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b A AT S A B AR B A R L

B AR U R A B0 R 5 SRR KR BR ) 22
EEAN ISR S S E IS L kS AT e
AR RIS IR dh B 2 0% T35 58 SR R W
AR R e B A A B AR B B BIL A AT — LA DG
IR AR A B AT b 5 S A AR B
0T A A= PR AL R L A TR ARG R L W AR B0 4R
TR 5 ol DRAR S RS A RV L R R S AR
R A5 B R R DR X 8 SR SRR R A R I 5 %%
A A R T e e R U b SR i A KRG A A
FH 5 A5 BHBE 251 B0F 5 60 L X 325 58 38 bR Ak A= K i
PEAR B A AR R RE A . VKB IR R A AR R A X
SRR RS AR TG D U DX 5 R vk R A R
B, O e S SR R B ml it A 4 i K
s SR ERTE L BN U AR SRS R AR R RE SR
J 3 8 5 e LA B DL AT T, DR I BF ST AS [ R W
JE A F TR 35 50 A A ROIR DL S SR {HD, o i 55
F BH PR3 1 e 4 S PR T Jis 58 SR A K PR 5 4 Y
YHRAERE L,

A S UL a5 0 A 2 o O i L X R B R R AR
PF N IRBH I L AR B 42 5853 1 A R S SR o 1Y 722
PCHEAT I E Mo B EIR TS B FRERIN S 25 1F N in %
S 7 SRR B R A A DU O AR A O U A T R 5
SR ) i e 77 B A1k PO E R

1 MH5RFIE

1.1 ###

T UE 0 KR K < WK ER O 30. 5, pH fEH N 7.
5.7 & T HL A (Dissolved Inorganic Nitrogen, DIN)
W N 20, 286 pmol « L' (£ 15. 643 pmol « L7
NO; - N, 0. 500 pmol « L' NO, - N, 4.143
pmol « L™" NH; -N) PO} -P ¥ % 4 0. 968 pmol
L',

IR B3R 2019 4F 12 J DA LD AR K I 9 Bl R 4 X
(37°90" N,120°75" E) R4, ¥ 1k FH /K I 2 1% v %
BRUBTD K A4 e . BT 2 AP K A8 . 7E 8°C LR
SR 80 pmol « m™7 ¢ 57 GG 12 h B & AF
TS IE R KRR RER . H T#E3-5
h,b d JFH TS5,

1.2 EF#HMEEFEH®

AT 3% 1 s A b e A K R A OB SR — B0
ANMA L BEHLEC AR B FH 1Y 50 L PR KA v, B 37 5
290.5 g« L V(BEE), RIS IRIRAY AL W vk B Ol

il A B LT 6 410 IR 1 SR ds S 5R, E 1 AL X R
A5 4RI (R . X IR (CK) RO 15 78 3 0 1t
UE ) R ARG K 10 R FERE I IR . SC U0 41 2 78 JE Al 85
FEW AR L DIN %% (NO; -NL.NH, -N,
NO, -N B EE LR 5 0 5 0 DM KH,PO, 43510 &
AW B EE . b K50 4 O M B 3R i DIN
PO -P B2 BE 43 34 50 pmol « 1713, 13
pmol « L™ 7E 3R E i O .. O F |
MR IR BE AR YO B 2.,4.8.12 /%, ISR &
PSS 1195 A BN E 15 9% 5 d 5 o B 15 5% TR 4
it BRI R AR K, AR SR IR & 20 d, IR 5 d
T — R IR G U A R AR . BRI B AT
3WHER T 20 KXF 558 30 4 K KO8 37 L4 95 b
HEAT I 5E

F£1 THRHREW

Table 1 Design of experimental scheme

[ERtass A B IR RE A
Number Concentrations of nitrogen Enrichment
of test and phosphorus multiples
oK L 5 A K RIES
Filtered natural seawater Not applicable
REHOD 50 pmol « L™ DIN+3. 13 1
Test group @ pmol « L™ POY™ -P
e O 100 pmol » L™! DIN + 6. 25 5
Test group @ pmol « L™! PO} -P
Nl ©) 200 pmol « L' DIN+12.5 4
Test group @ pmol ¢ Lt P()T -P
4@ 400 pmol + L' DIN + 25, 0 8
Test group @ pmol ¢ L! P()T -P
RO 600 pmol « L™ DIN+37.5 12

