B
gtk (F 3-5, p < 0.05). §712% (TBDH F24 (Cd, Cu, Pbol talM 2@ 2ae
BE4 FRA4E 2 TBT (p < 0.00DS Cu (p < 0.0De] B= Zvtel whet $o)g =4
Ae) FHolB BAT (F 3-6).

£ 3-5. Zo#ie FFAE SFATE (T=96h)) miX= AzAYL F718FE SR o
3l paired T-test 23},

fER T value df Probability

Paraquat -0.065 4 0.951
Methomyl 3.478 4 0.025*
Chlorpyrifos 0.835 4 0.451
Fluoranthene -0.849 4 0.443
Fluorene 0.609 4 0.575

® 3-6. Zuge 3R FAFE (T=96h Pl 71545 F535 SHER A
one-way ANOVA ZA 3},

fHEA Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Probability
TBT 0.721 5 0.144 14.948 < 0.001%**
Cd 0.044 5 0.009 0.861 0.521
Cu 0.183 5 0.037 5.350 0.002**
Pb 0.095 5 0.19 2.068 0.105

2. Sl EAS] 96X FASA Eabe] oy B 2L W

Zutefo] FFAE U FAEZDY AL SHEARE SFAT F, oY AR R
A MATF HIE doliy] Y3t A E FEd BA3UT. 19 3-5= 4o
Bt M AageFe]| digk A XA (Paraquat), A% A (Methomyl, Chlorpyrifos), #713%&
(Fluoranthene, Fluorene)ell 96A1t =& F AT ¥ E RHAF3 ot dAE A
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ZAY AFA, #7182 E 25 2oy F}AE A2 FFd g FRE 9T AU
ow, 53 F7184EY B5 Zoe MAFF L Mio v g A FE¢& v]A X
BUT. FHEE F AUHLE /MY & S vl EFL 4FA) F ChlorpyrifosZ,
2T Q&4 a o] 245 g glol HIsh 96AZ =3 A F, 2L a9 FF
o] 2.24 1g g2 °F 8% AE FAFoH, A=A bE PE2TAAM 1.66 g gloldoL} 96
AN ¥ 145 g g2 oF 13%, FIEExOl=E WETIA 0.760 pg glolont, 9643t
¥ 0.67 ig g2 oF 12% AE 2tz FAIUT AT =X be FtRE x| =e]
HEL ag Hl&L ET9 Aorl AY gle ALE Jehyd Mio oid FHERAY
FE¥ol EF i JFHA S-S RANIY 3-5). A2A Paraquate] & 2z}
B MAgFo] MslE 24 a9 A 222 g gloz Uz vl F 10%, 9=
A be) AL 151 pg g'O2 oF 10% FH2Exo|=E 0.66 g glO2 oF 13% AT 27
2239t =T JEA b FlEExolEd WE P24 a9 HIEL AEA
Chlorpyrifose} FAH ZA#E R34,

| chiorophyi a (mg g F.W) ] chioro phyll b (mg ﬁ_* F\ﬂ)__ | carotenoid (mg g* F.W)

1.6

3 ] ‘_L T —
_ . o — ‘

E
2.
o
-
N
Q.
=8
o
£
%
E e
c.
g
[~}
=)
L

0.8

-0.1 ppm_

Methomyi-0.1ppm * - |

—

04 |8

Chlorpyrifos - 0.1 ppm . |-Hi

Fluorene - 1 ppm-

Paraquat -0.1 ppm

Fluoranthene - 0.25 p
Fluorene -1 ppm.

Chirpyon 41 pe

Methomy! -0.1 ppm.

methomy

Paraguat - 0.1 ppm -

0 0 0
2 . 4 - . .
Control Chlorophyll a/b Ratio Chlorophyll a / Carotenoid Ratio
Aceton Control - 1 =
154 = — [ /& 3 -
L] [E] L& £l |&
14 e ?:E - 40 24 lg LB a 3 \;
2 8 |5] IS 8 |8 [5] 3] |&
— [+ s ] Fel 9 fe b= g Y o
el (91 (el |E ‘sl [S] el [8] e
ST1E LB LR 12 ‘5| B |5 |E] 2
g 18 |E & |8l (B [8f &
TLEl (81 8] |8 TUE (8] 2] |8 |8
o LIl =] jof [&] 0 a| |=] 8] el |&

138 3-5. f3EA F A=A (Paraquat), &ZFA (Methomyl, Chlorpyrifos), #7133%&
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(Fluoranthene, Fluorene)ell 2|3t Zoejo] J3A o3| v

F71F4 3888 (TBDH 534 (Cd, Cu, Pb)el SAH &) 2% Zvy FPA Aa
gFe Wsle f3EA ZZo disty 58419 FEFHE BHEL, AL =& F ¥
EEE MAUFE SS9 2450 (29 3-6). 1A HER F MR AEA &
ol B MagFel dFE v AL {FU1FH HFEQU TBT ooy, F349
BdFE 79 Cw > 7t=F Cd > & P €2 SHEAI} Z8A Jdetgt. §71F
4 3138 TBTY A% 001 ppme] ¥ = =& 2o 279 vmste 482 a
o] BEE 235 o2 2o s oF 4%, HE4 be A$ 154 2 oF 7%, FHEE k0|
T 0752 % 1% AE 2z A% 28y TBT 1 ppmoll =423 Zdvels 94
a®l 7% 001 2 =7 H3) o 99%, HE2L be A% 0.03 &2 98%, 7tEEXxol=
o] 3¢ 004 o2 °F 95% Z7} ZHAadte] F¥AY Autgo] AF JetvA @kt TBT
FTxo o2 Ay BFAH AT Wsle= 001 ppmolA 0.1 ppm7bA FEA ML
#qFol FASA ALY, 1 ol FxA FFAH NAFFL HAZ RS
FAHL Ao, oln FF}AY HagFo] 90% ol €S © oA FHAEL & F
e Ao BRAAY, AFEH 2 AEvesol o o AEHA AU FFE
Z 78 (Cwe F$++= 00144 0.1 ppms=7tR = JEFA AT Fo] dAHSA FA3s
AN, I ol Fe] FEA 1 ppm7tA] FIHE MAFFe] FHIA FiIe B
€ 2P0 AL FYHE v|FFS (trace metals) FolA F2 Cwy ofd Zn)o
2L AR uF FEL AEAANA d5HA FFLolnt (Lyngby and Brix 1982, Lobban
and Harrison 1997). A5k & (Ag), 7t=F (Cd), & (Hp)L IFF¥4L7t olydEA 1
E4L v$ 72 Aoz A AU (Ralph and Burchett 1998). =3 34 F 4%
nFFEEL BF AAdFHoE EAs EARA 4A FE oM E Ao YEY
A ¥E 54E€ Bo dREY FFEEC] HAHEY BFA s AAHA FAHS
ZAT, 4ol 2EHE TR FEL HANEY TR ¥ AYSAd g 44 g2
Uebd = Atk FIEF (CHY B B2 5 FF (0.01904 0.1 ppmelM e T=71 &
7Vl wet B MLgFe] FLE EALY, I o3 FE FEAdMAE R A
AFF] A Frhete A4S 20 ole FtEFC HE 23 YA ®E & 75
4 (detoxification)s} 28 & Aoz FZFo] Hur, o] U 3 AAE d+7}
Z7tsojor & Ao g wodAT & (Pl % Zuel FFH M2FFele IFL F
03 AAFFY a7 FFHA @tk F Pb) FE7F FUHge wet 44 A

]
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Fol ke F7HE Holtrt AFEE ZSE o s FFES EueH, & Pb) 1
ppm ATl tHETo v FF L ar & 25%, GF2L bE oF 29%, FFEEHECEE
o 24% 44 ZFas

HE4L bo FtEE ol B0 tE FEL a9 HE&L F7IFHHI}EQ TBTE A3t
AE 5EF AolE HolA Wity TBT A FoAMtt 571 713l w2l 454 b
W& 54 a9 vlgo] A3 AT Bt ol TBTY F&ol d&54 bl 3
FRHLeE AFL ad Fied B FFE UAL e A2 Holn, UmA FF5&
S BT Mo diE FHI SHEHE Hole AL ofd ALE AT 53| 71
2E xolEd U FEL a9 HEL EE FEH] EE FF Mo v I
e 72 A2 wddAT

o

7 Chlorophyll a (mg g* F.W) 28 : Chlorophyll b (mg g' F.W) e Carotenoid (mg g' F.W)

S \f"’{\\

0 T T TTTTTI i Illllli?0 T T TTTITH T Ill[lll 0 T T TTTTITH T TTTTIN
1

0.01 0.1 0.01 1 0.01 0.1 1
Concentration (mg L)

: Chlorophyll a / Carotenoid Ratio

Legend
—— o TBT
—a— Cd
—e— Cu
—a—— Pb

Control
Aceton Control

o T T T T T TTTm 0 T T TTTTH T 1r1rim
0.01 0.1 1 0.01 0.1 1

13 3-6. fFlEA F FUIFAHIARE (TBDH F5% (Cd, Cu, Ph)e wx0 & 23
# BEE MAcE W
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P>
ofr

3. &3] gF 35 FF

ZA}

A A AR A% Ft=FFH otde FFe =EFANY A FrEGed,
Y 4 A BF 4P Aol AUEA EIEHe AFE B4 (29 3-N. A
T Ay FFE F O 23 S5+ AT ASAAA e AolE RJY. F
v BE Az @& 23} HE Aole &EHY FIEo HE =Y WYE F5E
) BoFE & o4y F ol & Aoz FZHch (Wang and Dei 1999).
Faads & hr) g 29 9o ¢ ojde 0343, FEES 0.3022, FUes =
FEOE ofdol U FFEErE 4t wWE ZAoE Holn, XEANAME ojdd Uig
F544 el 0109019, Ft=FL 01022 &3] Yo npRstAR ofdo]l %7t 4
HE £52 FFHE AR BAY, ofd e FE, F, U Zo] AE A g
B Fo 2FHE g vFFEAY B3 J=EFL HEAAE LA gL ¥IF
4] &3 (Lobban and Harrison 1997, Ralph and Burchett 1998). @A Ao
E JIEFETG oldd i FTEEV WE A2 HUY
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800000 —
00000 9 A shoot ;

600000 —
- Y = 670401%(1-e0302%)
~ 400000 — r2 =0.984
b3 _
> _ b
B 200000 - § & 1
CE» _ Y = 224025%(1-e0343%)
g r2=0.932
S 0 | [ | | | | | | | I
g 0 5 10 15 20 25
g 500000 _|B. Rhizome
2 400000
= Y = 440989*(1-e102x)
300000 — r2=0.941
200000 — ® ¢
| i Y = 63494*(1-g109%)
100000 — o «
i r=0959 o
Y ] | | | |
0 5 10 15 20 25

Time (hr)
a9 3-7. Ay 248 FF45(CAd@} Zn (W) F kinetics.

FE4 TE A g7 F5E Aol A4S Lotrr] HE A4E #EE 23
A F AAFFE o839 FAHIIIY (ZE 3-8). o] AHEF HYd 4 (DL o
&3 2,

k= kGP o))

ANA, ke ZAT S 23] Y29 FFE F54€ (ug metal g [dry wt]l dHE owst

o, hE $EH FIHCZRH Fy 23 YR FFHE A& U@ A5, G dF

Zo] Solgls 2249 ¥E, b WYAEE Lo GAole 21 ABBAY ANEES
onBT 9 AL oNWEE TP AN BHE TR 234 F4E Yristed &
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3] A&-E = 4olth (Lee et al. 1998).

o] & ol A& A wEW JF=FHY old BF FEFE wEd U 2o
o FFEe 9 AUVAAE EAT (T¥ 3-8). Ft=FY A5 ZFH YoM AFHTA
BAAEE -0.242 F=7t F71%e b F54EL ZAde A2E2 YgEon, AsAL
-0.042 Z3 e vl BF F FITE FESE FHRUC] AT £E2 FFde
RAoZ BT (2d 3-8A). otde WSiAE Jt=FH FAIE o @AY 2AFE
Ak (2 3-8B). ZH U FFEFH old T ABBAE Jt=FETUE 4L F
ARk -0.182 FHI o AL BIon, AAL -0.012 Qo vz] ofdY = #
Aglel dAYR £E2 FFEH5E 2¥Y 23 YE Fo&Ade AHE 2AAY B2 FF
& FF Ao Ui AT F=EEY A 4 AsAANA 0773 0.722 FAG e
Bl wid, ofde] s Aol 0.95 AdAAAM 0.652 AlMe] F A& 57t
ot ¥ & BHATh

Ao EFH FFEH F54Y 4B AHEI] A9 AYTFE O 4 OF
o] 83l EA &t

I=awe (2

714, as AWASFon, ck 212 A [ (dpm g’ [dry wt.] hr')e} HEZF (W)
Apole] A AAEE guljth o] T =3 AAFYFE ol E3td AM FHF F
Bo 9% FF4 F59% AE Z7] Al A#e Hristed MR #@ol o851 3l
£ 4ot} (Nichols and Thompson 1982).

e AEFH 23 WEY FIFE FF AolY BAE JtEFOIY od 2F H
AAYE BHT (3Y 3-9). FF=Eol oid ZH A FA AlelY FBA BAEE
-0.47, A3AFY] FBAAN AAEE -027°1009 (IF 3-94), ofdel dsiAe 2
A A5 tisiA 22 -0.413% -0.539] AR @S EHS (28 3-9B). F ol &
oo AEFH FAQC BV AKEE XZolEd AFHoz g FY FIHo F
ol osf AAY F ASS BAFE A & Aol

_47-



Tissue Cd (ug g dry wt! d)

Tissue Zn (ug g dry wt'! d')

¥ 3-8 A3 RE(E=(@e AAM) T2

2BHA.

—
o]

-

©
-

10

01

3 A.cd
7 Shoot .
_ | = 0'77x-0.24 Rhizome
" ,=0.72X7°0%
] -
T T TTTT | T CPTTTT | T TETTT
0.1 1 10 100
Cd (ug L)
3 B.2Zn
4 Shoot Rhizome
7 1, =0.95X0% f, = 0.65X Y
5 2 3 .
: T ]
1 [ ]
i IR AR | IILRRRAL | L LLALL
0.1 1 10 100
Zn (ug L)
& goesh 82
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< 100000 o

g 44 €9 shoot o Rhizome

= 7 L=721X™ [ = 851X

T . ™ L] 2 ]

2 10000 ) “:'*'“L——"__'
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S N "o
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g _ L

4
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0.01 0.1

< 10000 —

E 3B.2n
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g _ e N

- [ ] n B .

oy ]

£ 1000 . . *s . .

