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Abstract

The shell area density of planktonic foraminifera, together with seawater
parameters, collected from area off southwestern Taiwan and northern South China
Sea were measured in this study. Plankton tows were conducted in 2003 summer,
2007 and 2012 autumn, 2013 spring and winter. In addition, shells collected from six
sediment trap moorings were also adapted from at the same area. Totally five species
of planktonic foraminifera Globigerinoides sacculifer, Globigerinoides ruber,
Neogloboquadrina dutertrei, Orbulina universa, Globigerinella aequilateralis were
analyzed for this work.

Different shape of chambers between G. aequilateralis and O. universa prove
that area density could be affected by shell size. Their silhouette area suggest that area
density also is affected by shell thickness. Specimens obtained from sediment traps
indicate that area density of G. sacculifer shows same tendency with shell size
change, while that of G. ruber has a pattern similar to semi-lunar cycle. Results of
EOF statistical analysis prove that area density of G. sacculifer varies as its shell
abundance changes. The area density of G. ruber, however doesn’t show any evident
pattern that can be correlated with hydrographic parameters.

Comtempoary samples from plankton tows conducted between 13°~22° N in the
SCS indicate that planktonic foraminiferal area density doesn’t display any
corresponding change along with latitude. The area density of G. sacculifer shows
evident waning for the last 10 years. Results of EOF statistical analysis prove that
area density of G. sacculifer is directly proportional to pH value and fluorescence in
the water column, but that of G. ruber does not have any corresponding change with
hydrological parameters. Comparisons among samples collected from water depth at

100 meter and sediment traps deployed at 2000 and 3500 meter indicate that except



for G. aequilateralis, other planktonic foraminifera doesn’t show any significant

change with different sampling water depth.

Key word: foraminifera, area density, northern South China Sea, southwestern

Taiwan
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OR1-845 W3 2007/10/28 18 19°48°N -~ 118°36’E 100m
OR3-1651 M1 2012/10/29 14 21°57°N ~ 120°19.8’E 100m

hl 2013/2/19 10 20°23.97°N ~ 117°34.11’E 100m

OR5-1302
h3 2013/2/23 14 20°23.97°N ~ 116°42.63’E 100m
N3 2013/6/26 18 13°48.35°N ~ 116°28.88’E 100m
N5 2013/6/27 19 16°14.69°N ~ 117°27.34’E 100m

OR5-1306
N7 2013/6/28 20 18°58.25°N ~ 118°29.56°E 100m
N9 2013/6/29 21 21°48.43’N ~ 119°29.80’E 100m
MV1 2014/8/2 6 22°09.595°N ~ 120°23.294°E 100m

OR3-1785
MV2 2014/8/2 7 21°49.605°N ~ 120°23.665’E 100m
OR3-1804 F5 2014/10/20 27 21°52.128°N ~ 118°52.014’E 100m
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% 222 EER ST

e p 4y g B g Kk 3 ki# i kiR FERR
2009/10/29~ 22°09.147°’N
T9-KP 3 X/ 848m 816.1m 810m
2009/12/04 120°14.991’E
2010/03/15~ 22°39.817°’N
BP1 3x/# 261.3m 234.1m 227.2m
2010/04/20 119°55.342°E
2010/03/15~ 22°39.963°’N
BP2 3% /¥ 293.2M 266m 259.1m
2010/04/20 119°47.506°’E
2010/07/09~ 22°39.792°N
BP3 3 x/# 263.6m 236.4m 243.3m
2010/08/14 119°55.246’E
2010/07/09~ 22°40.402°N
BP4 3x /¥ 296.6m 269.4m 276.3m
2010/08/14 119°47.348°E
2013/9/20~ 17°59.6857°N 2000m -~
SEATS-Trapl 8 % I+ 3800m
2014/03/31 116°00.1408’E 3500m
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FRAZEE
211342 iy