Test group © pmol - L! P()T -P

1.3 LEKERMIE

3 BR o AR G A Fe A U (D IR A K
K (Specific Growth Rate,SGR)! |

SGR(Y%) =[(W, /W)Y =1]x100% , (D
AW, Oy S5 b ) B4 o I e A T, g W,
S5 I U I S A T i, g 50 R ER SRS ] L
1.4 & B IR i3 2R 19 i ZE

TESCI IS5 5 K 3 Wil U 2 85 3% W h NO, -N,
NO; -N.NH; -N fl PO} -P & b, 0 52 J5 w6 4K 40
T AR 5 4 3o KA E R A ) (GB/T
12763. 4 — 2007) F ¢ /K 0 B 0 0 % 0 R % 43 6ol
BE)(GB 11893 — 1989) H i S 88 vk . ¥ A (2)
TR IGHE RV,

V=[(S,~S,)*V, 1/t + G), @)
K.V AW HE R, pmol < g ' < h '5S,.S, 45l
Shy BURE: RS ] (73] o 1540 362 s R0 235 KR 5% 5 90 v R 1 ok
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JE pmol « L1V AR 85 F2 MR, Ly SH IR
ﬁé@ﬂ#l‘tﬂl‘ﬂﬁh;G hy S 6 A Uy N e AR R L g
1.5 XEBESENNE

M2t % a (Chlorophyll a ,Chl-a) FI2E 1 #8 h %
(Carotenoid, Car) & f AU 2 M8 Jensen™™ 1997 1k,
HU 0.1 g B fef S MBI B 2 JR AL 10 mL PO,
RIGE T HREEA 4°C #h 4 12 h, 7£ 4°C.5 000
re min ' A0 10 min IR EC WS, H R E
2% 15 mL., LA B AR 25 16T BB 43 0 I s 450
nm.666 nm Fl 730 nm ARG . AR
KOMMAXNDITHEM R o« MEHE MEM S &
(B mgeg ).

Chl-a = (OD g5 = OD750) XV X 10/(890 X G) ,

(3)

Car=0D ;5 XV X 10/(2500 X G) (4)
K .:0OD HWIEAE;V R &R G E R, mL; G
Shy S I8 S G ) B SRR T L g
1.6 REEQEEMNE

#4217 H (Phycoerythrin, PE) 1 # % & H (Phy-
cocyanin, PC) ¥ it # M8 Siegelman %" 1y 7 v ¥ 47
Wi, W0, 2 g M fif 3 UK OF B 20 2R AL 0. 1
mol « L' MBI Z M E A2 10 mL, ARG ET
P AL 4°C HHRE 12 b B0 B L W R 4 I R K
455 nm .564 nm.592 nm.618 nm F1 645 nm &b {0
. BAEAMEEEASECEM I mgg D)
I3 R IR AR G AR (6) #HFTiHE .,

PE=[(ODs;, — ODsg,) = (OD 55 — ODsg,) X
0.2]%0.12XV/G, (5)
PC=[(ODg5 —ODg5) = (OD g, — OD gy5) X
0.2]1%0.15XV/G, (6)
K .OD HEIEAE:V IERENERER . mL;G

Shy S 56 S G ) AR T L g
1.7 EFEBSHNE

FEAE F5 LA 0 2 K AR FH LB TR A
(GB 5009. 3 -2016)  #L & 1 H LK€ Bk E (GB
5009.5 — 2016), #H A5 W7 I & =Xl $2 2 0 2 (GB
5009.6 — 2016) . JK 43 H1 & 8f 4 K Ak 25 0 € (GB
5009. 4 — 2016) ,

FILR (1) %E $ I GB 5009. 124 — 2016 (85 %
HAT. FEMZ 10 mL 6 mol « L™' HCl 38 A A K f#
24 hJ5 . F H AL 1-8900 4 [ 3h & & W2 4 M A 12 17
P e BEES A 10 mL 5 mol « L™! NaOH 7K
it o FH IS 348 A ) 2805 4S8 0 0 S0 1) P

JIE 15 R B 0 <2 2 BB GB 5009. 168 — 2016 Y J5 ¥
AT . FESER KRS . A bR H I = R A —
1%, DL kA UG 5T, SR 05 T WY B b DL = 91k B 5% 1k
g Re 15 2 FR g » AR €83 CZHEAR GC6890) 43T
1.8 SEBEFITEMAZE

