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BE = ® F£35 2 B N 3 (dimethylsulfoniopropionate, DMSP)-Z ¥ 2k b & & 0 H L b & 4 =
—, EAHBRETMAGERATE TR ELEEEER, FHANZEEIEY DMSP W EE A=
F, TR E P IF ALY £ DMSP & Z K £ 2 —  AH K ULk K BB % (Emiliania huxleyi)
(DMSP & 7= & #%)5 = f # 45 % (Phaeodactylum tricornutum)(DMSP %= &&) 2%, @it E XN
BEREE, UM TELAAERBRERABAAERLLBLHGT, 2 EFRARPRLE
DMSP (DMSPp)iy 4B R E 5 # % | 241 DMSPp 2 B x %, X LI, TRAEFLKE
BCAE I th 2 AL R KA 5 40 s DMSPp 4 & % e BN (P>0.05), B IR Y DMSPp K JE £ &
ZHRMPEER N MARGERBRERA T HREH LA = A 546% % 40w ) DMSPp & E#'H
£ #(P<0.05), 37+ 89 DMSPp & & £ % % th .40 s DMSPp & &%, i, xtT = A&
K, 1K NO3 WK JZ (0 pmol/L)¥3E 3= 41 3 40 s DMSPp “F 344 & 2 & NO3 WK E (1 764 umol/L)}E 7= 41
By 11 A AT XA T, NaNO; £ 3 4 F & DMSPp #9-F 3% & 47| % NH4C1 A2 CH4N,O
B 3~4fr, MU 5T 5 DMSP ERREE P WA ERGEELZRHF,

XA —WHARAR®RALDOMSP); HEKFER; ZABIEE; AF5R

FESES P734  XEIREEE A XEHS  2095-9869(2024)02-0096-09

T R LI R N £ (dimethylsulfoniopropionate, et al, 1991; Wittek et al, 2020; Sunda et al, 2002), &7
DMSP) /& I W I A W 7= A 0 — Fh ik & TR W A4 77 4R ) DMSP =ik 10° t, %46 DMSP
(Kiene et al, 2000), BRI TSI AMAN R  SRRBIMRIE DS, TR0 2L P b Bk 208 25 S 08y
F7 % (Stefels et al, 2007; Gali et al, 2015), JEIFUFAEY) A4S T & #5745 B 2/ H (Challenger er al, 1948,
EEKBBEF . B HEAEP R MY E L F (Kirst  van Duyl et al, 1998; Stefels et al, 2007)., #411, DMSP
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Bl AN T R — B BL B (dimethy] sulfide, DMS), DMS
i 3 T SRR R, A B TR i B A
(Lovelock et al, 1972; Hatakeyama et al, 1982), 4 %}
R BROGHY R, D82 I 2 5000 . B4R R A
28.1 Tg #ii L DMS IE A KA, 2 7 28R A il
1Y 50% (Lana et al, 2011; Watts, 1999),

H 281 CLAW B i3 8% 412 18 LA >R (Charlson ef al,
1990), 7EAFKA[FIEEITE 7R E T DMSP /)T
YEo L4k, KT ENDEHEE T DMSP #yHT
FALTFJE T RE TAE, kB, KEILHE DMSP
Fr L (Li er al, 2023) AR EIRAL 5 2 BRI 1R
) —/NER 4y, B VESR)Z DMS RS o ik 4 Bk
HFPETTHRAY 0.21% (Jian ef al, 2018), Hidr, KITrik
K TR NO; . NHyFUR R FAE (LI et al,
2010; Zhou et al, 2003), EATH AEJE R W A1 K 14
DMSP ¥ i 1) e [H 2 2 — (Jian et al, 2019; FMVRK
4§, 2023), NOSSEAUE FRER XS /K 7R f DMSP 15 1 2
ZNMM: —JriH, AEFRSREH Y AR,
TS BT WA F RS s 55— 71, DMSP 2 & il
ALY, R BE RS NOs 2 #l i #E 2K PR 4fi fifd o DMSP
M5 B o HAS ] 2 X U IR 10 e 0 A T 22 S
(Song et al, 2007; FF¥44%, 2022), AL, HEGEAHE
RKANVFE TR IR WY DMSP & 52 1 52 W J5 T A
AT .