WA MG I B e R p 300um > B 4T 60cm HEsd Pk B

o T AF D S PR '52 v Iz f?"%‘%%’& AFEARGVREIE o B ?2—?5‘3)@:(

POH W REI TR T o B4R N R R T R TR R R R 0 14y
#28RTHE30 4480 Tl TR s ReodicE 0 L F § AR
Fed hm ik VP RS R E A R iR A IR ALY 0 KRR AP 3
FARY e BA R ARG WAL S B LT RIS -

onif Pt ey £ 35 8 2 4395 Digital Flow Meter (Models 438 115) #73% 4 enfe i =
PR RESDL EX03X EEL P EEREG H (M) = kiR S (md)
212 A b B

MNE TR bk A5 5 PPS 3/3 (Piege a Particules Sequentiel,
Model 3/3) 4 & /& 4 & % o PPS-3/34 & o jnat ) ¢ & 52 & (protection hull) ~ p
& 1z # #(collecting hull) ~ p* & (time-series)#y 41 % ~ 4542 4% (mooring bar) ~ & 4
(carousel) & fc B 47 ¥ 1 & R i 45 & (55 & #%, 2002) - K B ¢ SRR i R S
£ > B3 /i R %% (Nortek current meter) 2 #-% §# 2z ik (acoustic release) & % & o
22F A2 B RIE
22172 ¥

Bedp P R D EFLFRA > AR R L RS LR R
3B 63um % ] e > gt PO L A F AR A 2 B e R B o JE A
FTOBLSREPED P B ivE o BRERETT <3 63um k& > 3 4
BAG2 s BRI WA R RS kA BRE AT
222 Mk F b B

BTy E Be 77 o Br i enic B R Ui A R AT Bre
B s g s ik 3000rpmat e 5 A o B (S KA F P ) KRR HL T

WF TR IS 0 PR A KB R 2 RS HBRE DR UTH
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ek LU EERFALSRRADHI S REE AN PR L > T EEL S
Fo e 344 ke o RSk Eic L E -
3F ALY
231 &4
G. sacculifer{G. ruber @ fa 575425 3t A A0 A £EHF & Fog AR
i * cfd Jh(Wang et al., 1999; Huang et al., 2003) - # Marshall et al. (2013) % %
2 AR AR RAE f&*,ért TR AR AP R B2
fl i £ %8 ¥ Langasits 3 A48 8 Neogloboquadrina dutertrei ~ Orbulina
universa - Globigerinella aequilateralis+ 7 f& ;514 % 5y
BB 1S 3 03um R & > B BRI AP D T R E RN R

FAVA o FEEFREFE N BHET AR E T L Parker (1962) ~ Kipp

jas

(1976) % k& = 1;% 4 55 % o Gosacculifer A B2 HFHF iws LG KA G 3

£ (sac-like chamber) 2 & £54] % 3¢ f (sac-less chamber) » % #F ¢ A ip| & B3

én\m
94
=
k-

7oA 0 Flt i o KA Gosacculifer 75 3 R 0 BTy KAI2 B RAIRH
LR EABFPTERAL -
2.32 BAY < /) PeiF

$+3iF & % 73]G. sacculifer ~ G. ruber & /% & 7~ 15 > Marshall et al. (2013) %=
TP R EREAE A ] A B 5 425~800um ~ 355~600um > 11 F b R HE R A T
i % &gt 0 G.sacculifer ~G.rubersn®2 B % B4 B DI AEM X | 5
300~500pum % 250~355um e Bl > Flpt A AT 7 45 PR AR P < ] | KA
G. sacculifer 3 300~355um % 355~425um > G. ruber 3 250~300um % 300~355um - 7t
By ek B ar kA al+ ] Bl i & §£.2250~355um (G. sacculifer) 2
150~250pm (G. ruber) & % » FlptPriEiea B o] do Rl ehg 34 4 0 2 27 3 R (Lin,
2014) - O. universas& 48 ~ -] | ¥+ £ 425~500 ~ 500~600 ~ 600~710 ~ 710~850um
3 fﬁ%@ MRS FRADLIREL . 0 RPEILREREZ RS