R B A R Ak 4 2/t 5 TR 2L (FAO/
WHO) HE ST ) 2 FE R 34X ARG 26 2R (A
HUARZR (T A A PR oA XL il 2 () Ry
A (8 IA F LR 4 (Amino Acid Score, AAS) Al
b2 3F 43 (Chemical Score,CS),

AAS(Y) = x100% , )]
! AA(FA() WHO) ’

~ 0 — X

CS() = AAE“ 100% , (8)

Ko aa g BB BT P B RD 0 TR LR
AA erowno, B FAO/WHO K & Eiﬁ%ﬁf“%ﬁ:
DT IR & i AAg,, AR R OB T R A
o o T A B R T
1.9 #HEHH

K SPSS 13. 0 3 {4 % 52 3 B A7 g2 1 o0 17
IR FH B 2 7 2270 FF (One-way ANOVA) 1Y Dun-
can 75 BN [ 41 8] 1 22 52, B EEOKOE R P <
0.05, KM Origin 9. 0 HATL K47 .

2 HERE5HW

2.1 LEKERHTH

W 1R, 5 3% 20 d I, &L R EE I & A5 5K
A, AR SGR OBRAIK. b, &L Bk B 43 0 R 50
L7'.3.13 pmol « L' i GR I 2H D), # 4K
SGR 2 2 T X% R 2H (P <<0. 05) 5 2 . B ik B in & )
2 M5 GREGA1 Q) . BER SGR 5 xF HE4 6 i 3 % 7
(P>0.05) s (H A W B & A5 4 4,8, 12 BF G
BAOQ IR AD MR A Q) . BEAR SGR Eb X HE 4
SRR 9. 7% .31. 5% Ml 57. 9% , & 5 L1 4=
32 2 B A
2.2 ®.OBRBEERMTL

P2 FT 7 R o A 06T b 58 3 W M0 R L 1Y
Wi, SRRV IR R R 5 d i BE R A R A
s HER T DIN 8 W52 050 8 4% 35 52 20 7 1 o 9 i 9, L
1 NO, -N.NH, -N.NO, -N ¥ £ W i 38 2 43 51|
#10.11 pmol + g ' «h ',12.55 ymol + g ' + h' ',
0.53 pmol *+ g '« h ;1M PO -P 9 0 YA 3 56 ) 2
S B W TG TR S b e AL B I 8

pmol ¢
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£#%(DIN 400 pmol » L', PO} -P 25 pmol « L', iX
B @) B, 35 B e R CHE 2 1,33 pmol » g ' -
h™'s ANFEVEE R B INE T, 583564 NO; -N
NH, -N W e 3R B & F NO, -N, H 5 %t g4l
M B FPE 2 S (P<<0.05), MA Bk Em
EAGB2 W, 155X NO, -N Ay W s R 0% = T
NH, -N, {8 3 35 8] 7 & 3% 25 55 A 8 Wk B & 5
=4 B, 35 283X NH, -N 9 W i i % 3 5 5 1
NOgy -N, F B FEA [ AWk T, 34 58 3 % 4 1 i
W EA B,
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Fig. 1

ic growth rate of P. haitanensis

Effects of different N, P concentrations on specif-
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Fig. 2 Comparison of different forms of N and P ab-

sorptivity rates in P. haitanensis

2.3 REBRESENTL
WK 3 Fras, EA RN A B &S 8T L I5 %

MG R o KWE N BROEAMBREEASTEN
A AL B TE N s A5 % 1(DIN 50 pmol -«
L ',POS -P 3.13 pmol « L™ W & &, & &40 51 0
0.56 mg+g '.0.12mg+g '.0.14 mg+ g '.0.20
mg-g . YA BEINEGEE<4n. 4 FOEEEERY
e TN BRI A B =8 B T Ot
O W EREAR, i s 580k 12 (DIN
600 pmol « L™', PO} -P 37.5 pmol « L") i, -4
Foa BAE D CEOE AR B RO & xR
235 R B 51.32% .28. 17 % .28. 49 % 1 39. 43 % ,

0.6
W%k #a Chlorophyll a
‘:[[ ;’Eﬁ}ii #Carotenoid

q

>

215 HIPhycoerythrin
ONJ 3 15 4 IPhy cocyanin

< < <
[ IS %
T T T

aEAE (mg-g")
o

Content of pigments (mg - ™)