) 3 Shoot Rhizome

S 0 =613 I = 6.10X %

0 _

&

= 100 T T T T T T
0.01 0.1

Dry weight (g)

129 3-9. 29 RGO AHIM) $3& F5EH FFH 4RI,

ofdol i 2y A} A3AY FF AT e Ft=Fo vE) dHdez 4% ¥
< &€ EAo (O¥ 3-7). olAL otdo] Ft=F v ¢E E54LEL, RNA $8E
&, ZFEL B4, HE ARZ2ZY AL T #dE L5 YIHOER FF Fo
Eoe BF FEE dAe 4 T 2L £53U FFET F ¢ $F5FHeE
Ay 23 YE 589 A2 Bt (Wahbeh 1984, Lobban and Harrison 1997). =3
& TR OE FFEY Ao/t o AB/E BojAY ofUH Aol fle FFHE R
A A= ZIo 4 FFEY FF7F FFHINALL s AL BAE Zolt (1¥
3-8). &Y HEZFH FFTS RFTE Aold TACME Fdel YA L o FF
S RS AL g2 dF A X e (1Y 3-9, Price and Coles 1992), =
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g AT YKol L4 ALARANA FFE AA L ALY BE 7198
A& Aol

4. 299 FFA AP FE5 2 FHEEY IF

Ao FgASFgdd U TBT, 71=HCd), Fe(Cu)e A& ZA37] K8 Al A
9] FETFuldlA 96 ANFL FAE =E3ANA AT AAIRALE FHY FAFE
(A AMM)E £33 (2¥ 3-10). TBTE &% 2719 &A1 o}t F4E&o] |
AsA Z4AsAT (29 3-10A). 53, 033 1 mg L' ¥=2 LFAZ HaFE 96 A
Aol FEY ¢ Qe £ FASFE S Bion, Iy e Y449 IR Q
o 9As gAso] W TBT 0.3% 1 mg L = HIg7E Ay g2 ¥ ¥
INZARE FH3A FAFE0] ZadAoy, olF 4 HEHAE AFS Holo 24
A ZEe A 48A1ZF Atole]l A o] FRAFEL FEHAA ZAIAT Ft=EFY Afdde
& F 27 10NA7AA SAFLY FAE Bo|thrt 10A3E ol F 96AI1 71A %319
HEx g7 FRF W3 Qo] 9F4FoZ ALY AW A=EF 1 mg L' =
HATE £2 27 WAWAA FRH5Ee] BaT I, HE glo) WFEE #ABR
oo, 70MAE & Aol vid] TR AolE RPt (ZF 3-10B). 7= 7t
TEH FAT ¥3e Hgon, & 27| 104 W 71 & 54 EFHE LA
ony, I olF 9AAA YAY F£E YAFEE AAHAT (2 3-100). HAW
lEgRTE 78 $E7 F718EA o9} ¥ SHAAE £9s vt
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0.8

0.4

Effective Quantum Yield (AF/Fm")

— —g— Control
——&——— Aceton Control

0.2 5 w003 ppm
- —a— (0.3 ppm
C.Cu —e— 1ppm
Y T T T T T T T T T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100
Time (hr)

a9 3-10. fF71FA4ERE (TBDS 3% (Cd, Cwel uig 239 ¢A+<€ (quantum
yield] 9641 S48 =4 2
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2y FRAdd W TBT, 7l=F, 789 SA4EAd: HWAANLE (ETRmavE 7]
£22 TBT > Cd > Cu €22 Yeut (29 3-113 & 3-5). Al 7k faiEA sy
A 96AIE §AE FA4E AE3e= FF 30, 54, BALAC AP wE FHSIA
(RLCs)ell Al Al4tE mi/fdie] HAARMEE EF AZto] AdstdaA AU (
3-5). TBT9| 73-¢ 54, 96AIA, FEl& 6AIA FHI SAHEAE Aste] WE Jn
34 E FASAAT FRAE-F=E 2L o) &3 HUHT & WU UM ©F
FHA dAEFES F3A X (F 3-5). TBTY A9, o7 30A1tA ] me JFutg
FAE dzFof Hs] FEHAA wotzoen (9 3-114), 7tEFS Ao AALTE
GAHCE ZAase AFE BYY (29 3-11B). &A% 78 AT A 30A%#
S4NZEA Ol FEHF zEol7t Ao, 96AIEA = wE BNEFAHY FAE E7MEI)
Aot (28 3-110). FFAE wWAbT T 27134 (o) TBTE A3t =79 7t=
B, 7 AT el FRF Aol7t fiUeH, FHE AEs 2R EFE 39 Aol
€ RAFZ &4 (B 3-5). AT Jt=F A ToAMe Azl AAsEA Fadhe
ZEgE B3

X

{
+ [+

® 3-7. AW BYIAH FAFE (T=72h)d mX & F71FH3AFE (TBDH F55 (Cd,
Cu) 54 &E o] thd one-way ANOVA 23,

I EA Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Probability
TBT 0.407 3 0.136 12.967 0.003**
Cd 0.041 3 0.014 2.716 0.115
Cu 0.057 3 0.019 2.874 0.103

299 FFA FATE (T=72hel v = F71F48¢E (TBDF F5% (Cd, Cw)
EAAT i TAH FIEE AT A48 2ARAY FATE @& ol &3t F
AXEE F85929 (one-way ANOVA), I A= E 3-7o|th. F&|EFo A3t =54
ANEL 96N T FASIoY, 5 AT B 6ALACd FHEHC A4 =
Aaste] o) Ao et FA ot FAFE SHo] ust o FAFE AL
AANEA gston], 2#HA T2ALA Y FHAY FAFE e o8I} AHFTFR K9
ALe AFHATL F71F4388E (TBDIH F584% (Cd, Cwoll tisiA 72AA < S3%
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Zy JP4 FAFE F TBT (p < 0.0DFo] F¥&A H= F7te mat /o3 =4
EHdE BAW (& 3-D.

..53...



LLJ

I

rETR

Control
Aceton control
T=30h
T=54h
T=96h
0 l 1 I I T !

0 400 800 1200

Irradiance (pmol m' s)

¢ >rEOO

29 311 #712MSEE (TBDS 324 (Cd, Codl t@ =ve) we FHsIy
RLO®| 9643t 34 =4 2.
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Zy e FAgel dE RAMEE 54 EAE FHT £ AFY A= TBT/ 7M1
B8 SHEHAE T, FI=5CHH FICwe AE vxd 54 A48 2
= ez Bing (28 3-103% 3-11). ¥AsFE (AFFm)E 7|&o2 dvid sl gro
= 789 F40] ZstA vexen (29 3-10), HWAAAZE (ETRmax)ol A e 1=
w9 40| FEET ZeAd (F 3-5). TBTE ZE% SAHAAS o JFudA AL$
o] FAHUT. AT, ALEFA oJA7A FUAH HFEHEC] ¥5E TBT- Y22
E A&EHY] TE3Ye2 F8¥ 4 Ao (Shim et al. 2000).

® 3-8. F71FASFFE(TBDSY FFH(Cd, Cweol dig 964 F4 54 A & 2HT
2] wg FRtEIZHARLOANA FHT FFA o

Photosynthetic Parameters

Treatment Prax Initial slope (a) E ré
Control® 18.63 0.327 53.98 0.940
Aceton Control® 23.71 0.301 78.68 0.948
TBT

301 6.30 0.070 90.63 0.750

54 h* - - - -

96 h* - - - -
Cd

30 h° 13.03 0.317 41.10 0.945

54 h* 11.94 0.327 36.53 0.943

96 h* 9.03 0.347 26.02 0.962
Cu

30 h* 18.89 0.167 113.06 0.972

54 h° 12.56 0.301 41.70 0.928

96 h* - - - -

®Rapid light curve had fitted using equation with photoinhibition
PRapid light curve had fitted using equation without photoinhibition

%, sl A TBTY #wzrle $Y4A4 $F Fxo = £2& ng L' — ugL?

L
Fzo| At HHENA BA7)E FALAN £ @ ooy = FEE ug kg dw
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— mg kg dw 22 ZANY 4 YE FFo|v (Fent 1996, Jensen et al. 2004), #1404
TBT9 Fgde] A28t 3ozt TBTE 3 NFEHHE0] FFULLE A L3lo F
Hol| M= HEESANA A&EHo2 & & 4 Yo (de Mora et al. 1995, Evans
et al. 1995, Fent 1996). §3] Z e} 22 i4t FA4EL HHE AdAF L F1 sz
Feote 28 Ao REE T B2 4Y YYES FTses AY 54 dEA A3
Al AAE 2T Aot

5. AWz (halophyte)e] F¥A& (effective quantum vyield)ol] tff gk

Fl=de =4

A2 (halophyte)= &3] =7 (tidal flats)b A} (sand dunes)®] &-3}%-of 443}
o, 4 #c HHE E719 & dr] Fo & A4 (Shim et al. 2001).
old BEAE U3t U2 E UL E FERDY SHEAE 3 AL AY Ui
£ AE B FA MHste dzFuU A vdte ge oge Zet B
TFolAe WA AWz Y BFEULE EEHY FHEA =&t BAN FHFHE
#E EA3AT (29 3-12). Az U SHERE Yrishr]) H43) o)8d FHER
o] 275 A=A 2% (paraquat dichloride, alachlor), 4% 4] 1% (endosulfan), 2% 3
Z (Cr(VD, Cu, Hg), $71F4&3E (TBD), 1832 $713F¥E 15 (pyrene)olfod,
HEZDY F3AH HHE AT FALE FEE F7) 8 2 F Fuly FE A
96A1 T FEATEY WHEE FHHIY 1 e 19 5-115% 2o, FHz] B
UA FE&o A AT FAE A= FAEE L A&xAQ] paraquat olReH, 7] B
UAFEo] 0.837+0.012¢14 =& F 96Nl ARF F AF FUYAFLEL
0.418+0.1652 ¢F 50% +&E7HA Z4dA. 2T FYATEL 6AL SHEH 4
g 2714 084 2m, Aol APHE F¢ ALY FEAFE UM FAE L
o, 96AIZIR o) o 0.8 £F o2 BT} Paraquatd A U AxAY AFA 9 A
S =RY SHARE Holx Ysgkon, FT& FolME 67 28 CrVD)Te] g &
HEZe Hdtd £WE SHEAAE e ALE FAHJUG. 67 2§ Cr(VD)Y B¢
Z7] FEAFE Hldted BAIA FUATEL 07822 F 7% A= FLIe F£EO]
At 67 2§ CrVD)E AYT 345 T FHY SHEAE Hole AL YAeH,
Foivg Zage] U ZYF SHEAE BYd FU1FHEEE (TBDY A L= £3
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g SHEAE RolAe st viARoeE {r|sEQl pyrenedl A 67F ZF
Cr(VD)# FAR FFAAA x7] FSRAFEo] Hldd B6ARAY FERAFES F 6%
Ax a3 AF3E AL

A) Herbicide and pesticide
1

0.88 - 0.8
0.6

W Paraquat 2.45 ppm

0.80

0.76 - @ Control

O Control (Methanol)
-1 4 Alachlor 4.37 ppm
¢ Endosulfan 3.5 ppm 1
0.72 T | | — ] T ] | l 1
0.88 —

B) Heavy metal and organic compound

0.84

Effective quantum yield (AF/ Fm)

0.80

0.76 .
& Hg 0.05 ppm
+ TBT 0.01 ppm

*x Pyrene 0.1 ppm

|

0.72 T T T T T 1 1 | T !
4] 20 40 60 80 100
Time (hrs)

a9 3-12. AX (halophyte)e] 3-8 (effective quantum yield)o] gt fr3fE2 <
96Xt SAEASH AT
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E 3-9. AWz FFA AAFE (T=96h)] v|X&= FEde) EX AT ) paired

T-test 23},
=3 T value df Probability
Paraquat 2.386 3 0.097
Alachlor -0.477 3 0.666
Endosulfan -0.148 3 0.891
Cr V) 1.620 3 0.204
Cu -0.853 3 0.456
Hg -0.271 3 0.804
TBT -1.600 3 0.208

FHzo FFA FAFE (T=96h)o mAe FAEZY SHETA A FAF &
qAE U7 Al AT AY =T AT FAFE @e vy A% A
A& FPsHer (paired T-test), 7 A= & 3-9o|t}. FeEFY B F==9
AN &R APx BAE FATE FS U274 ¥ZIY FYF AolE RAFE
#AHERLS AUS (F 3-9).

Az A FAEF YA AIFS o FIA dAFLEe] W] dF
4PE FlAE A =2UA E5S ¢ F AUG. FAT ol 22 AATE fE
Zo] Az Y3 FFE "AA G AoE UM <Ak A A MAFHL
E ZUxe 22 dAHES o18F FANPL A9 oFAXA FL BN B
B2 AAXHY @77 288 4R, FF Ho AV AL xExPAAA BEATEE
EYF Ho g AYH Ao g7 HIE T3 LA 29 FEAA AdEzT}
Be 2EHA AEE AFH T 5 s 497149 /g a7do.

O Az g F3EZD SHH7 oA £A4H

ZZHd (tidal flats)v} AFT+ (sand dunes) F3F45-o] A48+ WX (halophyte)= #
€ HFE 79 4 t7] Fol =259 Ao (Shim et al. 200D). o2& S22
A3ty ARz U FHEZY SAHSHL AE HAE 2R 3prldes Ry &
AEe ol T FHEHY Fxo Mz AFE &A=t AAA FE3| ok
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& AP BE ZAHES AT v EBEF AWz AHSAY A= (spring tide)
NoE €719 Q& g FrA gon, AAFREY FIH2E FFo =&d
B dTolA APz dF FAED SH4YE £719 d& e e, A3}
B& ol8dtd F4B7IE T AN HFEA FAEZD S HHspiking)dti, &
‘d(aging)ste] ¥ 4el(equilibriume] =28 w714 B2 A& Av3of o}, 3
HHE el fFelEZe] FPYE =2 ANEE o83t AdAe A4iraRF
(oxygen consumption)€ FA3tes AL A EY FHFAHE o83l FEH EHE A
FEe A 3 B A7 FH BAEA ol AAA @itk FF Ate] A
Az 22 dAAE (halophytes)S Do 2 {al&EFY SHARE A= A
ATE Fdsted JAM B JHA EAAE FEIGE OdI@d @MY dFA
Y5 & A& A= AdHY, JE A8 AHHA &S FIAH FEAH L 233}
£ ¥54%3F (chlorophyll fluorescence) WHRETH= LHE FFolA olitsiadire 4&

T AE WHES o83t FF AT E FolA MEHolor & Ao AsHTH

rlo

mlm

6. &3 (seagrass)® FUYA & (effective quantum yield)el] th3t &
M= FF

Zule] FEATEN T FAERY 6ALT FASAHAATE AA 480A AAGE 1
A AREAE HBOE U FHERE FUIst AN 13 AdHFGNA F
HE FE EAqgFAE 78 Cud f71F485E (TBDY A$e 2o ¥e $=7
Hiol A AEE AANIAT. AHE JFLZ 6AL FHSHEAE 2T FEEFIL
A A 3% (paraquat dichloride, alachlor, butachlor), 4% 4| 1% (endosulfan), $5%
% (Cr(VD, Cu, Hg), #7148 3E (TBD), #718#¥E 3F(pyrene, 2'3'-dichlorophenol,
sea nine)ol k. Aol tF FIAEZDY AN FAZSHESE Y 3-1304 BHoAF
I A

F 1239 FAEF F /MR FAY SHEAE BHA AL 78 CwHdth F8 05
ppmel =28 2 27 FIFAFELS 080 FEolAen, BAAY FEAFELS
0.1242 =)o ulsld ¢ 15% FF74A Z2FAT AxA FoME paraquat 2.45
ppmell &8 A3 FFAFERo] FT A FFS R, butachlorst alachlorel
E22E Afde fA® %] HEYA Eut F71944 45 AL endosulfant =
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A TEEY T2 Heol fFA% ANIFE BJych gy esisi (PAH)Y
pyrene 0.1 ppm3 WL =89l sea-nine 0.01 ppmol =238 2¥e FIA4LL =T
of Bla] t& WolA 7| & ey FAF &L o FA W AgHFe gL F
712 9EH 2'3-dichlorophenol 0.1 ppmel &9 Zvo FUA4&L =T vl
10% ©]%4 freof3tAl A

FEATE A FA=AY TS 5 EZo AN £ ANIGF S 1Y
o ole FAEEY B4 =28 VY HEH 1@ FEE FIAFEY ¥E T
MR Sepdlzle olE g€ RoFE Adetn ¥ 4 vk wEkA &3 Ay g &
fEde A2 Az FFE AHE7] AMAe Bk ANAA =23 FA G A
23 Ao AT Frirl HPEs Aol ulFAE Aoz wodn,
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0.84 .
A) Herbicide