Jof B AL B > G.aequilateralis{oN. dutertrei & 4 & P & 45 Z88 = 0] 5
14



300~355umf e 7t g -

2.3.3 &A%

1L BAEMA LG FBRESPET ALY FHE S LA REEFRA )
e 5 A 0 B AR AELY

2. 49 FE(CHIOH)B i 3 - ASTR » & FREANE 2ihimie » ¥ % 23
B 54 o s AL T M AR S F sl pah g 0 R
Az 20 A4

3. JUI* AR AFLY 0T R IRNIGCE B A BR P DG

=

FFICAEMY S S NG RE 24P

4, WP FH

="
%

Ghipi o T LB ORAFRE B Y @ & phg o d NS E
PRgp A S 730 ¢ BRI E TR ¢ AL > T
G EAT 2~3 0 0 NIRRT F PRGN R 2T

5. Ped gk e P ORRBRGE LA

6. BT B ber A ATk ERER ALY § kA BRIV

7. ¥ 3 AR E 50°C e T 0 B IR ANLP Ak A R 2 ES 0 4 R
R EF kA TR AR
. D

LN

At
LN

e Villiers (2004) 2. = j » fv & fa ik ifi%

¥
e

Lﬁ_,}

ay

Joed G I ARMP ) BT LRGP SRR F S

—=\
3
71'3
?2'1 S
o
i
BE]
(s

RE NGRS ABNAA A ER LB RAY

il

EARERLER  BRRCERRE ZEFRDI P AT % L HARMT BT

=

hd ok o BHMEETAILfrRE 2T BA LR ARYT > X~ 50°C Uz
Flrrdoks FREARER  LEHREZ AP THE L RLpEEEY
EERERE FRFFRERGE ) PRSI P REE LR o B
Rl R m A 6] L =& padh (NaOCI 5 4%) 12 2 g% -k (H202 5 3% ~ 7% ~ 10%) »

FI* BF k2 kARG e 2 5 Moyetal. (2009)#73 8t & 9F R &4
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% FIEID hod 2-3 0

%237 ARMG P f ek R AR R TR E

B =< % paép (NaOClI) B3 -k (H202)
kR 4% 3% 7% 10%

| OR3-1804 ~ 355~425um ~ & %4 | OR3-1804 - 355~425um ~ & %7
i G. sacculifer 15 & G. sacculifer 15 &
peBts 12 ~24 ~ 36 ~ 48 05~1+-15~2~25-3
B (8 i 0 o] ) (¥ i ¢ o)

234 B HRARE

v
=
p
S
i
hnt

¥
beits
o
3
=i
e

Em
W
el

N
H
}2‘_
=
|l
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Ri
H
|l
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|l
D
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e
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h
|l
Ji

X BT inE s R

-ia.\
ik
\_
dor
£
g
~=ie
oy
En
W
e
.3;
l—'«
i
[N
|l
=
g
W
=
beits
@

B A (UMt & 0 W R T AR R A R R (ug/um? ) o BeE X 425G

Mettler XP-26 » & B R|£ & 5 lpg -

B
P
aﬁa
ol
=1
=
:r_@,
w
(e
kR
i vg
B
/\;
&
[ S
'mh}
3«%
' \«
3
‘.\.a..
—‘.l-\f-
«%’,E
i
I
&
r
"
N
N

EERPRMOF 0 FI LT EREe R
BReZmE Bl ¥R - BR % m%Ee 7 34 4 G sacculifer ~
G .rube - N. dutertrei ~ G. aequilateralis %X & £ &2 o A % A M 12> & %K

PR FIE R 25

F 24 BRSPS AR RIS

Ak
A
S
2

R O. universa G. aequilateralis
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LN OR5-1302-h1 ; -ki% 100m OR3-1804-F5 ; -ki# 100m