<)
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B
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Test gr
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Test group @
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i3
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S 4k BEEXperimental treatment
IRV N CIE N7 PR S e R S 1 0h AL
Fig.3 Effects of different N,P concentrations on photo-

synthetic pigments of P. haitanensis

2.4 BEXREFHASN

MK 2 Fros JER IS B R I8 SR E A
F4 5 ek 249 0 v TS R LB T A R B
TEEEH IR 5 SR 7 A S TR AN R R
Jo R 22 B0k 5 AR b 7 2R BV B e A O 1
x2 TERBRETIRERHNEXRERBS (%, TH)
Table 2 Nutritional composition of P, haitanensis at different

N, P concentration (% ,dry basis)

R J43 Components
oot

; A ,

gﬁizfg?ay(;i Cruﬁeﬁéstein (iﬁuﬂdﬂeﬂ?at ;JA?ngi
CK 21.95+0.51"  1.90+0.11* 24.62%0. 22
1 49.42+1.05° 1.30%0.10° 35.83+1. 10"
2 37.35+0.78" 1.54+0.06° 28.12+0.64"
4 30.95+0.64° 1.68%0.07" 26.24+0.50°
8 26.60+0.52¢ 1.78+0.14* 26.18+0.78"
12 23.70£0.43° 1.40%0.17% 26.24+0.34¢

T« A B R NG 5 B3R 22 53 W8 2% (P <<0. 05)
Note: Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate signifi-

cant differences at the 0. 05 probability level
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(DIN 50 pmol « L', PO} -P 3.13 pmol « L™ ") i %
i, BEAN. R BN E 15 1s 528 IR o 3 T
HRZH (P <<0. 05) , H % & Fifi &0 9 I s A% 80y 74 o i
BT AR
2.5 SEBRARMETW

TER B INE K598 )5 L 15 2R 5E 18 Fh & LR 1Y 41
HE AR 3 pin, Hh IR E R aEmn & &
T 4341 7 0 0 R AR, B s A 17 b s R 1R
o S 5 A R i 24 I R e 24 TR 1 1 e E AL R R R A
o 2 P B T R s TG A, b 2 R 1 B R AL B
e 5 3% T, B FE s 5 %0 1 (DIN 50
L ',PO} -P 3.13 pmol « L ") B & M &
HH . WA, & IR B E (Total Amino Acid,
TAA)BEZ B & A% E0 38 i 7 &, U b BR
4 34 112.66% ., 72.69% . 42.01% . 25.12% A
13.90%; W % & K W8 ( Essential Amino Acid,
EAA) . I ¥ 75 & % 8 (Nonessential Amino Acid,
NEAA) il & Bf & 3 B8 (Delicious Amino Acids,
DAA) (284l i i B AR — B, e /o s 55 57 05
3 T HBE S A B B ng R B s DAA/TAA
A VU)W VR B TR R TS R R B 7
RBEWEE N & 4 £%5 (DIN 200 pmol « L', PO} -P
12.5 pmol « L™ B35 $ 5 = {8 1 EAA/TAA {H Al
EAA/NEAA fH 76 A & 85 5% 5 0 F A8 T X
He 2,
3 AAEBRETELXNEERREFIBRASH
(%, F&)

Table 3 Amino acid composition and content of P. haitanensis

pmol ¢

under different N and P concentrations ( % ,dry basis)

SR BT A A

AR Enrichment multiple N,P concentrations
Amino acid
CK 1 2 4 8 12
B 2R
Glu# 1.54 4.42 3.97 3.08 2.62 2.36
R EEMm 174 400 3.07 2.81 2,36 2.12

Asp#

E
eSS 2.62 5.17 4.50 3.98 3.09 2.79
Alat
By = s
T%M 1.69 3.58 2.8 2.31 2.09 1.92

eu *
A 1. 28 2.42 1.96 1.63 1.41 1. 30
Val *
‘H:ﬁ@’x 1.33 2.50 1. 96 1.72 1.47 1.44
Gly #
et 1.18 2.17 1.75 1.58 1.31 1.30
Lys *