AWEFELL DMSP Az 7 fE 1 A [ 1Y bk 0G4 34
(Emiliania huxleyi) (DMSP & 50 Fl — fi# 8 i
(Phaeodactylum tricornutum) (DMSP & & P &5 3T 4
(Keller et al, 1989; Spielmeyer et al, 2011), FE/A[F %
BIREh R MR SR N B T N B IR S . O,
3BT TR EUE SR Eh VR T 25 A T B 3R Mh DMSP 1Y &5
R N M R R s ok, AR F AR R
R T E R DMSP & 1AL IE . A
5T B 78 R i — 2D R [R) AU 35 30 ik B /28 AU X 7
i AEY) 5 L DMSP 52 2 (it PSR

1 #MRI5FE
1.1 L EMnEREY

ST 55 R DG CR S AR SR IR T T T K2
BEFRE , = AR TE B R T op [ K =R T 5T B I
KRG BT A0 A 2 S = S P B B AN AR Y AR
10% (V/V)ERFER F i 10 24 h J5 F B 4l K BEr
111 ARRETAERESFHTHRBLER=A
BRI TR o EC A 8 1E W A AT
T NOsHR £ 4 100 umol/L (Sunda et al, 2005), fE7A

F5EH, LA NaNO; FAEVR, ®HE S FAE NOsE
BREE, 43514 0. 10, 25, 100 (IEH NO;HREERGFRA)
F1200 pmol/L (7 NOsIRERFFR4H), = fatefa i b
AR E NOHEH 882 pumol/L (Guillard et al,
1962), fEAWISEH, UL NaNO; HAE, EHE 5 A
W] NOsUcEERLEE, 0. 88, 220, 882 (iIFH# NO;HkJ¥ 1%
FEA)H 1 764 pmol/L (75 NOHFERGFR4H)
112 RRARERGLEREHTHERB L ERZA
Wi ER 3 A% B NaNO;. NH,Cl Al
CH4N,O (JREZEWE MR IEHERT , [ P4 3 A Aquil
R U BE (100 pmol/L)EC il ; = fftafa e A H /2 8%
IRV (882 pumol/L)FC i, 3 AR JH: i A 2 i
AR, HAE R IT R A,
113 ik REAREFRABE 3 A FAT, B
b, PR EXEE KRG M T L LIRS, KR
RABUH 700 mL, Fa il 380 B R 6x107 cells/mL,
KAERFE 3 . FHECHBE A P, ot
R Sk 4 500 Ix, JREE 4(20.0£0.2) C, GG EIIM 12 -
12 h,
1.2 BRERZTE. LkEKEMNNE

Bt fevh, B EORE, FH AR AT [ e
e, FMBRIHEOR G WA T I AR
TS R, Bwd K S S/ ME R BOFME . THEUR
P g v 2T R 2 R, 8 AN 2 R = Bk Kb b s
A% H < 10* cells/mL,

FEANM LA KR u=(InN~InNg)/(T~T,), XH1, N,
KEERTE T, W 2R S N2 5, No A e S R (7o)
F14) S 201 i 235 B

1.3 NOIRERME

TEIE S FRrh B8 H B 20 mL 369 0 T NOsHe
BRI, ARSI E 3 ANFAT, SRS TR H s
P (QuAAtro, 78N E .