A= 425~500 ~ 500~600 ~ 600~710 ~ 300~355 ~ 355~425 ~ 425~500

+ (um) 710~850 % 15 & - £ 158 o

225 MBS AEH B RASEERMET RE TR

B < o] 5 300~355um e fEF 34 A48 G. sacculifer ~ N. dutertrei
ki

G. ruber -~ G. aequilateralis % 15 & o

AR T £ OR5-1309 ; B 71 %% SEATS-trapl ;
1 E® T SE f 1-11 ~ 1-12 ~ 2-11 ~ 2-12
= 3\

Pl #7% OR5-1302-h1 ~ 1302-h3 ; k% 100 = =

235 BMe f 7 A& EOF £ 45

EOF (Empirical Orthogonal Function) 55 i+ < S ficd — fa L 535 5 A#H 5
RPAITE B THALATFNER S 6 adp i E TR S
B R Egd Py ﬁ G HIRTH TR A PR R FIP AL SR E R
Sl o @A RILEY b $E CSFEFEZEFHEL AR XS 7 BRE TS
WE R A A o EOF A7 N A S ERFHRIEL NN ELL 5 §
# 3] 5 ' ¥ i {6 (eigen mode) » & B HHCE Y 3R € F - Lt (C,
eigen value)fr# #ce £ (V, eigen vector) » & 3 oo ik >0 Tl enfa Az R 8.4
BAYET o % - EEAECE R EROER S WYL 0 BERELE T 2
EALE At C AziE 80% 0 F)P A B Pew = BEAHE KBRTRL (=

a 2010) o
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13 " ABMG BRARS
SLIBMT B xt P %

4G ARG R RALEBYRE LR E R AR ERNE

Lfl

EojataFRE g B A L e FRMM O HF O FRELED§
ST ST 0 3 % MEABRW P ORTUEGHET o RTSHET F o 2 gd R
TR AR A F Rtk o A 2 g s Rl iRe S & g (NaOCI) 2

BEF K(HO2 5 i85 14 & )d A8 0 FIUt & B A 47 fif PR AR Y oRfE 1§ 38|

GRS EEEC SR LU RS R &t S L P
EEA (20123 i AR F ik U AR BT > R W E AT 2

ZEER G EHEAFERME RS S BE A AR R AT KRR &

Moo SEA L SRAT A 7 3 S BB ENTY o F kD BT

PARWREA B FREA SUFR S EAPRT LA GRS R
R A * OR3-1804 st P > f-kiF 100 = = et B 45 5 & chi 8150512
7 44 G.sacculifer » e pF S AL E R0 EH M ) B S 355~425um
PR BHARF R RET BT BRSHF e R T R
Eoom g atpiRies B FREA(F By - BFORBEMELF RS RS

R R AR S RS & g T B R AF G T AR e R AR o

De Villiers (2004) = § = i 4% e =0 & fadp 24 | proud p g B0 >

A% 12 L - BH o BiBe Sk A PERAEL 12243648 /)
PFo ok R aoBl 30 4rm 0 M E R A B deiEie i 12 ) B 0 T % chtg R Bl
7l tixie 120 PED| 24 0] PR ELPERT R R G pleen T " 0 B 24 1] 36 /) BF
1IZ 36 F| A8 | PEeiE S KPR A E R S TG R srgIgA KatEE R
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28

. —8— NaOCI (4%)
> 26 1
2
= 25 -
2
()
B 24 A
23 1
22 T T T T T

0 12 24 36 48
7% /6,85 R (hr)