0.80 —

0.76

@ Control

072 4 5 Control (Methanol)

— = Paraquat 2.45 ppm

068 O Paragquat 0.25 ppm
: A Alachlor 4.37 ppm

- & Alachior 0.48 ppm

<& Butachlor 5.88 ppm
064 T T T T T T T T T 1

B) Pesticide and organic compound

0.76

—| e Control
W Endosulfan 3.5 ppm

Effective quantum yield (AF / Fm)

0.72 4 5 Endosuttan 0.35 ppm
- a TBT 0.01 ppm
» TBT 0.001 ppm
068 4 o Pyrene 9.1 ppm
- + Di-Phenol 0.1 ppm
* Sea nine 0.01 ppm
0.64 T 1 T T T T T T I 1
0.84 —

| @ Control
- mCr(M) Sppm
D Cr(M)0.5ppm
068 - 4 Cu0.05ppm
_| & Hg 0.05ppm I
< Hg 0.01 ppm 0 20 40 60 80 100

064 T T T T | I T I I I

0 20 40 60 80 100
Time (hrs)

a9 3-13. &5 (seagrass)®] FUA4& (effective quantum yield)oll thdt f-3HEZH2 96

At FASHES
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E 3-10. 299 FFAH LAFE (T=96hd mX+e= FHEH
one-way ANOVA ZA 3},

BAEH AT A

fFalEA Sum of Squares df  Mean Square F Probability
Paraquat 0.07 2 0.03 4.561 0.043
Alachlor 0.03 2 0.001 1.349 0.303
Endosulfan 0.012 2 0.006 1.908 0.194
Cr (IV) 0.001 2 0.000 0.284 0.758
Cu 1.338 2 0.669 23.524 <0.001%***
Hg 0.002 2 0.001 1.119 0.361
TBT 0.003 2 0.001 0.882 0.444

¥ 3-11. 299 FIAH FATE (T-96h WA= FAEH S A ¥ paired

T-test A3},
faEd T value df Probability
Pyrene 1.879 3 0.157
Di-phenol 4.367 3 0.022*
Sea-nine 3.209 3 0.049*
Butachlor 2.220 3 0.113

29 FFAY FAFE (T=96he] mXe A2A, &FA, T34 F/FHIRE,
F718FE 5 dIT FMEZY SHATG O FAFH F94e FUs] A3 FA
A g FYstH e (paired T-tests} one-way ANOVA), 1 A= ® 3-109F 3-1lo]t},
4F2 F71E3AE S T2 ST Y JAAY dAFEL H=F9 vlad}
oy (paired T-test), Di-phenol®} Sea-nineo] hZF} F3 Aol& HYT (F 3-1],
p < 0.05). AzA FF&, F7IFHALEY FEFHAA FAHAT A FJAY FA
F& FdA= FEICwel dalx SAT JFFY AT ERe] = F71d @ /o
=4 A7 AHolE RYY (E 3-10, p <0.00D).
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~
AU
e

2 0% FHEA0 =29 NABRERY 1242 FAEA

of
ot

| MHRZ2F ocrysis galbanao] gt @ FEALY T2AN FHFAH 4%E &3
371 18ty I galbanag FE|EAC =EAU F 1, 4, 8, 27, 34, 46, 58, T2AIZkH |
HE4 ¥% 334W (PAM Fluorometry)& ©]83td JE54 ¥Fe FAsAT (29
3-14, 3-15, 3-16). W& FW-EITAH RLCS)E & X7 INAS 34, 72A3A o 23
stk (28 3-16ast b). 1AdE AFA o/ 8§E 13FY RFAER T THEUEZ T F
o] f3ERAL Mesle] A xA (Paraquat dichloride), 4% A (Endosulfan), 2% (Hg),
383 #7131¢E (Fluoranthene)o| =2 AZch WA FIEF =& 7243 FU¢Y
Y3z (RS WslE 033 1 ppm FES A3AY T4 x&F HUERFE 2
YBaol A&KFHoE Zadte T2ARAdE 27 Hste 1% vigtez Ao
™, A ArEste 7] ¥Fgre] v XA FAHUG (2 F 3-14). AzxAY HSe ¥
=7t FVESFE T2ARA L 27 ¥Bghe] ZA3Y FHHJLH, T2ANA ] dzT
271933 v, 65, 36, 35, 26 % FENHA LA} AE BAFUAY. AFA
o] 7= 0.03% 0.1 ppm FEFEANAE AY o] v ALE Ydeiov, 1 o4
9 T F£< 037 1 ppm FEFEANANE FHERY EH4GY] FHA3NA JedE
Ao 2 ERFHUY. FFEYU 29 ASoe AFAY B} FASIA 549 U
B AT FUIEFEY Bede JHE E2 F= 0.03 ppme] 72AA A =T
¢} vimete 76% FE7HA FAIHHALH, BE FEFHAAE 7-14% F=TY FaE
BEch 279 27 33gko] Azt gt FUst e AL S44Fe] JYA=
TUNE HEZF MAT] A4S F39 /8 JSS BAF s o,
AAdo] AU =23 FellA IAPHJYFES ©Fd= Aol

HEXFY FFATE (Quantum yieldd] FAEF &0 IE Hls dF 2737
Fakel ¥z X dlen, dFE U AFE EJAY (2¥ 3-15). AxAY 7
& 2NA Y dz2F vndtd b e Fx (0.03 ppmell 70% FE7HA FA3
= E BYT, B =& 27 UANDAET FER FE&0] FAJHen, O olF
I ESE e BT o199 =T UMM dxT vty FHE
2polE RolA @sith AFA FIFEL 27)YF3 W dXE ARE BHIS
o, §718gE9 Aol FlEH g SAGFol A UdetA 4sio. {7183

B

7]

7

p—)

i

o
u
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b

B2 B4 ASHo2 FHFo] EAsY, 87 YA HEZH, YEEHY 548 &
A&t (4 5, 2003). F71S8FEFS 2L A7 1L9EHE F 71944 S¥EY A&
HolAl& e 3 AME3d (biomagnification)7t W=7 wjEo] AFGIGEAL] YES
oA Bt ABAHQJ FFE vX&= ez 43A Uk (McElroy et al. 1989). o]& o]
2 A3 {FIUISFER AT AEETFIE] P SAHIYFo] & FEFDF w3

FEEA JEA ge olfd ALE #ddAn. =3 AFE (50 ppt "whHe &&
AfAgsETLd =28 A9 FREE 3 A= Asol BusHo Jo
(Clark 1993)

o

2

oX

800 — =
| A) Paraquat dichloride _{ B) Endosulfan

600

400

_| D) Fluoranthene

Relative fluorescence

—eo— Control
—+— 0.03 ppm
—&— 0.1 ppm
. —m— 0.3 ppm

—a— 1 ppm
T T T T T T T |
0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60 80

Hours (hrs)

19 3-14. Al&A) (Paraquat dichloride), 4%# (Endosulfan), 354 (Hg), 183 §713
3 (Fluoranthene) @ #3EFe) =58 HEEFIEY 27 F3U% ()

3},
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279 4FY FAEE AP ®E FNEIAH WS 27|FFH ()Y ¥
9} FAEHAl JElR T (2¥ 3-16a, 3-16b). A|2A| QU paraquat dichlorided] =59 ®HE
ZFE =% TEVF F71EEA g JAHY FAE EYoeH, 434 endosulfane
2N A Ae ArEEo BFHEFAe FHo]l AY o]Fo|ARA sttt AzAL A&
ol 72819 FHEIFHML gERTF =& 7] (T=Dol Hldt 50% mvte] 02 7
st od, AT FHEH & 3 (T=30)71A Buties Fitoldo FAEA s
dol dotAls AE BYth AFA Y A 283l FUASLE AR F4
A wF& F 7HA FEFHAME S4ETC] FA JEReH, & F A ¥E T
HelMe 54980 FH3A Yehdes AR BAG.

P

JI'J

06 0.8

A) Paraquat dichloride B) Endosulfan

3

'R

u,

2

=

Q@

>

E Y | T T T i i i

% 06

8 C) Hg

T

2

k3]

04 <
=
L
B ] —@— Control
—o— Aceton control
—— 0.03 ppm
—o— 0.1 ppm
—— 0.3 ppm
—&— 1ppm
T T T T T T T |
0 20 40 60 80 20 40 60 80

Time (hrs)

1% 3-15. A &=A (Paraquat dichloride), 4% 4| (Endosulfan), 554 (Hg), 281 §713
& (Fluoranthene)® Z& ©d FeEdo] =28 AEEFIEY FUYASF
& (quantum yield) ®3}.
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At oz FukgFAe] Z771&7e FEA o xd Azto] AAALE P
W 27|98 £5% 7 7ZHA3% (Ralph and Burchett 1998). 342 & (Hyel
rEd HEZFAAA SRHE WE FNEIHE =T AFAdAYG FAR EHETFS
Yetl A 39 28 = FHlelA s T2ARA 0 T} Blwdte of 30%Y FAE B

H 7HA = Tl A s ARG T2A FA%N FAE BY A A

#71313HE] Fluoranthened] =239 MUEZFE 271FFgolyd FUuA4ge Az
St 28 UATAC FAFF FHEFHel ERT e &RV (T=Do 39 3y
L2 wEtA 45% FFE7IA] ZAAIQTIE T2AR Y TA] FEISE Rom Z2AH
At ols F718EEC]l HEEF ddty FRF SHAYTFE 2A g oz B
o (¥ 3-16b).

® 3-12. vAEEZRRY JFFA FAFE (T=72h)) vlA= FERY FASA A
gk one-way ANOVA A=},

fEEd Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Probability
Paraquat 0.046 4 0.011 126.571 <0.001%**
Endosulfan 0.687 4 0:.172 834.526 <0.001***
Hg 0.705 4 0.176 1011.684 <0.001***
Fluoranthene 0.007 4 0.002 8.610 0.003**

MAHEZFY FFAE FAFE (T=2h)d vX & S FEDY SH4aH o
& SAH FA8E &UdI] A FAADE AT (one-way ANOVA), 1 A3
£ E 3-120|. 4F9 #FHED FETHANA S mAUERRFY FHAE FAFE
AZA (paraquat), &3 Al (endosulfan), ¥4 (Hge°l % F7td et {3 =4
ARE EYY (B 3-12, p <0.00D). #713¢E (fluoranthene) =3 wx F7to & &
o EAHAARE BRI (p < 0.0D.

flo
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Paraquat dichloride Endosulfan

25 25
_{ A) 0.03 ppm _| A) 0.03 ppm
20 20 4
18 H 15
10 < 10
n —e— T=1hrs ]
5

—e— Control
—o— Aceton control
1 I I

—m— T=34hrs 5
—a— T=72 hrs

Relative ETR

D)1 ppm

0 50 100 150 200 250 O 50 100 150 200 250
Irradiance (umol photons m2 s') Irradiance {umol photons m2 s-)

a9 3-16a. A=A (Paraquat dichloride), 4% A (Endosulfan)} 22 Y HF3EZ
=28 AEEFIEY WE FNFA RLCs) ®ig
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Hg Fluoranthene
25 —

25
] A)0.03 ppm 1 A)0.03 ppm
20 - 20 -
15 15 -
10 10
7 —e— T=1hrs -
51 —=— T=34hrs 5 —e— Control

—o6— Aceton control
| I i I | 1 I |

—a— T=72hrs
T T

25

20

15

—/ 0 T T T T T T T T
| €) 0.3 ppm

Relative ETR

0 I | —
0 50 100 150 200 250 50 100 150 200 250
Irradiance (umol photons m2 s) Irradiance (umol photons m2 s)

19 3-16b. 24 (Hy), §713¢E (Fluoranthene)®t & Y F3EF] &8 4
EEYIEY wWE FH&F4 RLCs) ¥t
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0% fAEddd HVRXFE TARETY =839 271838 (R), FEA+E
(quantum yield, 4 AFn), W& Juk-gI 4] AIE 2, 8, 12, 24, 36, 48, T2AItH o] &
A3At (2 3-17, 3-18, 3-19a, 3-19b). & dAFE Fdo OFEF SAHANY
(multi-chemical toxicity test)e A3 2% 3FH FHER AR ZFo JFAH
o

a
7V AGstA 9% mlAe O0F fAEd /S AxA + F55Y A

]

2 Yyt
o,
490 7 A) Paraquat dichloride +Hg | B) Paraquat dichloride + Endosulfan
-{ —e——e Control —
300 0——6——© Aceton control

200
3
9 100
@
(% -
(7]
2
o O T T T T T T 1
& 400 - 0 20 40 60 80
4 C) Paraquat dichloride + Fluoranthene Time (hrs)
- A) and B)
S 300
+——+—+ 0.03 + 0.03 ppm
+—o— 0.05 + 0.05 ppm
200 B—a—n 0.08 + 0.08 ppm
a——a 0.1+0.1 ppm
C
100 )

+——+—+ 0.03 + 0.03 ppm
+—o—¢ 0.03 +0.1 ppm
0 T T T T T T 1 —=—u0.1+03ppm

0 20 40 60 80 s 201+1
Time (hrs) ppm

a9 3-17. O3 FaEF 2% Al xA(Paraquat dichloride) + $84Hg), AxA + A
ZA|(Endosulfan), A|&Al + #713E(Fluoranthene)oll =&9 A EEFIE(H
2z 7] 330 ¥
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AzA} T35 2Y =28 UERFY 2713 L =EAZ0] A =zt 3
agtgen, B =&FE7 S @t F48HA Fasdo & dF #sEZ
ZPAAME =Sl A wet 7P Fgho]l FA3AE FUAT, HE2TFIH AL
of Agol wet F7HE Al Hidte O o] FIH8A @v FE BHYLEA HERF
AAZe] AFe] AAHJSE 2Ah (2 3-17B} 3-170). ©] ZAZ & o FHEZ
o BFeE2 »E2HUE W = vt FFHHY ERE RAE F UASES RAFIUT
AzxA Y 34 28 2% AoFE (synergism)e 2 Asld g FaEdd =&
Ae HED o #HE 52 X7)¥F ol BaIAUTH

06 -

—<4— 0.03+0.03 ppm
—o— 0.05+0.05ppm
—m— 0.08 + 0.08 ppm
—&— 0.1 +0.1ppm

C)

04 -~ 1

A) Paraquat dichloride + Hg B) Paraquat dichloride + Endosulfan
04 Lf_\{ ‘:“ -.