1.4 DMSPp &EWNE

DMSP [IPR-AF 55 . B—ERFLA R SR BT
P SAER Tl 0.7 um A9 GF/F JEAR, WAL BT 1)
4 mL JEW, FFINA 20 pL B9 50%M B IR [, FIfE
%A DMSP (DMSPA#E /0T 750 10 mL AR
BT, B 50 pL B 50%M A R [, AR
&L DMSP (DMSPOFE i 70 HT (Kiene et al, 2006). HL
2 mL fR47 1) DMSP # 4, filA NaOH (pH=13)Jf &
THmEAL 24 h, i DMSP 5€ 4 %1t DMS, 4% &
DMS 5 J5 Bl 1 R B, #5212 1 B L4 a5 3]
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DMSPd Fl DMSPt f 4, — % 2 2% 0 K Biki 45 DMSP
(DMSPp)¥k E (Yang et al, 2012).

HWEEESE T DMSP HERVTESS 4. 6. 9. 11, 15 K
A, RITE SR A K I R AR L 2L 53k, BAETE
FRBUE KRR E A KIN A RERE 2 R, fERR
WIRAERES 1 R (Keller er al, 1999), AGF5EH i A
DMSP ¥ & #4°5 DMSPp & .

HRESH

21 NOREXMHKBARM=ZRBIEREEKE
DM SPp K800

2

211 R NOy# Bt # KB & 3 £ K & DMSPp 4
ViR AL Sunda “§(2005)AF 58 & 3K, i LG A
IEH AR PrRT 1 NOSHREE A 100 pmol/L, A58,
NOHRJE R 100 umol/L AYEEFR4H , P2 AR KR A A
3 daREBE N, JEESE 3 KikEIR KM, bR 2 ik
R(E 1a), 7 NOHEE (200 pumol/L)1EFR2H LY 1
H KR 100 pmol/L 85 37 I A M [F] (P>0.05). 1A%
F 100 pmol/L 9 3 MM EFZHH1(25. 10 A1 0 pmol/L),
o LA B AR R B KT 100 pmol/L (Y5 5%
4, BB NOHR T, bk AU e be A R I 5
Jn(P<0.05).

AN RN NOSHR B F iy s feia iS5t

AR, R R F I L B NOS YR B2 1 iy 184 i )
G, TE NOUEE N 200 umol/L MYEEIR4 v, a4
i3 B H B e KB A 110.30% 107 cells/mL, NOsi
JE2H 0 umol/L MYBEFRAL, 40 25 B2 i de KAB
30.80x10* cells/mL, JERT#H I 27.9%, i NOsH
ZH(200 pmol/L) FL1EH NO; R EEZH (100 wmol/L) 44 it
BREWG , ARITECAA E T A 5 (P>0.05) (& 1b).

X H A4S 2H 55 35 W DMSPp 13k 5 0] L e B H %
A 55 SR 40 2 B A AR A 2R 0L, s B S 1 0 5 AR 1)
P AN, BEE RIREE R4 T NOW RS I, K55
Hr i) DMSPp ¥ B3 A (1 1c).

FEHLAN L DMSPp & &R, KB4
H B0 55 5 (R 00 7 320 7 4 R A, 3k mT B R
TRt 1% 7% s 1] (935 I, NOsHk BEZ s (] 1e . 2e).
I HTEARTR NOSWREE RS FR 51T, BEE NOREE T+
=, A DMSPp & HEFEAIK. NOSHREE R 200 pmol/L
AT, B K E W 40 i DMSPp ()35 5
49(6.89+2.78) fmol/cell, NO¥EE K 0 umol/L 544 F,
HUNE DMSPp (17347 & 41(20.98+3.97) fmol/cell,
2942 200 pmol/L 35 %20 B4 M- 141 % 1t 1 3 A%(1&1 1d)

