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THR ML IMNE G X e S & F AR R0

Effects of Ultraviolet Radiation and Different Nitrate
Concentration on Carbon and Nitrogen Utilization of
Gracilaria lemanei formis Grown

BT RER R B
XU Zhi-guang’?,ZHU An-cheng' . WU Hai-yi'**

L INRB R EMIIERE LR S 26610452, 7 51T RADE 3 TR ARV .0 10 R
& 266104)

(1. Marine Biology Institute of Shandong Province, Qingdao, Shandong, 266104, China; 2.
Macroalgae Engineering Technology Centre of Qingdao,Qingdao,Shandong,266104,China)

FE LB YR KRB 8 o F 3% ( Gracilaria lemaneiformis )i 2 F 4 48 485 5 CUVR) 4 0 R , 38 78 7]
FUHEAAEH AT ER . [FEYRE 2 Ml 20 E (KA .50 pmol « L1 & %(.500 pmol « L) FI 3 F AR
) 9 K B 6 58 B AR B (P, 395~ 700 nm; PAL320~700 nm; PAB,295~700 nm) , Jp 438 MR (R 78 13k K A &%
PRGN 3R 25 d . 0 E AR G A R LR A G O . (& RIPA Il PAB 404 F B 97 10 R 3% , X il A
B s R R B E T, U A m A A T A i ., P AT, w5 ZUE DB 57 09 B 1A R R i
(nitrate reduscate, NR) 7% 1 i 2 F# A% ; (A AE PA I PAB F A & BX P &S R L As¥m . UVR B FRRIKT
T2 B B KOG A B FE (P XTSI IC LB B 1 40 T 30 (Ko ) - $& 5 T &k B2 I 8% ( carbonic anhy-
drase, CAY V&M . 5 UIE B T 34 19 d JOG A AR 3 S8 LS CA TE M 538 T, (] i 21 1 R 0 38 R A
(&5 YUVR B AFTE B 5 A 3F e 25035 %8 SN IEAS 0A W Wo R0 30038 9 9501 & 61 e e 5 4EL ] R 09 i s T 1A
Zff UVR X IR A VE A3

KBRS ARG MAE AM A

HESES PT35S MEFRIRE A MEHS:1002-7378(2015)03-0219-09

Abstract: [ Objective] To investigate carbon and nitrogen utilization of Gracilaria
lemaneiformis responding to ultraviolet radiation (UVR), and reveal the regulation of avail-
able nitrogen in this process. [Methods]}Two nitrate treatments with different concentration

(L-N,50 pumol » L™" and H-N,500 pmol » L") and three radiation treatments with different

wavelength range (P, 395 ~ 700 nm; PA, 320 ~

m HHA:2015-06-11
WA B 2015-0 700 nm; PAB, 295 ~ 700 nm) were used, and

&= HH#3:2015-07-10

R4 B T (1977-) 0 B - 3 A i o T o K B A thalli were cultured under different conditions
25T for 25 d to determine the nitrogen and carbon u-
* AR RS (41376129) A G ET BT tilizations. [Results] The results showed that the
LIRZ I H (201305005,201305021) » 111 4R 2 15 30T % ¥ 488 2
M SIS I, T 8 T R KRR & B Y 405 H (2013-

12-005 - SW) 1 Ll 7R 45 i 7 A= 95 OF 5% B B 1< 4 & 01 0
(SZ11201300) ¥y . N condition. Adaptive cultivation to H-N re-

maximal nitrate uptake rate of alga exposed to

UVR increased significantly,especially under H-

WIRAER S — (19735 . B @ITFsE B, EEANFH L markably enhanced nitrate reductase activity in

I RL L 2% - H vt P . .
B TS, E-mail: wuhaiyil997@163. com., alga with UVR, while had no effect on them
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without UVR. UVR exposure decreased the maximal photosynthetic carbon fixation rate

(P...) and semi saturation constant of carbon utilization (Kp) ,while raised carbonic anhy-

drase (CA) activity in alga. Compared to L.-N condition, both P,. and CA activity in-

creased, and Ky decreased significantly in thalli cultured in H-N condition. [ Conclusion}

These results suggested that UVR exposure stimulated nitrogen uptake and inhibited carbon

utilization in Gracilaria lemaneiformis. However enrichment of available nitrogen could al-

leviate the inhibition on photosynthetic carbon fixation caused by UVR exposure.