_ N b
& -
K 02 -
2
3 - | —e— Control
.; —o— Aceton control
g Y T T T T T T T T T T T | — !
£ 06 - 0 20 40 60 80
g C) Paraquat dichloride + Fluoranthene Time (hrs)
o T 5 A) and B)
2
2
=
1]

o
M)
]

—— 0.03 +0.03 ppm
—— 0.03+0.1ppm
—8— 0.1+ 0.3ppm
—a— 0.1+ 1 ppm

0 20 40 €0 80
Time (hrs)

1Y 3-18. & H3lEd =¥ A xA|(Paraquat dichloride) + F34(Hg), AZxA + 4
ZA)(Endosulfan), A=A + &7133E(Fluoranthene)o] =53 A EZHIEE
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2279 BYA+8(A AFn) W

¥ 3-13. UAEEZRFY JFHA FAFE (T-72h)) vXE tF FlE2Y FAHAEHER
o 3 two-way ANOVA ZA =},

Source SS df MS F Probability
Paraquat ‘ 0.190 4 0.048 23.435 <0.001***
Hg 0.000 0 - - -
Paraquat xHg 0.000 0 - - -
Error 0.026 13 0.002

Paraquat 0.023 4 0.006 1.099 0.398
Endosulfan 0.000 0 - - -
Paraquat X Endosulfan 0.000 0 - - -
Error 0.067 13 0.005

Paraquat 0.003 2 0.002 0.615 0.560
Fluoranthene 0.003 2 0.002 0.572 0.582
Paraquat X Fluoranthene 0.000 0 - - -
Error 0.028 10 0.003

nAERRFY FFRA FAFE (T=T2hd " tF FHED g B3 4
S4EFA dF FAFH FAKE FUr] Y3 FAAHE FIHILH (two-way
ANOVA), 1 A= B 3-13°]9. A xA (paraquat)st F&4 (Hgp), AxA A3A
(endosulfan), 283 A xA 9 #71818E (fluoranthene)s Zo) tF F3EHY =T
Hjo A &A% vHEARZFY FHAY FAFELE AxA (paraquat)sr 28R FL A
TFoA AzAL] = TVt & F4 Adtle] {FoF Aolg RPen (® 3-13, p
0.00D, 7 9 UHA Y FAEZ =& UF FER 94T B FHSHL 5=
Tl ol FoF ZolE RolA & sttt (® 3-13),
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Relative ETR

i

Paraquat dichlorid + Endosulfan
20 —
| A) 0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm

16

—e— Control

—o— Aceton control
T T 1 | R T

- B) 0.05 ppm + 0.05 ppm

T

—e— T=2hrs

—&— T=36hrs

—a— T=72hrs

| | l I | I | | | |

Y 50 100 150 200 250
Irradiance (umol photons m2 s)

3-19a. % HFMEF =< A=A (Paraquat dichloride) +

16

Paraquat dichlorid + Hg
- A)0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm

11

C) 0.08 ppm + 0.08 ppm

—
T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250
Irradiance (umol photons m-2 )
F5% (Hp), AzA +

A4ZA (Endosulfan), AlZzA| + #718¢E (Fluoranthene)d] =29 A EEFH3
T @#E2/MY W FugIA (RLCs)e A3
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03 FAHEddd &8 UEZFY JFEAF

&9 W
dAs glen, AxAYg FE& 28 F¢ A =79 0.1 ppm + 0.1 ppm2]
] o

o] 0o 77hE #}E EAth OhE FEFHANE 6AAZA 4t 3B FAE
BP0y olF FFAFEL FFSA ZAHAT (2Y 3-17A). AxALY AFA, Az
At F1FEY FANME 2T} F3HI Ho]F Hojx Pt

0% fAEd 23 =29 UEZFO WE PEFHL 2, 36, 2ANA FH
HAT (2¥ 3-193, 3-19b). AxA Y} FF& 289 FAEZ =38 HWEZFE= 0.08
ppm + 0.08 ppm FEZAT 1 o]49 FEAE o|n] 2AZAEE BT AH 7Ha
€ 23t Ho AAFANGEE 7IESR2 o 10% oldY ZAAE RPon, 6ANA =
40% FENA ZadHJen, ZARAGE A3 AP FikgIHe] SAHHA ¥
o, AlxAe} 2F5A Y 2ZdAE = BE SAYYEY AEE FEIHY AJHHeY
2N A = dZTe vlEte H3 30% FEHA ZadeE FFE BRI (27 3-19).

AzAg 4718 FEY 2] 29 HEZFE A2AY 454 2 =29 4
29 A ARE BRI o] ALdE =E2FHT=36)l 2T wlmste] FEad
ZA2E BolA Fgout BE FETFHGA 2AAAdE FRYE BA2E BYT (I
3-19b).
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Paraquat dichlorid + Fluoranthene
A) 0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm

—e— Control

—O&— Aceton control
—e— T=2hrs
—@— T=36 hrs
—a— T=72 hrs

_1 B) 0.03 ppm + 0.1 ppm

_¢) 0.1 ppm + 0.3 ppm

Relative ETR

- D) 0.1 ppm + 1 ppm

0 50 100 150 200 250
Irradiance (umol photons m? s'')

Y 3-19b. o FalEF 2§ AlxA|(Paraquat dichloride) + F34(Hg), AxA4 + &
ZA|(Endosulfan), AxA4] + §7|&¢E(Fluoranthene)o] &3 AEZTFIEEH
2z wg FukgFAH(RLCs)Y W3l
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8. % fFalEdol a8 @l Ay 72A FHAFAHIE

Zste e} 2o e oF FAEF FHALEES Byl Aste 241 gFER
=4AY (multi-chemical toxicity test)& <33R FHEDY 22U AxA
(Paraquat dichloride) + 4% A (Endosulfan), # A + F3<% (Hg), AxA + §718&E
(Fluoranthene)oll Zstejel AuE =EAI1Z F 0, 6, 12, 24, 36, 48, T2A A o FFA 5
(4 AME SAsAH wWE JuEJAH RLCS & AeE 6, 36, 72AA 9
ZAsR ey, e 2ARA AT AT (2™ 3-20).

0F FAEdd 8 2y FFAFEY HE A 2] EF FAR /£¥ES
Bygoy, 53 AzxAg FFE5Y 2T AYTFAA T2ALA A 2T ¥sto 57%
A BERA FEol ZaATH (IY 3-204). AxA + AFA =23 ZyHe B¢
v U 75% FE7HA 2P ey 0.08 ppm + 0.08 ppm FE FEIUG . o 0.1
ppm + 0.1 ppm &% FEANME F 80% FE7MA Fa3AS (ZE 3-20B). &+F 30
Edo =2d Z9Y9 FFAFEL =EFAL0l FRge wet AAAeR FiAIe
Age WA 2F EFA dBHA deEbgoh AT AxA + FEE 2HY e
e ZAfe HEd xEAZY g FF(FL ¥MFol HAEA JEgt. AxA +
FN34EY ASede M ¥ F=E2AFA 008 ppm FEFEANA 1% FEMHA
A3t en, 1 9 ASole 81% 76% FE7HA ZTAEHAT. FHAT HAZ =S
o] Z#g] wat ALHOE FFAFE] AT OF FHEA AT FHA
Ao A= AzxA + FF&F > ARA + F718LE > AxA + 4FA €22 4
gafo] ZA3HT. 2o ALe AxAY FIFEo AFE UF FHER =25
= A% FER 54 AeEAV e A2 B AR A E8ALC] AS
ol i} FFAFEY F7te FAE BESE YL AL F4FE 49F¢ 4%
21 4 B3gFIr BEH o2 FojPo g Qs do] Y&E ¢AEi(dark condition)o A=
FelEFY EAHANI £93% FRIA dehds @, "ol Foiz s HAEight
condition) dtellAle Zue] FHAHLE Qs e AT FERo] FAHAPLE U3
SAT&2] F7tet o] g WE(fluctuation)e] FEAEHUY Aoz Add.
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o
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Effective quantum yield (AF / Fm)
o0
~ N

06
05
04
0.3
-1 C) Paraquat dichloride + Fluoranthene
0.2 T T ] T T I T ]
0 20 40 60 80

B) Paraquat dichloride + Hg

| | | |

20 40 60 80
Time (hrs)

A), B) and C)

—e&— Control

—o&— Aceton control

—+— 0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm
—¢— 0.05 ppm + 0.05 ppm
—&— 0.08 ppm + 0.08 ppm
—&— 0.1 ppm + 0.1 ppm

28 3-20. 43 A2 2 AlxA(Paraquat dichloride) + 3 4(Hg), AM2A + &
Z#|(Endosulfan), A|&A + #713%E(Fluoranthene)d] =23 Zdzle J%

A+&(A AN A8,
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Paraquat dichloride + Endosulfan Paraquat dichloride + Hg
A) 0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm %0 9 A) 0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm

20 ~

—e— Control
—o— Aceton control
—— T=6 hrs
—&— T=36 hrs

Relative ETR

C) 0.08 ppm + 0.08 ppm

D) 0.1 ppm + 0.1 ppm

0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Irradiance (umol photons m2 ) Irradiance (umol photons m? s+)

a9 3-2la. O3 FER =¥ AxA| (Paraquat dichloride) + FE4 (Hp), AxA +
4% A (Endosulfan)e] :=2€ Zntefe wg FvgF4 (RLCs)Y W3
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0% FEdd &9 2o FAHSEFAL A2A + 4FA9 Z$ 0.08 ppm +
0.08 ppm FEFEAA T2AZAC FHE FHL tjzTo vig] 713 @] ZAsFe
, 0.1 ppm + 0.1 ppm FEFEL o|BtiE EA4 JelRT (29 3-21a, 9%). dx7F9
HE] FilEde =3 E2E ZYYs dAZR BATANAE FREIFAY FiAE
FEHEA gkoy s 2HAAE 2AMAdE FRHE FAE BRI (¥ 3-21b,
LEE) AzxAY F& 289 A A F==21< 0.1 ppm + 0.1 ppm&] Ao 7}
B F4AE BAd HY dAAAEES VELE F 50% FEA FAEAT. 1Y
U 3571 F7tgel o guteIMol ZrAsAE 4kt AxA st fr18Ee =37
AN 36ALA ] 71 Wol ZadA Ly, TZAAA A OA B F4e& BYe
2N FHERAY =Fd g3 FsEIAE Qe Aoz HAY dAZE 6, 36, T2ALH
25 2T} olAE o ZT(acetone controloll HlE] FEF A e EHIFC)
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Paraquat dichloride + Fluoranthene
A) 0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm

30

—e&— Control
—o— Aceton control
% —o— T=6hrs
—— T=36 hrs
—a&— T=72 hrs

Relative ETR

0 200 400 600 800 1000
Irradiance (umol photons m2 s)

a9 3-21b. 5 FHED 2 AxA + F7135HE (Fluoranthene)o| &8 Z o}
o] W& PukITHRLCY ¥
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o

@
w
1

— A) Paraquat dichloride + Endosulfan -1 B} Paraquat dichloride + Hg
0.2 I ! { l [ | | 1 [ I 1 ! | I 1 1
07 0 20 40 60 80
Time (hrs)
06 -
A), B) and C)
0.5
—e— Control

Effective quantum yield (AF / Fm)

—6— Aceton control
—+— 0.03 ppm + 0.03 ppm
—— 0.05 ppm + 0.05 ppm

0.4

0.3 —a— 0.08 ppm + 0.08 ppm
- C) Paraquat dichloride + Fluoranthene —a— 0.1 ppm+ 0.1 ppm
02 T T T T T T
] 20 40 60 80
Time (hrs)

a9 3-22. & ffEF 2 AxA (Paraquat dichloride) + 3% (Hg), AZA +
424 (Endosulfan), AxA] + #718%E (Fluoranthene)o]l x=&8 A9 3
%248 (A FAFAN) ¥l

0F FAERde =59 2 FFATE =EF O, 6, 12, 24, 36, 48, T2A LA Z
Aot (2Y 3-22). AxAY T35 29 i F=EU 0.1 ppm + 0.1 ppmel A
74 ol ZAaste 54% FEA FAEHAT AxAYG AFA 2HAA = 0.03 ppm F
=4ZdA 0.1 ppm FEFELE JMHA 78%, 80%, 79.5%, 1% FE7A AP
HAZ odF FAEZY T=7t S/ wet Zadte AL Bt AzxASG FF
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& zHolME #AEFe $E7t Z%el wret 91%, 86%, 76%, 54%7hA TElo] Ta
st A¥S BEAH. AzxALd F718FEY 2FAAE ZE FEFEAA T2A43HA 9
iz Bty 75% FE7A 2B F4AE EIAAN F=TFH] e zole flE
2o g2 Yegt

40 -

A) Paraquat dichloride + Endosulfan

—@— Control (T=0 hrs)

—a&— Control (T= 72 hrs)
—o— Aceton control (T=72 hrs)
—+— 0.03 ppm (T=72 hrs)
—&— 0.05 ppm (T=72 hrs)
—a— 0.08 ppm (T=72 hrs)
—a— 0.1 ppm (T=72 hrs)

1

Relative ETR

0 200 400 600
Irradiance (pmol photons m= s-')

a9 3-23. tF fMEF 29 AxA (Paraquat dichloride) + 34 (Hg), AxA +

4% A (Endosulfan), #|&A + #713%E (Fluoranthene)ol] =&d ZA3o] w
2 P AMRLCY W3

_81_.



0% feEdo xEd A9 WME FNIFHL 2ATACAY FAHHUASG (THE
3-23). Z¥9| FgFAe A =T FFAFLY ¥ AR dAHAT. AxA
% FE4 =AM E E7F S/ T keI Ade] Fasou, AxAeg 45
A, AzA% F718EE 2HAME =7 S T2t FRY dae HolA st
o AT felEdd &8 AHEFe dET vistd X JAIRC] FRe| i
stslen, dzFe B =2ex7] (T=008h ZATA 2F FHA oY T2AA 9
FEFAlo]l kEXZET £983] F7FsHAT

9. 7489 F exuze WE FANEAY Zoe)el FHe) gt 72
7 BAE

Zee] FEA A FAEDIYG =9 2NN SHEAE SHIAT. FHFASF
& (AFAMS 73%, 1, 4, 8, 13, 25, 36, 48, T2A|tR| o] Ao (OY 3-24), wE
FHeFA RLC)E &2 7] (T=D¢ T2AA ] FA43td iz vnsdo (23
3-25).

AR E 2N FAERY ¥E= AxA (Paraquat dichloride)® 7% 0.1 ppm,
A% (Endosulfan) 0.1 ppm, 5% (Hg) 0.1 ppm, $713%E (Fluoranthene) 0.25 ppm
oo, =&t wt FFAFEY FHT ALE Holg 2E2FL 0T AT
Ak (2 3-240). FAELAH 29 HAAFANN FF& F2H AsE £9¢
deaR7E Red, 10C % 20C M FolAe v EFE RHols ALE YeRT
2R =EAGA =9 A= tiAZ 30C > 20C > 10C 9o M2 SAEHYY}
ZHAE RAeZ RHoln, 30C AT A 2=A37 F o A vede AL
Btk 10C M FA F&9 A 2AAA N =Tl Hstd 41% FE7AA FAE
fo9, 20CAA = 39%, 30C A= 4% FE7A FAF}AT.
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0.8

A)10°C B) 20°C

06
= 04 -
£
W,
<02
S
T - ]
>
E 0 | 1 I I I I ] | | | I | ! 1 |} 1
S 08 - t 20 40 60 80
S C)30°C Time (hrs)
S .
o
g 06
g A), B) and C)
o
E 04 —&— Control

0.2

40 60 80
Time (hrs)

—+— Paraquat dichloride
—— Endosulfan

—=— Hg

—a— Fluoranthene

a9 3-24. fAEiERY =28 2o 2xRgd OE JFIATE (4 AAD) W8

® 3-14. 29 BT FASEL (T-72h] riXE fslEA 59 FHEART]
o} 3 one-way ANOVA 23},

freEd Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Probability
Paraquat 0.037 2 0.018 3.542 0.087
Endosulfan 0.148 2 0.074 18.259 0.002**
Hg 0.114 2 0.057 9.375 0.010**
Fluoranthene 0.113 2 0.056 4.903 0.041*
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Az FIAY FAFE (T=12h)9 v = FAEAS 229 B FHASHASY
A T4 fFode &Astr] A3 SAXMHE +P302™ (one-way ANOVA), I
A ® 3-140lt. AlzA (paraquat)E A7+ A3 A (endosulfan, p < 0.001), 7
(Hg, p < 0.001), #718&E (fluoranthene, p = 0.0De] =29 L &5 F7o)
ol et fold SAHAARE Hole A2 Yyt (B 3-14). A&A) (paraquat)ell =
=8 29U B 25 U9 ¥Hold B FAH EHAZE FYF Aole s A
22 et