BASRE, PR IR P DMSPp k%
PR % R AR e A — 3k, i 5 B 4H i DMSPp 1)
R wig = W NEIR

—+ 200 pmol/L -+ 25 pmol/L

— 100 pmol/L - 10 pmol/L

120, ~ ~+- 200 pmol/L -a- 25 pmol/L
07sha ~+ 200 pmol/L 3 b 0 pmol/L 2 ¢+ 100 ymol/L - 10 pmol/L
- ~+ 100 pmol/L S 10000 | 0 pmol/L.
2 -+ 25 umol/L 3 g9 £
2 “+ 10 pmol/L 8 o
% = 050t 0 pmol/L %g ?&%% 73500
RE 2% 60t &2
) - 27 s
e 025} 2 A8
g g 30t e 2500]
g = & 14
©n ‘ &) =
O 0 R A 0 T
0 3 6 9 12 15 0 3 6 9 12 15 6 9 12 15
Bt ] Time/d Hf ] Time/d [} 1] Time /d
+- 200 pmol/L
30F d ~+ 100 pmol/L —~ 2201 e + 200 pmol/L
£ - 25 pmol/L = ~+ 100 pmol/L
i g5 24| -e- 10 umol/L é' 165} \ -+ 25 pmol/L
%3 % 0 pmol/L 3 N o~ 10 pmol/L
2E 218 g 110} 0 pmol/L
SEES =S R
= ] ) ——a-
HE58 120 S5 ~—
[-» o Z o 55} .
4L _ g
Swneg 6 e <] —
AZ% | s of
= I ®}
1 1 1 Z 1 1 1 1 1
3 6 9 12 15 0 3 6 9 12 15
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Fig.1

Specific growth rate (a), cell density (b), DMSPp concentration in culture medium (c¢), DMSPp concentration in

single-cell (d), and NO3 concentration (e) of E. huxl/eyi under different NOj concentrations
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212 RE NORZEsT= A8 4 k% DMSPp A& AL, H NOHE X} 3 HL 21 s DMSPp & =4 M

i SR A Guillard Z£(1962)F5 % B, =f#iE
PIEH A KT NOSWK LA 882 umol/L, AW,
882 pmol/L V& EEZHAY b AR KR W BIAT 3 d
B 2 A0 BEAR A B o R NO3HR BE41.(1 764 pmol/L)
oA KR 882 umol/L B LN E LR, KT
882 mol/L 1Y 3 ME5FF4H (0. 88 1220 umol/L)H, =£f
M FE B Y L AR KR BAIKT 882 umol/L K541, 5
i CQ A i ) 25 AL, Bt NOSHR BE B i = fAi 48
FEHE Y He AR R RN (P<0.05)(K] 2a).

[IERE, % B 5 4 10 S A0 L 2 38 5 L A R 3R 2
Bl NOVRE T, Pedlus R, & NOYRIE 4
(1764 pmol/L)BEARIA LR RAR N 220.2x10% cells/mL,
% NOs MR EFZH(0 pumol/L) FE2i i 25 B e KB 78.7%
10* cells/mL, YA NOs 2HAY 35.7%, XA 2 Fhiesl
FEIH R NOs R EEA MR U e AR K IS . SkIC
WSS IARL, 5 NOSVREEREFRA1(1 764 pmol/L) Al IF
W NOHE 15 3R 2H (882 umol/L) 1) 35 40 it 25 13 TG b 35
P22 5(P>0.05) (& 2b),

TEARTR] NOUR B FR AL, — Mt 45 B A4 il
DMSPp %t A1 A7 Fifi 2 5% 5 B[] 0 385 o v 85 o 7
B, X SHFRPAENIS—3(E 2c), HH NO;
W BE BRI 2 [RIE, 4% B A AR 5 [C

WEMHIVEA . fEE NOWREEZL(1 764 umol/L), ¥
KR JE W R4 e DMSPp F 2 & & M (0.35+
0.33) fmol/cell, i 7EAK NOsHE JE 444 F (0 pmol/L), B
4l DMSPp V& 4(3.93+2.31) fmol/cell, HJH
NO; WEEALAY 11 5, 13X — LB I 8 o Tk EC A 35 1Y)
FEE (18 24d)