B3l AERMET e RypDRHREE -

Moy et al. (2009) ® #% % #-5 3¢ B ixie & 3%nEF R 1B pFIp > TF 3
K,!rt%uﬁp\ P FI AR REEEF KR0S B )L - BEE T
BE RMERBERITT 2 2(T%)% 3 3(10%) > BliE= 22 & @i ple o 2
PR A E 5051152253 35 @/ FHiEFERBFTHEY
FURI2 - BAPEDE R4 E IR B3I APEMAZ AT FER
I k(s 0 ER B EAIPARR o BAER 2 N o B BEH R
2P ER YRR T EARS > P71 Re 2/ BED| 35/ P2 AP RIAET T A
BHMEE AR 25 P2 BRHNEER TG R gRY KONEE X

B LB o Flatimie EF ok 25 ) BF o f B bk AR Z kR

FIHEM R AR kS AU A4 B EE 255
BF o T U EF rkehiie SV AEM S AR ERAL G R T aE R 0 X
FRANE O BRMPM GBI R AT RF ABRM e Y 8o R
BFORBRIF TR EFF N F R AR WY AR 8 S FEa G

»z % i £ (Gaffey and Bronnimann, 1993) - % & & * § &% hg % » BREV- A §
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WA G EER IR RAF > FRRE R BT R ORHEE R F A WwEE o T

Pe:|

2P T L P RBMEL It 6> p bl F & M ERHGFEG VA

=5

BA gk R o B335 B LB % 0 & fadh ¢ 14.2% 5 BEF K(3%)
4.66% ; BEF k(%) : 9.74% 5 BEF -k (10%) : 7.10% » o £ it 5% 7 REIL 0 26 %

FReg 24 pprd g end B a5 b rajiie g S A R

33 1
: —x— H,0, (3%)
-k —— 1,0, (7%)
o ] —— Hzoz (10%)
& 3l
S ]
(0] 30 _
= :
29
28

0 05 1 5 Z 25 F 335

0.15
3.73ug/27.11pg
0.10 - 2.95ug/31.78pug
o ]
S
JREN
i 1.97ug/32.03ug
3 1.651g/30.14ug
0.05 -
0.00 .
NaOCl H,0, H,0, Hzoz

(4% ; 24hr) (3% ; 2.5hr)(7% ; 2.5hr)(10% ; 2.5hr)

B33~ F it Amy B gk i
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12 BMG A BR'THEMA | BB F
R E G A AR RS RIS A B AU AR

Poori > Pl B P R PR E RPN 0 B e R RS

o SRARMS LT FHEMFFRRLIHE TR HE A ERYLS
Bxengat o - AEA S - BE S 0. universa s ¥ - &G

aequilateralis Pl SHEfAf e 5 BEF L L 53 0 M RAFBF VALY AT PR
A FEROG FRAEEN

G. aequilateralis jp] & e 48 « -] 5 300~355um ~ 355~425um ~ 425~500pum =
o REEEFE R34 n FRAELEY S )RR 3 P A > 300~355um
B RS %R B o B =3 425~500um 0 355~425um 5 B AR GO B R
Bt oo AR ERY FREIN G HFFALINBEMERCEE B35 5 B
% B 355~425um #= Bl <0 G. aequilateralis > F] 5 B 5 R LA oo B0 RIF G
FpAH 5 EE4rF PROLIE

O. universa 3% A B & € ip] 7 425~500um ~ 500~600pm ~ 600~710pum
710~850pm = B+ | fFORME R L6 f 0 TR % TRF 360 6
R RERMPEFIR S 0 R S PAEF o B[] 425~500um P iE GO R T

Bl @0 B 4e | 710~850pm HpF i L B~ & o v E_AR|E O. universa shg %

BRPF o 2 FIR 2 Goaequilateralis Ap e enit-a) > & R AP B X DM E R
o Bl 3.7 K5 = B 600~710um 0. universa > B2 RIE G AAREF 5 0 A&

MERDLIPERLEE ] PR DLIE-

dom 3 ATHE 0 jf—**?}i SEMEEZ PP ] AEE - BnH i+
B E - BER FIN R FRARAEFEM S R AR AT NFEH R E o T
P AR FEEF IR RTARAY §XDEMER o~ ) TR I A B