E S
%A%‘M 1.18 2.25 1.69 1.58 1.36 1.20

rg

gk
Continued table

SR BRI AR

F R Enrichment multiple N, P concentrations
Amino acid -
CK 1 2 4 8 12
?fi‘ﬁ 0.77 2.25 1.80 1.49 1.31 1.25
%ff 0.72 233 1.80 1.49 1.36 1.25
Hﬁfﬁﬁ 1.23 2,33 1.85 1.45 1.41 1.25
AR 118 2,42 2,06 1.54 1.41 1.30
LA 1.23 242 1.69 1.22 1.20 1.15
E%Tﬁytfiﬁ .13 2,17 169 1.27 1.31 1.11
AR 0.26 0.52 0.49 0.37 0.33 0.32
H"ﬁcﬁyfﬁ 0.72 1.25 1.06 0.63 0.73 0.53
%{iﬁiﬁ? 0.35 0.64 0.58 0.45 0.42 0.36
R o - - o - o
Ser *
HARRER 9014 4283 3478 28.60 25.20 22.94
%%Eﬁﬁﬁ 7.68 15.89 12.70 10.23 9.16 8.58
3“4;1%:%\%@ 12.46 26.93 22.08 18.38 16.04 14.36

IR
DAA 9.18 20.75 17.14 14.52 12.30 11.20

EAA/TAA 38.14 37.11 36.51 35.75 36.36 37.41
EAA/NEAA 61.65 59.00 57.51 55.65 57.13 59.76

DAA/TAA 45.57 48.45 49.29 50.78 48.83 48.83

W« O TEEER, 8 N BWRERER, — AR
Note: * means essential amino acids, # means delicious amino

acids,— means not detected

R FH R FE TR VF 43 AL 2% TF 50 M1 45 A 19 07 SR A
A NS RIR R EFRMEZL, 2R WK 4 57
TN o PIFHPEAN AR 0 R Met by 32 832 10 28 — PR 1h
MR, B AAS P Bz Al H, Leu, Val, e,
Phe+ Tyr K Z & T FAO/WHO & 5 R bx 1 B2
s Lys Al Thr 76 A A & 85 E T 05K F FAO/
WHO 2 FERR 0 it 43 B0 B3R, o Lys BRAE &L 8%
W ¥ N & 12 £% (DIN 600 pmol « L™, PO} -P 37.5
pmol « L™ B WA TH i b A 2 B w4l 3R
XFRRZH ;i Thr 7ZE R BN & 5 ¥ W& Fhm. i CS
PE A AT A, Phe + Tyr /& T CS A P8 EE A
HHORH IO 1 2 BE TR BT A 43 40, AN TR vk B R MR B R 22
SN Thr 7EA BN 5 W3 7 &, Tle W BE A
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Table 4 Composition evaluation of essential amino acid in P. haitanensis under different N and P concentrations

PEAM AT ME R 20 P & e i
- V4 b e 5 P LR B

P43 (%) Score (%)

s e S
isiztzmial amino Sclfi?ghr‘rflfdel goie;rtnif aiqing\lzzcidsiiln the CK iﬁ?jﬁ@ iﬁg,lﬁle%® Et%?:ﬁ@ ﬁ%\fi\fﬁ@ iﬁgﬁ[@:’tﬁ@
scoring model (mg + g~ N) group @ group @ group @ group @  group @
R Leu AAS 440 109.52  103.00  108.65  105.91  111.85  115.25
cs 534 90. 24 84.87 89. 52 87.27 92.16 94. 96
HAMR Val AAS 310 117.76 98. 60 105.66  106.11  107.16  110.42
cs 410 89. 04 74,55 79. 89 80. 23 81.02 83. 49
R Lys AAS 340 98.78 80. 60 85.92 94. 06 90. 46 100. 67
cs 441 76.16 62.14 66. 24 72.52 69. 75 77. 62
IR & MR Thr AAS 250 87.62 113.83  120.40  120.61  123.03  131.85
Cs 292 75.01 97. 46 103.08  103.27  105.34  112.88
i‘;@ﬁT@f‘: A AAS 380 172.93  152.55  165.41  149.08  168.36  166.81
cs 565 116.31  102.60  111.25  100.27  113.23  112.19
AR lle AAS 250 140.19  122.26  113.31 98. 68 113.19  121.70
cs 331 105. 88 92. 34 85. 58 74.53 85. 49 91.92
HEE W Met AAS 220 45,14 36. 89 44,26 41.53 44.74 43.22
cs 386 25.73 21.02 25.23 23.67 25. 50 24. 63
3 it 2R WA 19 6 AR TS i 98 IR AR BR T AT L