LR A AR S, = Am s s

DMSPp Wy i 5840 fifs DMSPp 75 fb AR —
2, VLU =TS SR IR P DMSPp (R B 2 %1%
HLA0 e DMSPp & A5 H, iR s A .
213 FRFE NO;KREM#H KB G A = 8354
7 DMSPp %% h TEABFFE S, b I BETEAR
NO; ¢ £ 2H (0 umol/L) 74 41 Ji %5 i 1) F5c K AEAN M 55
NO;W LI 27.9%; —ffitaTE BEA% NOHE AL
(0 pmol/L)7E 210 if 5 BE 1) e KABAU M 1 NO; VK B2 4111
35.7%. NO3H B XF ik FC R0 3 1 — #4419 2B K
PR —20, B EA = NOSWREE T 340 b A= K %
1R PR M R S R A o H 2 FR R R NOSUR
ZH(200 pmol/L)FITFE % NO3 ¥k B 4 (100 umol/L) ) 3%
o0 M R G MR 2 R . XU RUE SRR B = 5
S P A I, VR AN A TR R T 1)
Ak

+ 1764 pmol/L -+ 88 umol/L

a b " 882 umol/L = 0pumol/L ¢
1.00y o 1764 Lol 220+ 220pmol, 12000 -+ 1764 pmol/L
o \ ~ + 882 pmol/L
-+ 882 umol/L —3 230 moVL
075} > §§0 uﬁgf/}d/L 165+ 9000} - 88 pmol/L
-+ 0 pmol/L 0 pmol/L

Ak
Specific growth rate//d!
Eaiif iR g
Cell density/(x10* cell/mL)

DMSPpifk £
DMSPp concentration/(ng/mL)

050} 110} 6000 f
025} 55+ 3000
e
old . . . . 0 . . L . Ot ! N L .
0 3 6 9 12 15 0 3 9 12 15 3 6 9 12 15
i) Time/d fist[E] Time/d I ] Time/d
d e <1764 pmol/L
+ 1764 pmol/L v
S5 v 882 umolL ol T 30 el
wfo | TR ERT I 114
:§§ % 0 pmol/L E 1005 \\ O’umol/L
E @ 50¢ 5 T
g &
S8 2E ool T
= ®

%878 GE

& el 251 Z 3

=@ g ¥y

[a] E 1z \L.: &‘M

of e of

3 6 9 12 15
FsfJE] Time/d
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Fig.2 Specific growth rate (a), cell density (b), DMSPp concentration in culture medium (c), DMSPpconcentration in single-cell
(d), and NOj concentration (¢) of P. tricornutum under different NOj concentrations
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FE NO3He B 2= 5 X e 41 B & i DMSPp 52 M 1) 52
gorp, 2 PRSI — 255 . B NOSHR X sE4n
Jtl DMSPp HJ-4 B IR R %k s CQ oA ek i,
% NOSHRJELH(0 pmol/L)EZH s DMSPp “F¥ &= K
1 NOSHREZH.(200 umol/L)i 3 £i%5; TMifE = f 45 7
IR NO3HE 20 (0 pmol/L) 241 fifs DMSPp “F-34 55
9155 NOH BE 4 (1 764 pmol/L)AY 11 /%, WIS NO;
W BEXT = A TE B SR L AR 7= DMSPp 11400 il /R I 3
Itz [FEE, X5 L 2 PPk SR DMSPp W EE )
AR LUR L, MR CEA BE R ) DMSPp
WRRE 3 A B A O, I = AR TR R IR
DMSPp ¥ & 325152 HL20 il DMSPp 521, iX 1] fiEJ2&:
T NOXI i [RA0 A B4R I DMSPp 452 i AH X 458
N, FFLARE SRR P Y DMSPp 35 57 3 40 0 25 1 5%
Wi AE =AM TEEE T, NOKEA4n i DMSPp Ay
DRI, AH LA, SR AN DMSPp
4 5 X HL S I B