2

2: )

10 °C 20 °C 30°C

; A) Paraquat dichloride 0.1 ppm A) Paraquat dichloride 0.1 ppm 40 4 A) Paraquat dichloride 0.1 ppm

—e— Control (T=72 hrs)

—8— T=1hrs
—a— T=72hrs
48 T T T T T T T 148 h T T T T T T T 1 0 T T T T T T T |
7 B) Endosuifan &1 ppm _| B) Endosuifan 0.1 ppm 9 B) Endosuifan 0.1 ppm
30 - N
20 - .
e 101 .
h —
w
2 48 - ' 40 ! 2 1
% 1 ©)Hg 0.1 ppm _| ©)Hg 0.1 ppm ] e1Hg 0.1 ppm
“ 3 - 30 4
20 20
10 - 10 4
43 T T T T T T T 1 4(0) T ! ! f T T T 1

] o) Fiuoranthene 0.25 ppm D) Fluoranthene 0.25 ppm

Y T T T T T T T 1 10 T T T T T T T )
0 200 400 800 goo O 200 400 600 800 o 200 400 600 800
Irradiance (umol photons m s') Irradiance (umol photons m &) Irradiance (umol photons m )

2% 3-25 oo =28 2o £xo] 4E WE FNETURLC)S W

ool fEAT L BT WP ME FAITUY FHL xF2]

_84_



(T=D%} 72A12A o] ZFAH o (TY 3-25), 10C A= A&A (Paraquat dichloride)$t
T2 Hpel vxd &9 SHEHE BJoH, 20T & 454 (Endosulfan)s} &7
3}13tE (Fluoranthene)e] FALE &AM SHEAAE Bt 0CTAME FF45 (Hpol
P AR SAHAEJE BIon, A5, AxA, FUISRE €22 FH A} FHolx
Tt ALE Yo,

08

o
'S

It
(X}

o
o o

Effective quantum yield (AF/ Fm)
o
P

©
~

0.2

A)10°C

B) 20 °C

20 40 60 80
Time (hrs)

Time (hrs)

A), B) and C)

—e— Contral

—+— Paraquat dichloride
—— Endosulfan

—a— Hg

—4— Fluoranthene

a9 3-26. FreEEC] xEd AV WG O FIFATE (4 AA) i

FeEdo] 28 AV X9 EEFAE 1, 5, 14, 21, 28, 38, 51, 7TINZLA A F
FATES SA%ALH (28 3-26), =7 =Ex7] (T=Dg 72AIA ] FitdFAHE
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Z33td dxTo vt (29 3-27). FEAY 259 EFESAE due 7
o FAEA JEbes, 2o A= 10C 9 20C7 vi&d SAERE RPou,
239 At 10CAHF7E 20CAHTFEY SAEAV FH3A dehds 2oz B
o 250 & {FIAEZY SAHAEAHRE 30C > 10T > 20C €22 FolAs A2 B
At ol F4AESY A& EHT #Ho Ae A= Ay AeEs BF 25T
Z0A HYAZES Hole AR ¢4 Ut (Lobban and Harrison 1994). o] X th
ALz teAe BE ARl BFE A= €8A Jeny, olig ¥ 12z
Ae w2A Aol Zaste AoE L&A Utk A ALE ol¢t FAG A
g Hole ZAoE dddt A f3EF F /MR FEHY SHERE Hols AL &
g Mg FL3A FTFE FL& Hpeoled, 10C 72AA s dz2T9 Hasty
33% 7R Z4adFeH, 0CAME 12% FEMA ZasIh SolFdAE 20C =
AA AzAL] AS T2AAY FFAFE] 2T ¥ 7% FE7A FL3AT
0C A= AZXAE 1.5%, AFAE 7.5% £E27A ZA2de o8 o F18 5
BEJE Ze ALE VEHRED f788EY Aoz iz Hdte 12.3%71A 2
238t 0CHH TS FAELR 259 EFEAES US B A2 eyt

E 3-15. AH9 FF/AY FAFE (T=72h)l vlX= FAEAHR 259 FAFH AT
3 one-way ANOVA Z 3},

frelEA Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Probability
Paraquat 0.084 2 0.042 21.233 0.002**
Endosulfan 0.312 2 0.156 10.317 0.011*
Hg 0.360 2 0.180 26.857 0.001***
Fluoranthene 0.404 2 0.202 30.610 0.001%**

99 FFA FAFE (T=T2he] "lAEs FAELAN} 259 5T FHAFHEA
Hd TAE FA4E U3yl A FAAMYE £ R2H (one-way ANOVA), 1 2
F= #® 3-150]th. A=A (paraquat, p < 0.01)E ®£F 434 (endosulfan, p < 0.05),
234 (Hg, p < 0.001), $713&E (fluoranthene, p < 0.00D)o] =28 ZHdg= 25 =
Zo] W Wl Fo}F FHAEARE Hole ZLE YEHT (E 3-15).
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10 °C 20 °C 30 °C
A) Paraquat dichloride 0.1 ppm A) Paraquat dichioride 0.1 ppm _| A} Paraquat dichloride 0.1 ppm

—ae&— Control (T=72 hrs)
—— T=1 hrs
—h— T=72 lrs

abdhaded

0 I I i 1 1
'] B) Endosulfan 0.1 ppm B) Endosulfan 0.1 ppm

1 T T T T

B) Endosulfan 0.1 ppm

] C) Hg 0.1 ppm C) Hg 0.1 ppm
-

Relative ETR

0 1 1 1 T T

] D) Fluoranthene 0.25 ppm D) Fluoranthene 0.25 ppm D) Fluoranthene 0.25 ppm

~ 0 T T T T T
0 200 400 600 O 200 400 600 O 200 400
Irradiance (umol photons m2 s-) Irradiance (umol photons m? ') Irradiance (umol photons m g-7)

19 3-27. fAERA &8 A9 2o & mE PgFH (RLC)Y W3

FAERAN 2= EFEF T oo wE FNEFHY FI L U2 I
T&9 Afe dAstn Yok 20T 2R AzxAY A 2ANAY FFY BT
AL iz T 3t FA3 A FARHANOH, 0T A9 AxAYg 434, 234
=8 299 BS BHEFAE FHse Zlo] FYnE BF o $ Fe FRoA
HgIdol EAHUG. FuEFHAME £F 30C > 10C > 20T &A2 $3E23
3 EFEIH} AT AU ubHoez, £ (Hp), & (Ag, 7l=F CHx 2e 5
&S FFFELTE olUEA O 4L 9 A7 Aoz <84 o Ralph and
Burchett 1998). =& F5& F 4F YFIEELS BF Aoz &A%

%

YA F= oM FA4o YA Fe EA4E BRolXu tRrEy FFEE0

ok.,&
1J



Az FRY U8 FAHY SHL 2T Yon, S40] FVHE FE F2oY A
be sj4a 89 25 9 A4S get 47 g2 dehe & o

N

P

10. 8748% F F¥H T W B E FAMERY Za e 2
of g 72A1F F4=8A

FHEAT IYE w29 EFEFAE SAINY) A%S A FEE THE BRE
3, FAERR LGAZ HlojAd Ay AHE =S IEE Tl ERbFHY
N:P ratio 16 : 1& 7|&22 dgon, Awxxe AAHGm Q44 (Low Nitrogen Low
Phosphorus, LNLP) Fujell 5 uM N3} 0.7 uM P7} HA 3P, ol 7|ELE YHA
Aezo A4YEH 1Fx=9 U4kd(Low Nitrogen High Phosphorus, LNHP), 15x9] &
A3t AE=e] Q4kd(High Nitrogen Low Phosphorus, HNLP), 28|12 1% =9 ZH4HY
7 ¥ =9 ¢lAd(High Nitrogen High Phosphorus, HNHP) FHi& wHEo) FUth Z+z
9] #=7ul= LNHPS 2% 5 M N3 7 uM P, HNLP&= 50 uM N3 0.7 uM P, HNHP&
50 uM N# 7 uM P7t HA stdt (E73 F=2). 283 T2AL ¢ &siien,
Zuiefe] A% 1, 4, 8, 13, 25, 36, 48, 72 AR FFAFE (A AF)E F33H A
(0¥ 3-28), =% WE JFHIFHLE =E227|(T=D} T2AA ] A3t thzT ¥
aeA T (27 3-29a¢} 3-29D).

AzAt dFge EFAFAE 7/1F 2%E ZAA HNHP A A 72A3H ¢ &3
& BFRAFEL gETo ¥Ed 28% FEA FAEdIAoH, AR JE¥EY =7
718l wet fEAN FL¢EY EFEAV FIA UEvdE AR SAHUG &
ZFA9 ASLE T2ATAY FFAFEC] B 43% FEE FUFY FETFHIYgE FH
& A8 BolAE o434t 45U 29 AF =¥ ATE 2HAA 2ARAA W
ZT9 vmdte] 39% FE7HA LR er, yHA Ffee 50% FE7A HFiste
AoZ Hol JIYHH FEZY EFAEAE EHIA @S A2 uwodn. £(Hyp)
o] AS & AN SHAYTFTLE FFAFE] ZLdE AL BIY. {IgHE
Y ATE 2AA 26% FE7A ZALIFLH, YA sEPAAMAE HE 50%7%
A ZadUY. L= $aEAY TREATG U FABAANMY SHGYSH vz
Fe o, 713 EY AEe F49H A FAHEAY EFEAE FUY HeFHE
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A zAQl Paraquat dichlorides} 944 Fxote] Edas =48 93 A
& FFATEY AHAS} FASH 9YEY T=7F FUMsIEA BT AL

HetA Een, HNLP M2 F9 k&xrld on SA4F%] Uehues Aoz Bl

434 A= 499 SETHSG BAYCl MLE FEAM SHYFEL BAFT
¢ FVLIVE FHAE ¢ & Aok
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0.8 —
A) Paraquat dichloride B) Endosulfan

-
06

o
i
1

et
N
|
]

©
@ O
—

o
o

Effective quantum yield (AF / Fm)

o
'
|

0 26 40 60 8¢ O 20 40 60 8C
Time (hrs)

—e&— Control

—+— Low nitrogen low phosphorus (LNLP)
—&— Low nitrogen high phosphorus (LNHP)
—&— High nitrogen low phosphorus (HNLP)
—a— High nitrogen high phosphorus (HNHP)

33 3-28. f3EdC &9 ZoHY IYF = wEd e FIFAsE (4 AAD)
W3}
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E® 3-16. Zu 9 FA FAFE (T=72h)°) vlXE FEADN AT J$dY IFXA
EXQ &7 ¥ two-way ANOVA A3},

Factor Source SS df MS F Probability
Nitrogen 0.052 1 0.052 15.802 0.002**
Phosphorus 0.009 - 1 0.009 2.879 0.116
Paraquat
N x P 2.50E-007 1 2.50E-007 0.000 0.993
Error 0.40 12 0.003
Nitrogen 0.002 1 0.002 0.819 0.385
Endosulfan Phosphorus 0.001 1 0.001 0.319 0.584
N X P 0.002 1 0.002 0.648 0.438
Error 0.026 11 0.002
Nitrogen 0.005 1 0.005 3.063 0.108
He Phosphorus 0.002 1 0.002 1.023 0.334
N X P 0.003 1 0.003 1.652 0.225
Error 0.017 11 0.002
Nitrogen 0.024 1 0.024 3.497 0.086
Fluoranthene Phosphorus 0.012 1 0.012 1.744 0.211
N x P 0.015 1 0.015 2.222 0.162
Error 0.082 12 0.007

Zztefe] F{A8 FAFE (T=72h)e vX e FAEZAFA U9y £ FHEHaY
o dg FAH FAAHE FAdr] 3 FAANHE FAHHA L (two-way ANOVA), 1
AE B 3-160)t). A=A (paraquat)e] =22 Zstgd AAEH 4ge x5 24
< 288 AHHFAN Fdd SAHEARE BA AL AxA) A¥E FALE (p < 0.0D
ZAAAT AT SHEARE Ze A2E UERY F 3-16. I 9o AFA
(endosulfan), F&< Hg), #713FE (fluoranthene)s} AFEH FUYE = RAdAE
o 5 SAEFA YA #4dt (F 3-16).
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Relative ETR

Paraquat dichloride 0.1 ppm

50
_{ A) LNLP {low nitrogen low phosphorus)
40 -
30 ~
20 4
- —e— Control (T= 72 hrs)
10 —&— T=1hrs

—&— T=72hrs
T T 1 T T T 1

B) LNHP (low nitrogen high phosphorus)

Endosulfan 0.1 ppm

40 -
A) LNLP (low nitrogen low phosphorus)

30

20

Control (T=72 hrs)
—8— T=1hrs

—&— T=72hrs
T T T T T T T 1

'| B) LNHP (low nitrogen high phosphorus)

10

0 | T T T T T T 1 0 [ 1 1 | 1 1 | 1
50 — 40 —
_| ©) HNLP (high nitrogen low phosphorus) _| C) HNLP (high nitrogen low phosphorus)
58 ] [ i | T | | ] 43 T T § [} I T § i
_] D) HNHP (high nitrogen high phosphorus) _| DY BNHP (high nitrogen high phosphorus)
40

200

400
Irradiance (umol photons m2 s)

600

1% 3-2%2. frEZC &2 Z9He d4Y

(RLCs)¢] w8},

Y T ] I | I 1 i 1
200 400 800
Irradiance (umol photons m-2 s1)

¥E WS BE wE FPeDY

T2 Hpe B¢ 259 fHEdy EFAFANAH BAFUY AAgE b E
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Ase BT FFA5ELY Ao GA X5 UYOLh HNLP FEmAd A g
FrgRHel 27] 71€7)7t FUG 248 YT, HNHP SE2ANAE FuSIHe
271718717 BASE AFE RAY (2F 3-20b, 9F). o= F349 EHEFNG T
$E 239 A4ATe EFEAZ BAY, 2EEY VY A E4L Y F 3

g Holx FATH FNHAFEY A$olE LNLP FEZHANA 713 5 39 B4
FFE BRI (2Y 3-29b, LEF). HNHP S EZHAAE 3t 5
Uz =P FRAT SHIFE Bl Wsith

oo FFAFL F FAHEAS A EFEAE AxA D> FFE D> {7
E > AFA €oE FHIT0l FAdE HAoZ etk AxAY ASeE EE
279 49 FE=TFHAN FHF9F0] dehdEs Aoz Holh, ol J¥dTy EF
Bty Boe AzxA AA Y 5HFE] v AT AoE B
54 & H9 7 $-ol= HNLPS} HNHP HE=xZdA RO 73 54 Fgo] e
Uz glen, 4FAY 4713889 4$E LNHP 55240 SAY9F] =25
(T=36 hrs)7bA Vel tizt oA S E5 s AF§E Ry
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“ Hg 0.1 ppm
"] A) LNLP (low nitrogen low phosphorus) 40
30 -
20 -
10 —e— Control (T=72 hrs)

—&— T=1hrs
—a— T=72 hrs

0 T | T T T | 1 1 0

40 " 40
| B) LNHP {low nitrogen high phosphorus)

30

20

0 T T T I T T T I
"] €) HNLP {high nitrogen low phosphorus)

Relative ETR

D) HNHP (high

Y I | | 1 | | | 1
0 200 400 600
Irradiance (pumol photons m2 s)

Fluoranthene 0.25 ppm

A) LNLP (low nitrogen low phosphorus)

l 1 | | 1 | ] 1
B) LNHP ({low nitrogen high phosphorus)

—e— Control (T=72 hrs)
—m— T=1hrs
—a— T=72 hrs
1 T T T

j C) HNLP (high nitrogen low phosphorus)

T I T 1

| oy HNHP (high nitrogen high phosphorus)

I | T 1 | | 1 |
200 400 600
(rradiance (umol photons m~? s}

29 3-29b. §EEA xEY ZHYY FFA F= ¥sel e WE FESA

(RLCs)9] ¥ 3}
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0.8

A) Paraquat dichloride

'] B) Endosulfan

Effective quantum yield (AF / Fm)

0 | [ | ] | 1 T I |
0.8 -
C) Hg D) Fluoranthene
. i
0.6
0.4 - —
0.2 — _
0 T T T T 1 ] — T T T T T T
0 20 49 80 80 ¢ 20 40 60 80
Time (hrs)
—e— Control

—<+— Low nitrogen low phosphorus (LNLP)
—e— Low nitrogen high phosphorus (LNHP)
—— High nitrogen low phosphorus (HNLP)
—a— High nitrogen high phosphorus (HNHP)

a9 3-30. FiEA x2d A¥Y FU4Y = WHF) wE FIArE (AAMM) ¥

5}

ZAne §AEAF d9Y FEY TFEI it wE FHFIHLE HA=Z FFA
4& (quantum yield) 239 X3t ok (1Y 3-30, 3-3la, 3-31b). A=A A% 7
2 E=Z5]3 7AE RAE 9dYY 5= LNLP9 HNHP H=x7Aolen (Oy 3-31a,
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L &%), UriA LNHP$} HNLP F=x719 A% #FAR FE&AA B3
Ao &3A9 B AR RE =AM 4t F4E By 277187
9] A dzTo st A FadA ¥ Aoz velyd.