2019 4F 9 - 12 H B H AL IR K B 53
FrFE XA K L BEMR B R AT I (3R 5) . 4k IR
AR AR R R STV KR 3R AT M B X (Po-
tential Eutrophication Assessment Model, PEAM)
SFTiZFRALIX 9,10 J] DIN &% &, 45 1K T 14. 28
LB T#HERY.11 AM 12 ANE T
JEEFRY. MIREY FHEE XA B Z 28R
BB TR 5 v A 1) £ B AR RN R T N R

A BRI ARBF S T s RS AEE R R K
R 38 B SR 0 DX 5 SR B AT s S S 1 3 &
N éuﬂ v FBE 43 30N & & 50 pmol « L™ 13,13
VLIRSS AR I A R R I, R IR
SGR{EE&%}WO HZ 5 W I B A K =4
I e R A A I 2, U0 B R Wk 3 e v 2 R A 2
K7 — g iR .

BRI A K FEEOLEMEHRIKE LG AR
R RE RO GG 1 AR B RE A O 5 3 B

BAMMEEERZ " EEENLA AR E
LALFEM SR o KWWY PRXMEEER. TR a
M DR & B JUE TR ee ), H

pmol «

pmol «

W W A% 328 g At 22 A1 i T LLAVE Sy 48 B v 1 < I A7 2R
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Table 5 Contents of N and P in Changdao P. haitanensis cul-

pmol ¢

ture area from September to December 2019

A B (pmol + L1

H 1 Date Contents of N,P(ymol + L")
NH,-N NO,-N NO,-N PO} -p
2019-09-10 4.64 4.43 0. 29 1.61
2019-10-05 6.57 3.50 1.93 1.29
2019-10-26 5.29 1.86 0.71 2.58
2019-11-12 8.71 9.21 2.07 1.61
2019-12-13 10. 21 7.36 0. 86 1.29
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Effects of Nitrogen and Phosphorus Enrichment on Growth and
Nutritional Components of Pyropia haitanensis in Changdao,
Shandong Province

LU Fang'?,ZHAN Dongmei"*,DING Gang"?,LIU Wei'? , TANG Liuging'*,WU Haiyi'*

(1. Shandong Province Macroalgae Resources Conservation and Application Engineering Research Center, Marine Science Research
Institute of Shandong Province.Qingdao,Shandong,266104,China;2. Qingdao Macroalgae Engineering Technology Research Cen-
ter, Qingdao, Shandong, 266104 , China)

Abstract: In order to explore the optimum nutrient conditions for breeding Pyropia haitanensis in Changdao,
Shandong Province, the growth, photosynthetic pigment content,nutritional components (crude protein,crude
fat,ash) and amino acid composition were determined and analyzed under different nitrogen (N) and phos-
phorus (P) concentrations,and their nutritional value was also evaluated. The results showed that the growth
rate of P. haitanensis cultured in Shandong Changdao was the fastest when the nitrogen and phosphorus en-
richment concentrations were 50 pmol » L. " and 3. 13 pmol « "', respectively. The contents of chlorophyll
a »carotenoids, phycoerythrin and phycocyanin increased significantly,but the growth slowed down when the
nitrogen and phosphorus concentrations were higher than 200 pmol « L' and 12.5 pmol « L', respectively.
The absorption rate of P. haitanensis on N and P was significantly affected by the concentration of nutrients.
When the concentration of N and P was higher than 200 pmol « L' and 12.5 pmol « L', the absorption rate
of NH, -N was significantly higher than that of NO; -N. The nutrient contents of P. haitanensis were signifi-
cantly changed by nitrogen and phosphorus enrichment culture. The contents of crude protein and ash in-
creased significantly, while the content of crude fat decreased significantly. The total amino acids and the ratio
of delicious amino acids to total amino acids (DAA/TAA) increased to varying degrees,while the ratio of es-
sential amino acids to total amino acids (EAA/TAA) and the ratio of essential amino acids to non-essential a-
mino acids (EAA/NEAA) decreased slightly. The scoring results of several essential amino acid calculated
according to amino acid score and chemical score showed that nitrogen and phosphorus enrichment culture
had significant effects on protein composition of P. haitanensis.

Key words: Pyropia haitanensis ; nitrogen; phosphorus; growth performance; nutritional components; quality

evaluation
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