Fo oA RS HE R AR PR R 0 - 7 AT B
BAR -V ABPERNT Y 0 BHA LB R R HOT SHR T 6 R

ERRAMEZEA > 7T AR %Y RIEY FAETAM L R LR R R
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200
°
e 150 o o]
2
> ;
% 100 -
o ' 8
< i
2
< ‘
50 o
0 . . .
300~355 355425 425~500

#% 5% A (um)

B 3.4~ 53 3t A G aequilateralis o #f 3 R EHM < g -

% - 20pg % - 28pg % :13.33pg #% ©23.67pg
A% © 165835.95pum?  d@ ff - 193907.9pm? & Ff - 160342.37pm? & # © 176349.66pm>
oo F 25 % ¢ 120.601 oM E L - 144.403 @A % X ¢ 83.155 o # 5  © 134.203

Bl 3.5~ 2513 3¢ A G. aequilateralis 248 R8> & F# 4p % -
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150

W
O
1

Area Density (g/mz)
=
e}
{ ®
oo |o-anel——a @ o
o o e
00 O F=COGIED-O-O=C

O T T T T
425-500 500-600 600-710 710-850

nX )3" (“m)

B 3.6 ~ 55 it A O.universa & #f R R SEHRW L ) B o

¥ & : 35ug F£F :49g ¥ E :25.67pg
@ #% ° 361115.2pm? A% 394027.71pm? A% 336683.87pm’
W% K 96.922 WK 124.357 A% % K ¢ 76.234

B 3.7 ~ 351 34 B O. universa 248 R84 5 7 4p 3% -

FALGGFRARAEEMERSABEI RPN 2 0 5 FERG RS
TR LR 1 K Re FItARFRANEL T EEERBE

T MFOLpH o a8 Fip L > AT L BRORE S FE e
SR B R BES A ARG A RAE I I ERXE RS A (i
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o GRS ENERA B 2L R o n i P ABBTE D kS

B

=

BB 3.8 4 w4 : G. aequilateralis (r>=0.95) ~ N. dutertrei (r>=0.84) ~ G.
sacculifer (r>=0.77) ~ G. ruber (r>=0.61) -

FRARBLFPEE T RMEL DI R A LI DRER oy * 7
ok o G. aequilateralis f- N. dutertrei 448 % % # 7| H B R AL &R E RIP 5
B TR LR Tl RAER TS FEERS - a G sacculifer 4 G.

ruber P R_FIRAG 5 E R R R g o AT DRI G TR R B

250
200
=
2 150
E
5
2 100
S >
Z ® (. sacculifer (1=0.773)
50 - v G ruber (r2=0.607)
B G. aequilateralis (r2:0.949 )
- & N. dutertrei (r220.839)
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Weight (ug)

BI38 e fAiF 1 it AEHMe FRALEZ S Bl - 24 [ 5 G. sacculifer ;

4§z & 5 G.ruber; %4 & > 5 G.aequilateralis ; & ¢ % 25 N. dutertrei -
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B2MHF I h B PABMIHRRL R

A2 LT AR A BE & H %I B e 5 BP1~BP2 - BP3 -
BPA~TO-KP:> it & ~ 4 Z BA R ehE & > 5503 A EMe AR A
R R o T AREPERT BB F Lt ¢ A 48 0 G, sacculifer &2 G.
ruber o Lin (2014)3% 3| ~ %6 = /% B g isie 5 34 A G. sacculifer &% % pF g 4p 4t
A FERBOER > A Goruber ofp HER B LRI LAT F > Tt 43 B
e S