McParland %5(2020)AfF 58 0, F T FC A7
JE 7 DMSP (472 % , DMSP 7E 40 I N 76 24 “ A 2
WERIMARAE, AR EEXT 540 ie DMSP & B2
WA/, BREECHUA BN DMSP A & i X0 /S 57
R BRI S5 R A B35 1Y I N (Keller er al, 1999;
McParland et al, 2020; Sunda et al, 2007), i 7£ DMSP
AR A 77 35 v, AT R A2 AR Ay 35 240 R 18 e 4 A ) 1 XoF
SRRSO . Grone ZE(1992)#F55 N K, TER BRI
[ 254F~ , DMSP 26 5 i 15 325 1) 23 iU & 0B 43 7 (n
080 ok 4E HF 4N M- . Sunda 55(2002)F5X B8 4IE T
DMSP S [ A 7= ) 7 S A0 e vh 5 0 R ), sedn
L 52 381) S 7 R (AT ) R0 5 | ) Ak R 2 3
e fEVIEE R IGE T, LRI BE B (Thalassiosira
oceanica). P IWE 4k (Skeletonema costatum) .
W& 4% W (Thalassiosila pseudonana) VF } WF 58 X %
(Sunda et al, 2007; Keller et al, 1999), KIMIEE A 2
ZAFF, B4y DMSP By B s I, R
B H AT T =AM AR AR AR BE T 0% o, AL i
R, A= MARE e B 5 b B S5 R v e
JE T RESE, R, FRATHED = A4 Fs X 0 i i
JE T DMSP 72 24 6 40 i i Bt S84k 570 1T S 20
22 ARAEEFRBABMNHKKAAEN=ABIEE

4K % DM SPp & =By 2500
221 ARAETAHZEANHERRALEE KA
DMSPp 4 /= 4% TEMR IO 5 B R 4
NaNO;. NH,CI #il CH,N,O #4100 pmol/L,
AN IE W AR T R . EFRIET 3 d, KSR

2 v E A 35 B A A R R R I AR R
IEIESE 3 RikFmRME, BERZ#8S . NaNO;y F
CH4N,O 53241 HeAE KRB i 4 LT 8 4 — 3L,
NH,C1 K537 41 1 H A 1 R IR (& 3a).

3 AN B SR L 1) B A0 % A B A B R B T S
TG BAR 2%, 16 NaNOs. NH,C1 Fil CH,N,O
TAREFRAL A B R 9 A 98 A0 2 P A i (40
104.75x10%, 94.75x10* F1 172.25x10* cells/mL, CH4N,O
VB SRy G5 A 28 EC A0y i A K i oy B 8, o 40 i 2%
JE & DL NHLCL R R A F T S 40 M2 B 1Y) 2 £i%

ik LA T 1) BA 20 it DMSPp & S 7EAS S5 35 20 P g

fE—EZES, BARFTRA T, NaNO;, NH,Cl Al
CH,N,O 3577 41 [C A 58 B 40 il DMSPp V3477 1 43
T 9(8.68+0.74) . (7.79+0.88)F1(9.45+0.97) fmol/cell,
CH4N,O BrsR i mfaims TOHAh 2 41, (B EMZES
(P>0.05), XFEL 3 A>3 3% 410k G 0A 55 52 i b
DMSPp ¥ JE &, NaNOs. NH,C1 Al CH4N,O 1555
W rh Y DMSPp V-2 B 5371l J2& (7 048.04+1 753.80)
(5 898.16+1 450.73) (8 689.36+2 667.96) ng/mL, CH,;N,O
HiFR ) DMSPp ¥R FE e, & NHLCl B3R h Y
DMSPp P EERY 1.5 5.
222 FARAEHRSERASFZABIKELEKR
DMSPp 4 = 45 % TE =MW TE 31 NaNO; .,
NH,Cl Fl CHsN,O =/ 8E5div, FWk ¥,
882 umol/L, JEIEAMMIIE R KPRk, SCTT 3 d
FA AR AR, 5 3 RikBIREKME, Hii,
NH,Cl Fl CHyN,O W/ NIEFRA AR K H AL,
NaNO; 85 3RS 3~5 KA KR HAD 2 g,
Bif5 3 IRl I —E(E 4a).