F34 4 HpY A% =827 (T = 1 hro)el o)n] Fuks-Fae) ZFart veht

T ew, ol#y{ Aa7t T2AAZA FAHI e ALE HAY, xE&&7)d yE
G SA4YGY0] ¥ ol IHYHA g3 {FAHE Ao JudAY. {FIISFEY A%
T 22x7d B FALYE] =& Ze] Aol mel tA &I FYFE HA
t}.
¥ 3-17. A¥ 9] JFAR FASFE (T=72h))] v FlERA] 2D U9 FAHAS
A &te] 3 two-way ANOVA A3},
Factor Source SS df MS F Probability
Nitrogen 0.013 1 0.013 1.055 0.334
Paraquat Phosphorus 0.006 1 0.006 0.506 0.497
d N X P 0.012 1 0.012 0.948 0.359
Error 0.100 8 0.012
Nitrogen 0.000 1 0.000 0.213 0.657
Endosulfan Phosphorus 0.004 1 0.004 1.832 0.213
N X P 0.001 1 0.001 0.643 0.446
Error 0.018 8 0.002
Nitrogen 0.007 1 0.007 1.234 0.299
i Phosphorus 0.007 1 0.007 1.211 0.303
g N X P 0.004 1 0.004 0.813 0.394
Error 0.043 8 0.005
Nitrogen 0.001 1 0.001 0.659 0.440
Fluoranthene Phosphorus 0.003 1 0.003 3.377 0.103
. N X P 0.006 1 0.006 6.583 0.033
Error 0.008 8 0.001

ZAvle] FYPAH FAFE (T=-72h) vlAE FHELDFS 2FE I¥H 5 485
Aaste] dizgk FAA fFg8E Ay Al FAANHE FHINALH (two-way
ANOVA), 1 Axt= ® 3-17¢)th. A& A (paraquat)E B E£37F 43F A (endosulfan), &+
& (Hg), #713¢E (fluoranthene)® ZAeE F4E = AdAE F48 53 =4
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a3t deEhd HETE AU (F 3-16).

Paraquat dichloride 0.1 ppm
A) LNLP (low nitrogen low phosphorus)

30

Endosulfan 0.1 ppm
A) LNLP (low nitrogen low phosphorus)

20

10 trol (T=72 hrs)

—&— T=1hrs
—a— T=72 hrs
T T T

7] B) LNHP (low nitrogen high phosphorus)

i 1 1 i T

B) LNHP (low nitrogen high phosphorus)

1 !

8o

T T T I I

C) HNLP (high nitrogen low phosphorus)

C) HNLP (high nitrogen low phosphorus)

Relative ETR
8o

20

10

T T T T 1 0

D) HNHP (high nitrogen high phosphorus) 30 7

I | I I il
D) HNHP (high nitrogen high phosphorus)

8o

I

1 ]
200 400
Irradiance (umol photons m? s')

200
Irradiance (umol photons m?2 s-)

400

29 3-3la. $HERA =28 IV FUY TE W] #E we FLEFURLC)
o] W3}
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Hg 0.1 ppm Fluoranthene 0.25 ppm

30 30 -
A) LNLP {low nitrogen low phosphorus) A) LNLP (low nitrogen low phosphorus)
20 20
107 17 —e— Control (T=72 hrs)
—=— T=1hrs
~—&— T=72hrs
38 | T l | 1 | 38 l T l ' T '
B) LNHP (low nitrogen high phosphorus) B) LNHP (low nitrogen high phosphorus)

0
1 T T T T ] ]
30 ) )
C) HNLP (high nitrogen low phosphorus) C) HNLP (high nitrogen low phosphorus)

[« 4
b=
[13]
[]
2
®
o
[+'4

38 b T I T ] T 1 33 l I T T l '

D) HNHP (high nitrogen high phosphorus) | D) HNHP (high nitrogen high phosphorus)

0 200 400 600 O 200 400 600
Irradiance (umol photons m? s+) Irradiance (umol photons m2 s-1)

a9 3-31b. =Rl =TE 2V JIY FE ¥ @& HE FHEFA RLCs)
o] W3}
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B7be €29 FFHC @t gIsA SAHUST dF B dAAE FRE ARG
FE AT 7 AL, ol W dFEEH tHA= F A 8ol YA @
T ARE Hole ZFE ANUH. ol uF FAELY FHedA Z¥E AHER
o] 34 x2dd ZHy 2 HEH ud I=E AE2FFY ¥IE FAMT
det7lE o ES HoFe 2 & F Aok wekA FF Zud i fEAY
A2 Al 9F= T8 HAsiME B AUHA =3 A OIFd g AF
of e Hri7t WaAsEE Aol ugyE Aoz Addn

11, fral=dd the AeSAHH7 BHe EE3E AT vz 49

fAHEE o] &7 FAEDY FHAY A FFWI Ve FEHS=H A 4§
& FRSAYR 723 YASAHHI 71 FHIIA vAZRFE o83 {3
B S4AES AP o, vHzF9 HAFEE endpointZ o] &3 AT

7}. A& A (Endosulfan)7} PIMHEZRF ([ galbana)el A7 vl 9

13 3-32& A3A¢ endosulfane] zt FEolA tNERZEF (I galbana)el Azt
8 AZse WIE B3y gt JuwEQU 01 ppm € AYEnE ZE FEAA
Alzko] Al mel MESrE S/ A 29 A F 0.02 ppm PR FERAME
27 AE49 zolr YehtAl ¥tou, 0.04 ppm ol FEAE o7t YE
U7l A&Esdth 49 A3 Fde= 0.001 ppm3t 0.003 ppmel e dZ2FRT A X457}
o =4 Yelsti, 0.01 ppm o9 FEANAE dxTED @A dBgen, 57 F
NEFE NEFE ZadE %S B4t Endosulfane] =8 WAAERZF U
galbana)®] ¥+ AAE (daily growth rate) %7} 0.01 ppm (NOEC) o]t A& tix
Fo} @ ztolrt figled (23 3-33), 0.02 ppm (LOEC) oAM= thzTst 4% 2
o]7} v}Ehstt}. 96hr-EC50- 0.089 ppmo.E A& At
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Endosulfan

10
--®-- control
s | —0—0.001 ppm
—#—0.003 ppm
| —24—0.01 ppm
6 —4&— 0.02 ppm

Cell concentration
(1076 cells/ml)

Exposure time (Days)

Endosulfan

10 r

---@-- control

s | ——0.4 ppm

—=— 0.6 ppm X
—4— 0.8 ppm
—4&— 1.0 ppm

Cell concentration
(1076 cells/ml)

Exposure time (Days)

a1y 3-32. 4%A (Endosulfan)e] & F5d xEAZte W& vAURZF (Sochrysis
galbana)e} M X4 W3l
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Endosulfan

16 r

12

09 |

03 |

Daily growth rate (/d)

o.o [l [ 1 (] A '} ]
control  0.01 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1

Concentration (ppm)

I¥ 3-33 AFA (Endosulfan) & A¥ &= 96A ¢ =Ed vAHEZRH
(Isochrysis galbana)®] |43t A& W3}

U 55 Hpeol vARREzF (I gabana)®] 47l Ve 9%

39 3-UE 2349 £ Hpe 7 =M I galbanas) N MEe] W
€ 24F33 ok HI1FES 0.1 ppm £ AYd{neE BE FEA A|gto] 73 e
o2t MESF7E S 2384, 4% 24AREE 0.02 ppm ool A tiRTFRT A
E57 $A Jdehdr] AFET, 49 A FolE 0.02 ppm ol 3] FEAAE FE
g MESF a7l F33A Jelst. Heel &9 [ galbanad] AAEL =71 0.01
ppm (NOEC) °lsteldE bz #9% ozt gdes (2Y 3-35), 0.02 ppm
(LOEC) A& 74 F9% o]zt eyttt 96hr-EC502 0.081 ppme 2 A&
.
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10
---@-- control

s | —{3+—0.001 ppm
s _ —&—0.003 ppm
::g E 6 | |[—=—001ppm
5 = —4— 0.02 ppm
2 o
s® L4 |
Ss
o
(&)

2 b

0 i g

0 1 2 3 4
Exposure time (Days)
Hg
10
--®-- control
—{—0.04 ppm
c 8 1
o _ —&— 0.06 ppm i
s E —4—0.08 ppm
£2 6
g 5 —4&— 0.10 ppm
9 .

o , |
5SS
R
(&)

2 | B)

0 . 4 ']

Exposure time (Days)

19 3-34. FF% Hed & =8 &AW e s &M 2FUsochrysis galbana)9
ME sl
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(=] (=] - -
[-2] © N (2, ]
L

Daily growth rate (/d)
°
w

o
o

control  0.01 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
Concentration (ppm)

a1y 3-35. T34 Hp & 43 ¥=° 96A% ¢ =" s vMZFsochrysis
galbana)e] Y+ AZE w3

th. §7133E (Fluoranthene)o] s|Fu|MzF (I galbana)e] A7) vlX& Y

a9 3-362 §718FE< fluoranthenee] &+ F=olM [ galbanasl ANE AEF
o ¥W3lE veguz Utk 1% EQ 01 ppm € AYFaE BEE FENA Aol A
o] wel AEF7E F7H8AT HAFEE AYstis BE sROA AIIUE AX
F7F =7t & ol Ul Fluorantheneo] 2% [ galbanad) AR EL =7}
0.08 ppm (NOEC) °l3teldE tzT79 #9% o)zt fglen (2Y 3-37), 0.1 ppm
(LOEC) A& HzT9 Fod xel7F velgth 96hr-EC50-2 0.090 ppmeE A& FH A
1=
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Fluoranthene

10 r
---@-- control
g | —{—0.001 ppm
_S - —#—0.003 ppm
< £ —4—0.01 ppm
€8 6 [
3 —4— 0.02 ppm
2 o
S® 41
Se
o
(8]
2T A)
0 I 4
0 1 2 3 4
Exposure time (Days)
Fluoranthene
10 r
---@-- control
s | —{3—0.04 ppm
—&—0.06 ppm
e —4&—0.08 ppm
—&—0.10 ppm

Cell concentration
(1026 cells/ml)

-
-®

Exposure time (Days)

a9y 3-36. #71315tE  (Fluoranthene)d] 2z HEE =2AItd o HdrAzF
(Isochrysis galbana)®l A X4 W3},
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Fluoranthene

—— o o o

e e =
N ({+] N
T T T

Daily growth rate (/d)
o
w

control 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1

o
o

Concentration (ppm)

a9 3-37. #713¢E (Fluoranthene) Zt A3 F=o 964 B¢ =" Y vAXRF
(Isochrysis galbana)®] |3+ A& ¥l

2}, A %A (Paraquat dichloride)7} s Uu|M=F (I galbana)e) A7l vl %
&

1Y 3-38& A&A ¢l paraquat dichloride®] Z+ HxolA [ galbanas] AE ME
¢ W3s Jehyz Uk d1sE2U 1.0 ppm & AYstae ZE FEA ATt
A% oel HEF£71 F71sk o). Paraquat dichloride®l 73-$% fluoranthene vt}
A2 H BEE ALstne ARE AEzF7t dz27e A9 ARSI, Paraquat
dichlorided] =29 I galbana®l B EL %7} 0.6 ppm (NOEC) o|3tdllA & =7
9& zol7l gNew (7Y 3-39), 0.8 ppm (LOEC) oA tET ¢ 2% Ao/t
Ebytth. 96hr-EC50-2 0.898 ppme2 A& H it
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Paraquat dichloride

-
N
1

---@-- control
—{1—0.01 ppm
—il— 0.03 ppm
—/— 0.1 ppm
6 } —A&— 0.2 ppm

-
o
T

(=]
T

Cell concentration
(1076 cells/ml)

4 b
2 f A)
0 [
0 1 2 3 4
Exposure time (Days)
Paraquat dichloride
107 ---@-- control
8 —{1— 0.4 ppm
—il— 0.6 ppm
6 —/— 0.8 ppm
—4&— 1.0 ppm

Cell concentration
(1076 cells/ml)

.
.