G.sacculifer dig » e+ #2186 > §F - K@ HEAMG > A K § ¥ - B3

e

PR EFOE TR VR A RE SR 2RFEL MY - kol pamEey o T
<A A > Tt 5 K Al(sac-like) 2 & 5% A (sac-less)E AR 0 A B[ & G,
sacculifer 2 & ¥ 8y e i3 [ F< (Bé, 1965; Bijma and Hemleben, 1994) - i@ % 3 3¢
HEMRPF > §HA FHAR L § RADEMIRET AL L2 3T @FLLH

s (vital effect) B 58 > A 2 cn1 2 45 5 RA|BH -

321 BMG FREEFRN 2

N

|

AT B b G.sacculifer 2 G.ruber » BB R REFE &
Gt FREIEES BRAB LIS BREEMOG FRAE o FREEMD

BEAZ IS BRI 2B > FHE T DR EEMEE KT B

FEFRE FINA LG HFRAEREORTL AEEMEET L@ 2 G
sacculifer % zig ¥ i L BMHEE Kyt g KA1 > FP 2 RlEF g ¢ 97F

ARABMOIM G R RS - 7 MO R Bkt rp s 4
31 T kiR p Y EdHORAA - BEERELAS B TR H 39 %2 F 3.10 -
A. F%(# 7 :BP1-~BP2: Jc & p # % 2010/3/15~2010/4/20)

G. sacculifer 4 45.% % 4B 3.9A #777 » BP1 8 7 ¢ eh% 4910 3 Bz
B3I a5 32 X8 TBIEIR ARARNEIRECE R THER

ol s BP2 g A% 12 BBt HBRATE  LAas 14T R
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£ 31w e BB A e b R

i % % ¢ 7|(BPL ~ BP2)p F¥ 3 % ¢ 7|(BP3 - BP4)pE I £ % ¢ 5| (T9-KP)ps ¥
1 2010/3/15~2010/3/18 2010/7/9~2010/7/12 2009/10/29~2009/11/1
2 2010/3/18~2010/3/21 2010/7/12~2010/7/15 2009/11/1~2009/11/4
3 2010/3/21~2010/3/24 2010/7/15~2010/7/18 2009/11/4~2009/11/7
4 2010/3/24~2010/3/27 2010/7/18~2010/7/21 2009/11/7~2009/11/10
5 2010/3/27~2010/3/30 2010/7/21~2010/7/24 2009/11/10~2009/11/13
6 2010/3/30~2010/4/2 2010/7/24~2010/7/27 2009/11/13~2009/11/16
7 2010/4/2~2010/4/5 2010/7/27~2010/7/30 2009/11/16~2009/11/19
8 2010/4/5~2010/4/8 2010/7/30~2010/8/2 2009/11/19~2009/11/22
9 2010/4/8~2010/4/11 2010/8/2~2010/8/5 2009/11/22~2009/11/25
10 2010/4/11~2010/4/14 2010/8/5~2010/8/8 2009/11/25~2009/11/28
11 2010/4/14~2010/4/17 2010/8/8~2010/8/11 2009/11/28~2009/12/1
12 2010/4/17~2010/4/20 2010/8/11~2010/8/14 2009/12/1~2009/12/4
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20 —e— BP1-KP —e— BP3-KP
A —o— BP2KP |p —o— BP4-KP | C —e— T9KP
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
2] A 3 \© AL AQ AL AQ 0 2% 2 AN A AD QL Q
A els AP o N N \ \ S\ o o A A Al AT W
,LQ'\%\ ,29»\6\ P B '29"6\ '29"6\ ,LQ»\Q\ ,LQ»\Q\ AQ! o N '1909\ 1009\ (LQQQ\'\ (ngg\ o

B39 A e d Boric b2 Gosacculifer 248G A it - 24 FIBMA A7) > F I FIBAL%Y cALZ5%5(BPL-
BP2) B % % % (BP3 -~ BP4) -~ C(T9-KP) % % Z g o
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=

B %% 8-~104% 7 & ] & - BP1 2 BP2 % i # 7|1 G. sacculifer F p¥ % 2 7
2% BRI E MBS hALE -

G. ruber 7P| £ % % 4- B 3.10A #7757 > BP1 % 59104+ L & B & 1
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