S5k IG A 924, NaNOs. NH,Cl #l CH4N,O
SRR FEAE SRS, S TE EE A M
BRI SN B R AR R B, BN A R
4391k 216.70x10%, 227.70x10* 1 242.20x10* cells/mL,
CH,N,O H5FR4ms i, HJ0 0 #2255 (P>0.05), 5
G B 3 P U SR Eh S S 1 N X B A 2
I 45 SR AT — B, I CHUNLO E &R 2 Fhis
1 A= K 4 5 A FI (K] 3b., 4b).

FEHANM DMSPp S MAE L, CHLN,O A
NH,Cl } 3245y IAESR 9 R 11 KA BETHE,
5515 KB N DMSPp A& 25 4 KAy 2~8 %
NaNO; 15 J5 41 .40 ifs DMSPp & ki, b i
F L5 15 KA DMSPp 19 & 25 4 K 14 4%,
RS A M 2 CHLNL,O Il NHLCL 53R 40 19
3~5 15 (& 4d).
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Fig.3 Specific growth rate (a), cell density (b), DMSPp concentration in culture medium (c), and DMSPp concentration in
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Effect of Different Nitrogen Nutrientson DM SP Content in
Emiliania huxleyi and Phaeodactylum tricornutum

LI Lingxiao'?, SUN Jing’, SONG Ruohan'?, CUI Zhengguo®, QU Keming?,
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WANG Qingkui'”, ZHOU Mingying?, CUI Hongwu?, HU Qingjing””

(1. College of Fishery, Tianjin Agricultural University, Tianjin 300392, China; 2. Yellow Sea Fisheries

Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, State Key Laboratory of Mariculture Biobreeding and
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Abstract Dimethylsulfoniopropionate (DMSP) is one of the most important organic sulfur compounds
on Earth, and its significance in global sulfur cycling and climate regulation cannot be overlooked, as it
plays an indispensable role in these processes. Phytoplankton are the major producers of DMSP in the
marine environment, and nitrogen nutrients are key factors influencing the production of DMSP in
phytoplankton. This study focused on two algal species, Emiliania huxleyi (a high DMSP producer) and
Phaeodactylum tricornutum (a medium DMSP producer), and conducted indoor culture experiments to
compare and analyze the content of particulate DMSP (DMSPp) in the algal culture media under different
nitrogen nutrient concentrations and types. The study investigated the relationships between overall
DMSPp content, algal density, and DMSPp content per individual algal cell. The results indicated that
different nitrogen nutrient concentrations and types had a minimal impact on the content of DMSPp per
individual cell in E. huxleyi (P>0.05), suggesting that the DMSPp concentration in the culture media was
mostly influenced by algal cell density. Conversely, different nitrogen nutrient concentrations and types
had a significant impact on the content of DMSPp per individual cell in P. tricornutum (P<0.05),
indicating that the DMSPp concentration in the culture media was mainly influenced by the content of
DMSPp per individual algal cell. For instance, in the case of P. tricornutum, the average DMSPp content
per individual cell in the low NOj3 concentration (0 pmol/L) culture group was 11 times greater than that in
the high NOj concentration (1 764 umol/L) culture group. Furthermore, under different nitrogen nutrient
types, the average total DMSPp concentration in NaNOj; culture media was three and four times higher
than that in the NH4CI and CH4N,O culture groups, respectively. These differences may be attributed to
variations in the physiological effects of DMSP on different algal species.

Key words Dimethylsulfoniopropionate; Emiliania huxleyi; Phaeodactylum tricornutum; Nitrogen
nutrient
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