Exposure time (Days)

a9¥ 3-38. Al&A| (Paraquat dichloride)®] 2t =¥ X=ZAte] ME HFrA=F
(Isochrysis galbana)®] A X W3}
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Paraquat dichloride

15

o—¢© S —a—— o—

09

0.3

Daily growth rate (/d)

o.o 4 A A I ' ] I
control 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Concentration (ppm)

29 3-39. Al&A| (Paraquat dichloride) 2 A3 s X0l 96AI1F ¢ =& g vlA=
F(sochrysis galbana)®] 43+ B3& W3l

ol 2 244 4 nvE ¥
R 3-18& B d79 4F A2 4&d 54 dvHE 4 EFEE U 3l
t}. NOEC, LOEC, 96hr-EC50-2 endosulfan3} Hg7} #AFsES 3, fluorantheneo] ojxt} <o

 E3ton, AxAQ paraquat dichlorideZ} 7}& A et

® 3-18. & S ERAY NG v M ZFUsochrysis galbana) A% As =4 sielolH

vl 3
(%91 ppm)
Group Chemical NOEC LOEC 96hr-EC50
Insecticide Endosulfan 0.01 0.02 0.089
Metal Hg 0.01 0.02 0.081
Organic compound Fluoranthene 0.08 0.1 0.090
Herbicide Paraquat dichloride 0.6 0.8 0.898
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12. fFsiEAd ik AFE33F X AR (bio-indicator)E2A] &f|4H4] &2
o] & <t

AUEAE THE AYNIVAAE LA 7)ol 2AAY BHE HAE
FAED F 2 B HAFHE LE9EH L A TS HG3EE, 285l AxA
U AFAe 22 4718 E Al JHAE FEE £ deH, I F B 97E T 5
A9ege Yristy REgANE 2 #ELE AR e FHEZ LS FU1FAE
FE& T} E FFEFYS A3 AT HFAEY @sleA, F5E, 18 4
279 e 43 SUEIEL AMPHAZ $YHRXL o AW SHEARES LY
A "t Lo NAF FL oA FH L LS F floy, AV|HOEE AMY 9
T AE AR Zav BAYTY. TD 0BT ANAY WHE AHA JFGAY =
Be 2dstd AAL FAVOTAH LFEA YA AAE Fo] $HY F Utk
7NFEAHFES TPl FFLH02 A 24 A HAYEY dd AHHU &
#a, TR AHole ¥WF, J8x FRT HANE AR FUF FoE FHEAC T
BRHel afyt BHsA Uedth f8odd o AeE AA ds) 4% AHAES
g3 & oy, o223y FEFHE Hole Fdo AIYrE o FUISFEY Ax
Ao 2QEE Ase IHFHoE At HxTHo] g Edo] B o] AW
E & gon, 53 43 FHoA FEFY 7Y FA L vAE AL <A
9th ok ThEAl AZASH FAF AEA e ALE TFT ABE AWEH A7t
YL Xt FAF AEFHA FAHo) FAds EFE nydtd AE) ¥ 7
o Zzg bl

o8 ¥ ZAHHYU FEFo|9dd FHEH o3 HEA nF (AvA} FAY HEF
8o S8 $23E P APo] HAL & A= FAAA HAMNE BL A7
Attt (Pace et al, 1999). Yxr3l &o|& “‘top-down’ (E2=e] 93] 3B ¥TA 7}t
&g Wi A) == ’ bottom-up’ (FFF/Hol Foll o3 FAFFDAA &= 7A
= )¢ o] ol PHA Fakol N WAV}, YukHOE  “top-down’ E}
= 2AZAA BAHT Yoo, EFIE (Brett and Goldman 1996), 34 E (Estes
t al 1998), A& X (Hay 1997), 4@ =tthst =3} (Menge 1995), 18ln dd 4
& A2" (Posey and Ambrose 1994)olA TEHT Yt} YF FAALHY

et

U

a®
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‘bottom-up'#} * top-down’ 8.1 EFo ¥E3e AE Yot (Posey et al. 1999). o|¥ %
T ER A& 9] 7HA e ARHAHY Al Y3 wTHE AHAE BEsin
FZs = oA HANELS QA 7uE G FHALSEA YETH ANA
(bio-indicator)24] oj-%- 8 Zog2 dddAY = HHF dYAZF (marine
macrophytes)& o2 E&3ld SABP/IYYE /Adsa ol &dtes AL Fl=d9
AL Al T YT E&FHoZ Hrsty #AF A e FHIeY B =&
E & 4 Holth

Molfetas and Blandin (1981)& T¥% HE FojA A ETH AAAE 82 F U=
FTL BEFolH, AHYLE FR3}3, FHUAYR £XE HAFoof 3iH, g &7
A dole] U A= FHA ATFHZA Folojof @otn AHE U EF &7
Lgel 3 FESH AR o] L dAdEA AHAY BRE HEB F e AH
2l ATt Hrto] 88 4 ook o} (Rainbow and Philips 1993).

At AEAA EB2Fo dYHoR &3 LAHE B9 (Uva sp)vt FEF
(Enteromorpha sp.)¢] 73S+ HIG4ste] g AETH AAA(EA &3] o]&HY
(Sfriso and Marcomini 1997, Fong et al. 1998), " & FF4 g U3 FEFEFH =Y
EFe] JAAN tFHEFY o8 B ATENA RAYF Ut (F 3-19). o|A7HA
= =AW { (Fucus sp., Ascophyllum sp, Sargassum sp., Ulva lactuca %ol ©145Ho $toh
(Rainbow and Phillips 1993, Phillips 1994).

AGEaE 2usigoA 7t ®@ol o]&=+& bio-monitoring F& Z2FU Uva
lactucaol®, ¥ Enteromorpha 4°] bio-monitoring Fo2 714 Be AAE T 3
t}. 28\ Enteromorpha S A E Tt Fo] SA8a o] 0] FAHol 4A ¥ H
€ £9] bio-monitors2¢] o] & ATl EAZE AAFHI vt (Philips 1994). FH ol
U o2l A 7tA ol o\&EE F& Fucus vesiculosus7t 743 BESAEA o5 gl
t} (Rainbow and Philips 1993). {2 FolAX = Enteromorpha 4°] 714 ZQA ol &5
Qov (Philips 1995), &F¢ 7% Enteromorpha crinita’t 34 g Wi
bio-monitoring Fo2 81 gt} (Wong et al. 1978).
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£ 3-19. F55 29 U B ETH JAAZA o] §H = 44 E.

Marine Plant Species Metals References
Amphibolis antarctica Cd, Cu, Fe, Mn, Pb, Zn Harris et al. (1979)
Cymodocea nodosa Cr, Cu, Ni, Al, Ca, Catsiki and Panayotidis (1993), Malea
Cd, Fe, K, Mg, Na, (1993)
Pb, Zn Malea and Haritonidis (1995)
Cymodocea rotundata Cd, Cu, Pb, Zn Nienhuis (1986)

Enhalus acorordes
Halodule uninervis
Halophila ovalis

Halophila stipulacea Al, Cd, Cu, Fe, K, Malea and Haritonidis (1989)
Na, Pb, Zn Malea (1994a,b)
Malea and Haritonidis (1996)
Heterozostera tasmanica Cd, Cu, Fe, Mn, Pb, Harris et al. (1979)
Zn Fabris et al. (1982)
Posidonia australis Cd, Cu, Mn, Ni, Pb, Zn Ward (1987)
P. oceanica Cd, Cr, Cu, Pb, Zn, Hg, Campanella et al. (2001)
all Capiomont et al. (2000)
Pergent-Martini and Pergent (2000)
Syringodium Isoetifolium Cd, Cu, Pb, Zn Nienhuis (1986)

Thalassia hemprichii
Thalassodendron ciliatum

Zostera marina Cd, Cu, Cr, Pb, Zn Faraday and Churchill (1979),
Brix et al. (1983)
Lyngby (199D

Zostera muelleri Cd, Cu, Fe, Mn, Pb, Harris et al. (1979)
Zn Carter and Eriksen (1992)

o] folx Tty BHAEH 20 tE biomarkersE2A 4 B9 FHEHTES] W
ol FHstc AT (F 3-20), AANEY FAH2EH2EA QoA #E (in vitro
experiment), 8% £ R4 EZ ¥ A4 E bio-transformation £A-¢} A4
ol 1= T WA E AU EHE &8t bio-indicators2 & £ UE 9
@ A7 musle] g FAT Seu Aol AYsE HUNEL Yoz o
* FalEd] Uik HESH AR (bio-indicator) =& biomarkerso] #FAF ThoFgt
EX4ET i R BA= FAEA 7 B2 RE FHES CiyA & B
Tk oopyEt A& FEAY Y D AdFA HERTH HIE UL ofyA e
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I e 4R

¥ 3-20. 83 2Ed 20 B3 biomarkers24] 44 o HESIFES o] 8T AT

Stress Species References

Infection by microorganisms Zostera marina Vergeer et al. (1995)
Vergeer and Develi (1997)

Interspecific competition Posidonia oceanica Cuny et al. (1995)

Agostini et al. (1998)
Ferrat (2001)

Hg P. oceanica Agostini et al. (1998)
Ferrat (2001)

Cu Ascophyllum nodosum Toth and Pavia (2000)
Grazing/phenolic compounds Different species of Anderson and Velimirov (1982)
concentration Chlorophyta, Phaeophyta,

Rhodophyta

Alaria marginata Steinberg (1984)

Fucus vesiculosus, Steinberg (1985)

Halidrys siliquosa,

Eisenia arborea

Dictyota spiralls, Steinberg and Paul (1990)
Dictyopteris australis,

Lobophora variegata,

Cystoseira trinodis,

Sargassum sp.

Different species of Steinberg (1985)
Chlorophyta, Phaeophyta, Steinberg and Van Altena (1992)
Rhodophyta
Sargassum Sp. Steinberg et al. (1991)
Grazing, desiccation, UVB Ascophylium nodosum Pavia and Brock (2000)

AESH AAAA (bio-indicators)2A 44 &9 NAEE ThE A &) viasty 4F
dthe AL RAgFE AFACA T Aol AF 0RF AeE 7 25 i LT
< A7t & W, F. vesiculosus 2otk AHE ZA+H. #=phenodo] & AmEL
2e dygsizFEc] & FANEERYE ¢ UAside AL BYFT ok B¢l

gaAe dEazRe 4 A F SBAVC 238 SHAEE O NAG AHE 2
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£ F Jen, d&EE9 TXF< Ceramium strictume] reproductionel] ™ g+ EC50%t-< 40
mg L' phenol2 wi$- wzd AFAE HAZoh =g ¢ul-$Al9 reproduction organse]
ke ©x] 2 mg L phenold] ¥Euo s AsAAo] veld & o} (F 3-20).

E 3-21. 7 HEd A dFAzF d& FHAYETAY RZE vE (A, Data
from AQUIRE database (www.epa.gov/ecotox)).

: . LC/EC50
Marine organisms I I
Cu (ug L™ Phenol (mg L™)
' lankt
Marine phytoplan 'on <10-50 100-500
(Phaeodactylum tricornutum)
Amphipods 90-50,000
Saltwater invertebrates 10-250
bivalves 5.3-40,000
Fish 460-58,300 1-300

7). Saa g

o

o] &% FAEZ FYHSAHHI} HH EES

AABeANA ALY A EL BHAE FASE /M 71EFHA 840]
o, 2Fet 2L SHIYYEEL IE AEY HAREH Holds ] oA} W
AZANA AHAE FAS=H oA i AAglel HFADFU Aol ALAEHA
o t# A2 & 87 587 A XA AKdes YES W@ 94T
FHFEE HrIe7l fsk AAEE HIPPEE AEEe AL ¢ FoIds Aon. o
WHHog dd Fo U FSEANEL DY E == 5FF v dF¥ EHAEE
FAsts o £3 ol&HH, & ol2Y¥ SAHAFL ISO =& OECD oA EE3d

< °] &34 "t

FHEZ U YeASHAEE FA3=d AodA HERED FEo] F o UFE
Aolghe 718 FMHBEEC] AR Al AERT EELY & ¢ UFsde AL
AT 2d¥ 9+ (e.g. Morgan, 1972; Kenaga and Moolenaar, 1979)e] 1 23 & %=
3 Yot 8kA"E Benenati (1990)8] dA7ZAste] mE2W {PEA oy SHEF
50% A=t FERT ZF/(algae)’t © WAdTE AL BRAFI len, 30% Dol F
o] ¥ wstte ARE HAF1 JIvtx Ruddch Z#A Benenati (1990)= %
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7tel o] &HE AES R E(sensitivity)= FA4B 7t o] &HE FAEAS AE wet
o Zelgtn A o 2UA o|EE UNFAI/ = W YEY, FER
LYo 2RE HEAHR BHIFHIE AMAE JEF T EF ME UE Y2
B O%d A% 238 A& Zo] asitn ZEAAT Qi

o S4Y7to ol &FHe 4 EL HAMEF (microalgae)7t tif-Eo)n, 7|RFH o2,
SAEEZ W (SO, 1989, 1995)° ©|&-H& BF5E-L Selenastrum capricornutume) ™, 3
AV F& Phaedactylum tricornutumel A9 tiiE o]&531 ot a8y, d¢BRFe =
Aol AHeA BejAY 7wt dyPsrFEC] FIeT on, A ARo| At
23U AL LY E EF3 o]EE o83t EAYIIE S =8 AFo
o, 23" PHLS AT 284 SR ED a8 Ao T $Fe g2
W& o e dPFAZFE ol 83 SHAF i AHo] o)L YT A3
Ao =RE HIsta Hristr] st AIFEA dasie B A7E S 1 7Nke
o ga @ 4 Qg

FAHeE 2F3E YASAHAHI P Fol HPARFE ol &3t YL AF &
A EASA @Fow, vZH AUt E ASTMIAAN AF EF=F UFA Champia
parvula®] A4 el Wiy FA4WrE PYPE o] &3t Uk (USEPA 1998). o] @&
Steele and Thursby (1983)o] &J3] H% =2 Jidd HPNZFE ol &3¢ SAHH7 o
Rew, o] Fo HHAE A2 FHEZ g FAHEAEC] EuHo Sk (Thursby
and Steele, 1984; Thursby et al, 1985). C parvulas |d¢} o}gdt) £o=2 Eklund
(1993, 1995, 1998)7} A Foll XA st= FZF Ceramium strictum& ©1-§3te FLF
HHE LA HFAZFE 018 FHIANE Z2EFL Z=2FQ Laminaria spp.
9} Fucus spp.& ©j €8+ WHE /NE=o it} (Steele and Thursby, 1995).

FAEAS AT HHASAHEAY dNAHY HAUEL FEAholY HEZ=EolelA
AAFEE Adsts AR 2L AEFAHY AR LS A}ss Ao dwkAHolnt (Babu et
al, 2005). A=A phytotoxic® &5 FA 204 AAAGE ADeAY add}e
Ao 7128 F1 glon, d¥ & AzxAs dE52 U9 HEtFols MET o &
Aste= D1 @ Ao quinone sited] AFFoEA FAAFY 752 AWt
th olgjel = o)AI7tA Y ATFelA FAMEAY HESA (phyto-toxicity)e] &7 $3f
BgA el 8A, 23t AMAHE, heat shock proteins, ¥E&8 &4, 183 AFA2EH 2

=

rir
»
i}
30

rr

=)
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3l biomarkers ¥ & H, &%, hydric/haline 2E# &, B AxA, 3L, §71L9E
A3 22 g 2EG2] dF ANAZ FH = kot (Ferrat et al. 2003).

0dd endpointsE AHEIE A EE ol &3 HHFABIL WA FAZHA
7 ZEEE =% BEE3 Hol A @t Are HHAA viaE JEA e M F
83 BAZ AFHHIT QUoh olA7AA AFANM =&AL B, F2RY Z2HE O
o2 & AUSHIERNAE 1-7871A7 /M8 B0l en, ZEFo 7ol
t & 0 oA 2F71A FAEZ =2de B0t /MR LutAHUTE AHELANY
o] o]RojAE Fhel FolAE 2ERULS F2F AL 15CoFolAM oFoixe
Zo] dutHolen, wHd Zzxfieo fole 15 ToldtdlA o]Fojxx= Ao 7}.75L
HHZHolAth H2FE 22 & SHAFY 70% ©]42 10-15 T Afolelx Aej=
Aol FREHE ol Mg IRFA AeAdd # 2A 2 =R 20-200 #mol
m?so] b BEFo g on, WEFEsIE 12h L:12h D7} 7 dubAol it s Ede
A=A B7F A8 AFAY ¥RLE AdMs T 54871 e &
7t NE3HA olFojHol & ZeE ArdAT.

B 984 9RZAYL )88 AUNES U BE2HY ANSAYAPEY
A R ol g

HZ IU, 99 IdTEL FAYIMNN2HEE A3 WET AHEA B &
o] ANRE ATE A ol YHEEANES 9T F Ae Pl U8 #& 87
st QGAZZRFE ol 83te AT, IUHE SAYIANLHLE o|A7A BL @
o o]&= o] g} (Blaise et al. 1997, Eisentrager et al. 2003). ©]¢} wlmaiA thd &)
A EE o] &3te YHSAHNMAN2E S AE GAA9 =4 AZEE U3t WS4

i

-

}

o

OE oL
A

Brteted B2 ARE 78 =¥ YHSAPL ol&He T AHFH
= AEE I FAERd HE SAHBIIAEAAN A FeliEde] di® =EA
EY 25 EE I o AVHeE 2N A7t diFEcIith ¥ s g
N e HeASAAEELS FET 4PL 8 B2 ¥9 de-E Y/E g,
g Fa2U HiiF AV% =E%e T B =¥/ AGE B8E o =¥ AH
E4AEE FA%E SU¢AE 22 ¥ s (01 - 50 L)€ &Est2=2 TJo B #

N
-~
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e =3I} FHAY SHEARE €1 AEFHQ H2E FEF A7 s g ¥
o] &xd 4 & Aot Antrt, dAY AFEAL A7 A8, & EQ A&3H
%l flow-through water system %, Al¥@2dE& FA%T dAFFY I4E % pH 23&
FAE Tl B2 =¥o] ad Zo] Adoltt o] T ol fE thy HAYES o]
g FAEd U wWE YHSAHAYI WYL -3 LRigHA ¥ Jon, At
o2 Uy HAHELS ol&F NHFAHAHI PHE EEFHEI] H3lo ol &¥ F JE
A8 EZ o) Aot

HPAZFE ol &3 YAFHIEE7 PlA oJA7tA o] AT+ thkd endpoints
€ o83t AT HIFs=F HFAN, WA GHA A, Lol dFTE, LA H&
A A3 gametogenesis, 74 F AHdA AojAA, A AYE, FEA L F A, @A
A3A® Fo] endpoints2 AHEEHI AYeH, B dyPHrFE EJFF A A (4
EEH, 2FF EZAIDE 7] dEC A A GAEE AE & AN S4ET
€ AT & 7] HEQd Aoz B i dFE0] ol8# ¥ endpointsE
& ALFo2A EAJ HE AL EHYEYsLe 71BAQ dose-response curveE %
|

j

A AL E BEANFELCS) £ HSFAFSEECOFG Te SHEHE WRY 5
e £AEE ALY ATE A Yo, TE Ane} YA MILE WA
s Adle] At

B ATE HRT B AFENA PAHARFE T AAHES o83 fHER
o He54e Frieted JoA B A A E A} AL ¥ endpoints
E 3 7HR dutFoln A £ de AF E4olth (Huang et al, 1995, 1997). =&
A2 g8 58 2o tE wgoEA 4 Ee] BE 2E2d U WEn 7
Z& bio-indicator24 FEFA2YFE FAs e e AAFHY &L L= AAqA
= 713 448 Aot (Mallakin et al,, 2002). ATt A 104d F¢, }e AFE F
3] A& FEgAF) U v o tgg 24 P o &3y &A=
71 F W AudA LAY, EFL Y €L, AXAARE vAHZR, U3
Z% 283 254 E7A 7Hedttt (Grunwald and Kihl, 2004).

FE2FFESAR 7128 USSP HHLe A8 A FTY FHUd FA2Y
AEe Adse AAE A3 M DUY S ESE gde: 3 bioassayE
AR O B4R/ AFEE vasiy, 90y a4 Ee U AEHE AAE
g 285E AZRE YT & e FHE AL Atk EF Q523 SFYE o &
T AHESAANIE L O e vasty wEn Be &9 ARE Hyrt sHedtd
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K

e AHSA8S5AET vad A7 ECS0sgtolA I3 ABAAE B33 Ut (B
3-22). o] AHAE vl o 2 A EL bioassay PHOE AP 4 A& Ao ARH
=3

E 3-22. A2AE WA 45283 HAFER ST 54 vy vl

EC50 for Atrazine (ug L™

Marine Plants

Chlorophyll Fluorescence Growth rate
Raphidocelis subcapitata 4.0 2.45
Synechococcus elongatus 0.51 20.4
100
/
801 crp TR, = PP a/csB) Bl e B
S 60-
8
o
-
w404 —o- Affected RLC
—sp— Control RLC
e Fitted curves
20 -
TS, frpver @
' E = R, /alog.(o+fB)
0 k

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

PAR (umol photons m?s™)

19 3-40. FE2FFSAHAEE o] &3ty ST wE Fue-x4 (Rapid Light Curves,
RLCs).

29 3-40% AS2¥F2FWE ol4del SR ME PNSIH RLCHLE 4B
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o FFe FAs= YA R Bol FHIe ALY THZE FAFHY LA
AaEg nstn ok 28X B F AR FAMEAA g IFS /A FHIHA
BoZ 4 = endpointsd 3UEZ FHEZY AT F=HANA FFF2LEZA &4
A A5 gevEHES 78 & Avhe FHE 7MA Aok

13. At HETEY BES HAVIE vfEE A% S-7AE Ry =g
(SSD model)

FHELD g FH2He] A & o, A= B FTHY FEE FAHA As
B o] 29 &8s AL udth. BT 2ITRE AE FHAA 3
AAES A FAEZY HdE Bt RIAYE ntd e AsAe 13ty
g Be 8450 EAND FF, 2%, YYEH 2L AEY YKo FFAHU FAHL
AN RE AA, X4 5 m3ldol & #4380 HWFY it s adde &
3 oA FAEZ] U YN Bt RdE T3 AT GAVE wHd
< AT AAe AA FPL dif FLIT (2E 3-4D. olAF Aot AA Fol A
HEA g3 U3 d2rd (F-U24E £X 2d)E o/ &3ty AEHAE 5T T
& 24NN F2 S E o AEEHed %S v 5 e T FHERY F=
g AT &+ dve AL b Fadith =G 4] AN ES BE5E F s A
TE JEL FEAE AAYFEE ¢AA S (safety factor)E L3t A st of
ot FEFEY HHSAHE IFLE =& A vHIE FUkste Zlo] dwrFeln, 4
A FAANAL BeFAH IS @Y 48 FHAIPAM ¥ S VA F=ERG

A 2L FEA %L vE & Utk wEA 4L B39 FIAE Y F=9
YR GHAFE F3 BAHOE FHUAAES BT & e ¢AVEE vHbss A
oltt, =¥ Bt AT dFE AfAME AVNAHAY WG 4 (BHIHE T 4 AL
A8, FERE Y 9 TE HAE FIele Yol &7HY, 44 A48T
3 YT 71T oA AP E dohe AL EVSIEE OUd A2 Y e F
I ARE =& o ot
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PROBLEMATIC HARMFUL SUBSTANCES

Chemistry of —p»  Marine plants » Ecological
harmful substances [€— potentially at risk [ effects

v

Endpoint Selection
- Assessment
- Measurement

v

—» Conceptual Model <¢——

!

ANALYSIS
Characterization of exposure: Probabilistic assessment
of residue monitoring data for harmful substances in
coastal environment
Characterization of ecological effects: Probabilistic
assessment of laboratory toxicity studies with marine
plants. Characterization of muiti-species laboratory and
field studies, and results of microcosm and mesocosm
studies

RISK CHARACTERIZATION
Comparison of species sensitivity and surface water
exposure distributions. Consideration of uncertainty,
confounding stressors, and ecological relevance.

a9 341 AAHBO] P AW HAS AT FABY YUANIE A,
Faledel W@ MHANBAdE JHe ol esE T b FIPwol ew,

e GAA S (safety factors)E AEste M e F-UHEE EE
(species-sensitivity distributions, SSDs)& ] &3& Po] gtk WAt Wye A B
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38 Y3ty 7lFe] HE 8 b4 917§ endpointsE ol 83t I FFEEE I}
A1 QEEE SH4E8HY Ayt BA3A ¢S FEE A PYolth F-RA=
BEE M 1A Fo 2Fo] A UA &3, AHA THE HEE 5 0 B
SH e AEEY Ogd UgEe] EXo] 2Ho] A ok F-RIA=E £X (SSD) =
4o EAL FAEZY FFTE £F T Y3ty NN HRE F (95% °l4,
Wheeler et al. 2002)& R3E F U= FAEZY ¢y =& FAH3c Aoz, F
N7 g Fo P& Mg 7128 Fa(Van Straalen 2002) 233 ¥ +3 =&
xo 7Hd ¥e vE £EE $A3e Aoltk (Duboudin et al. 2004).

F-U74% BX 2d$ o83 AL 87 AN ES =F3] A 2AAA
A 7 F8F WHoRE gHA Jon, FAELY JeHAHNE HUE AT =TE
o] dFA o]&=H3 Yt} (Solomon et al. 1996, Steen et al. 1999, Posthuma et al.
2002). F-917E EX gL AETRH oA FAED dF g HHAY WHES
& X2 & YE AE U8 EFRTE HEY 5 dE AdE Fo g8 gYdF S ol &
& EAARY Aot F-9gs BEx 2do AHL AA = MAF FFAA o
£ 5= endpoints (growth rate =& reprodcution)e] 71%% GAdF AHEHAEZRE
o] 8715 d HFEEY ARE {F F Jus Hooh vE F-RAE EX Ed] 7
&9 o] & /5% ARE  EFof dve AFL oY, o] R EFY ZIFE
A 9Fe Bristed ¥BEA Eadits Aot

el o e ANAHE HUE] T dERe SA4%H A5 dLdF
e NFEAHECY, BHFY FEEL BF A == NAZE HALE JNE ¥
7ol disiA AEE RAECT EF AR O FILAE YEEL U= Y=
(A& Y, 2F, E8E T& of APEE o839 d& AR st ALY EL 9]
£3l9 EAY SRR} §ELYFSIYE ]8T HAFold A4HES endpointsZ ©]
g3le] & AFgolE EA4BIL APlM FHEA e =SATL 1AZAA 3F7}
Al o)zt At wWie olF T3 FAT MedTFE = (median effect concentration
EC50)= A Hlm7t wl$ e AYE SME =98t (Snel et al. 1998). skA]
gk o] F AREL AP FEZe] TFT WY A2 da SHIFE vE
F = 58 -7 E EX (species-sensitivity distribution, SSD) 2d-& o] &34 23
A ok =3 o S48 U 5EF FAERY YHSHIFEET} vA=
Fo) vlaty AiHes 7] Qi uAZFS A HANE] FAUVHEN HE A
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ole H&HQ SSD =Y EAHL B 1 AANE 29 4 U (2T 3-42).

29 XE 94 BREY Uy FANED 10/ 2R2 NAZRE AR fHAT
ol UY SHAY AR (ECSOE olgshe F-UPE BT =Y (Species-sensitivity
distribution modeD® B3t HlHEFe HAE ol u¢ $AY SHARE HAF
I glery, O Aol AY flivks AE RoF3 Y (Brock et al. 2004).

1 .0 T
s Scenedesmus quadricauds Lemna gibba
‘g 0.8 + Microcysts sp, O Myriophyllum spicatum
' Selenastrum capricornutum Elodea canadensis
g Skeletonema costatum O Lemna minor
° 0.6 Scenedesmus subspicatus
g Egerla densa
= Chlamydomonas relnhardtil
< p4q + Najas sp.
S Anabaena flos-aquae
- Myriophyitum heterophy!l
3 Chioreila vulgaris O yriophylium heterophylium
5 0.2 + Navicula pelficuloss Lemna perusitia
it
o

o-o I | 1

1 10 100 1000
EC50 (ug/L)
O Algae ® Macrophytes

3% 3-42. F-U4= BX 29 (Species-sensitivity distribution modeD)& ©]&3td EA
P54 fAE A vAzFS ¥ FAHE FY SAUEE Hm
(from Brock et al. 2004).

HE FAYE 670 EFTol tstd HAFAH (NOEC) B9t 197 ERTNA 4L

FA 54 (ECS0) AAE mysle BT F-UPE £XE B3 Jon, {fEL
o My £AAEY FAF GG GAALFI F 5AE HI LS HAgFH
ATk (29 3-43). =3 B 78 EA 4L Lochrysis galbanad] *373&9) o3k NOEC

e BEAY A7 F-92E £ 29 (SSD modeDe] H¥ 2klo] KX on, F-
N4z Bx 2do yelzdHoA HC5 (hazardous 5%) E+= HCI0 (hazardous 10%) &,
5% =& 10% AEc] & Be T &S 7Y F don, old #EL B3 ¢A 7]
& ridsted o8 £ A& Ao
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by
=)

,E Lomna gibda
Sosq
E o Ansbasna los-aquse
E&lgég a;ue ?’Egruwhth rate)
= 1 Skelstonama costatum
> 0.4
g 0.2 “mlmupd:mwm
% Scenedasmus subspicats
% 0.0 +— : .
01 1 10 100 1000
NOEC or EC50 (jag/L)
O Chronic ® Acute

139 3-43. -9 = B 24 (Species-sensitivity distribution model)& o] &3t} F 4
T 5 fEA g FHAE ] =4S FE4FAHY TR Hn
(from Brock et al. 2004).

!

I3 3-4de FANER FATE (FHFFTE ) 1Y FHZAH ARE 7122 3
o F-UAE B2 2dg o|§3td 5F FHEL UF RNP=EE Hud AH, FA4
2] 8o] HA 100w]o]A 10008]7kx] wZsithe AL BRodFa .
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09 3-44. A f3EZ U FAYEF FAFE (FHFFE ) Y F-9%
T Ex wdd & 9= ®i (from Brock et al. 2004).

N e FEY YHANAE Bt BN 73E MR B0 AHI R{Y &
Ae 7H B FEAdA HHEAH Bt AFES 8839 FEEZNA JHIo=
FE N5 FEFES AAY ¢ Aok (Campbell et al. 1999, Van Dijk et al. 2000,
Giddings et al. 2002). o8& ZAEL AHH FAHE 7IELE HAA FEZD £}
#EE 7124 vid 2 #HEE S FHE & de AREA 9 FE&F AHoH,
o o139 AU ALEA FAE F& 5 Y& Aot
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A 3d &

dAgsA (FLAEHAAAN &3] FEE £ e I s x(seagrass), 3 Z(marine
algae), 1213 A E(salt plan)E-L AAFAZ FAHE AETFHOE AFFNA A
Aol 71 =& A F et =¥ ol ¥ YA AAFPoR At ¢ 3§
TAHAE AR, A7 R HF T3 Z2 FUAALY AL FRAZ o]§FL
22X AAH A7 ol B AGolrlx @k wetA At A Fda 4z

< #3 B3sop & Fa2F AHo|rt. AT o] F AYFAVE AR EFe g &
AZREH FAsHE G FHEA =222 UslY I EFHI] FE Y& 21 3
on, A HIAHA ARE F At A B FYE 71 &0 7ok

AdLEA YHARE FYde $545 54 A=A, TBT, #7184 ES 8¢ O
& FAEZE T AUFEA AETE U FHEAFAE A7E vt vvd 432

2 AdTE 53 FAMELe U dFH/LE AL ol AR RI3UA VE B
#EL¢e =23 1A R FAEZD Y7 A FHLYFe] TS o, A
B THY FEE FHHY dv EXT ool L9 =& oE AE v,
I FATRE ZE @AM A B dF FHELY S B Rt
A71& ndg sl E nEst ¥ Be 8450 EAYT. B, 25, JYdH 2
S HEY Afe 53U FAJANARE ZEA, T4 F Ldteof & #AF UL
Ry sttt =3 U 2209 ¥ st fEEZ oid YHARHES Bt
31 2dg B3 AR AAVE vtEE % A AAe FYL vl Fasith

E dT7E 53A AT Gt FEER I ¥ 44 E (marine macrophytes)
o FFAY Aol AT ZHAEL A EFNA Folry] YE TRz o|FA 7“°1
B3t I1¥dE BT 4F fAEAL AL E A4 F7AY AiE f2
i AFS & F AAZ, ol AAE o E HA ALBAFAAM FHE F e
TE 21E& vRLE ¥ dFE0 A&EHok & Aolth 1Y HelA B AT
AREL F837 ol82 F UL AL Jiuge A ol#F A7yt I} s
AE fFElEd o3 dBHIAEY A S Br1E & e B2E23E W] g
AyHoloF & Zoln, REHE S 083 FHE AFASol FHPLRA F ¢
A3 BEdA 71E E FEgetEe] viddE & & ALE J .
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