Key words: Gracilaria lemaneiformis, UVR,nitrate,nitrogen utilization,carbon utilization

0 3

(A 52 B YR B I AN T W A 7 T Y
R R AN R iy i EE M
o, Bl TR S NS Bt S Tl AR,
HIk B BN LM EY . RANG R 2L
T 7R W TR iy R0 i 1 9 TR L DR T &) 52 3] 34 B A
TR, AR (UVR,280~400 nm) /&
R — EL G 0 B IR L AR TR
RRAZ000, 2158 b BR T 10 7 UVR 58 A W
Bt kAR O R U g Y A HR R S 37 B OAS [ R
S, R I B A K 1 78 IR SRR (R 7 3 U
ARG R B R R A K Y BRI E
R AR K TR R S B B A B
S 3RA TR 2R B 5 el 1T 7 — 5 I 23 N R i 3l 2
G A RRAES S PR AT 5 At L 7K P X R AR T e Y R
HAREWAAELENE L, KK (Gracilaria
lemaneiformis ) HA B K45 M (8 175+ HE
PR AR N T3R5, X o B o 8 22 v O i e
FUBME N EERR . FEBEEEFRILE KR
A P = S A O W= 1 3 o NS TR ]
I HA RN HT LA B ml A1) FH U6 AR 315 e 1) B Y
HarcslE¥ARAEMN, (AR ERIC A
8 3B, B 20 5% 3 1 M A 5k R IF il (carbonic anhy-
drase, CAYF| JHEK iy HCO; 8 F #4176 A 1E
Y UVR W AETE RE 8% 400 ) e 200 5% 1 ok & il
T E 7K T RUE FRER N S R A% 3 i 4 w58 Al
Jo - eI AR A R R IR RN UVR 51 Y
A, UVR BT 25 KB % DNA i
Pt A R R R AR RO A M 2 B
G— RV N, Sy — J7 T K T i A K
FR 3 N7 HOJE A% Rl R B LR, DLBEAIR UVR 945 %
FERT A 58 AR W i CUVAC) MY & & 46
Pt AR AN SR AR R R e e AR KDY RS
PEFIN T A0 28 o i DL RO B % R i W A

il

BLU L SIA BT AR A BETE S b ) BE
SRR AL 7K P A 1 2 7R VA O A 5 36 0 g
BU G, Z8AHE 07 2 52 A 98 11 — 48 Ak Bl vk 6 AL I (CC-
Ms) , 35 17 98 35 HAE CO, 9 B8 Th w5 1 0 F 4 4 G
BLaR A D . A, R 25 UVR X8 30
PG5 VE RN, I UVR 5 S0 6 32 L 5
X UVR #5003 068 & FOis R4 A B i v
BRMLAI 2 45, [RBFR PN A Y00 F) 208 97 1 it
KOV 5 BE A8 B UVR X 8 4 32 B L &R T i
AME R NUUETSERN €832 3:0E ;- 1= k) figus
XF LG AE AN TR) i W B /K7 e 20 Al L R )
UVR 0 3, £ 75 A7 F) ] &AE e 5% 1 UVR
38 VR FH B LU

1 #HHEMFTE

11w

WH3Z ( Gracilaria lemaneiformis )% B I %
A R BT IR N T FRAE X, R IKIEN 0.5 m, R 58
T ACHRIRATE 3 h Wiz I SL g% .

AR A A PR K 35 2 B (CAP-3000, Tokyo
Rikakikai Co. , Ltd. , Tokyo, Japan) ; Ultrphan 395
ik (UV Opak, Digefra, Munich, Germany) ; Folex
320 J® ( Montagefolie, Nr. 10155099, Folex,
Dreieich, Germany) ; Ultrphan 295 & (UV Opak,
Digefras Munich, Germany) ; BH )% %8 &+ M 2 X (El-
donet broadband filter radiometer, Eldonet XP;
Real Time Computer, Mohrendorf, Germany) ; BH %
L 28 (Sol 1200W; Dr. Honle, Martinsried, Ger-
many) ; & B % (Model 5300, YSI, Yellow Springs,
Ohio, USA); pH i} (420A, Orion, Boston, MA,
USA),

SR A R 0. 2 mol « L', pH (N 7.9 1Y
BEERZE W ;1 mmol « L' EDTA;0. 1% (V : V)Y
PR P R 386 im 4 I ) 30 325 P 5 3 5 19 NaN O A
RIE WY 10 pmol « L1 1Y 45 B CJH >R 42 fit 8
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JEI1) .
ToRR K KK P IIA 1 mol « L™ ER R
VW pH (EFER] 3.0 24y, H A B R4 i K
B HCO, 35l CO, R RIF AR 2
h DABR B g7k th s g 1y CO., .

1.2 FHik

1.2.1 %%

FH B SR AKOR: R A () R A0S T O IR 95 48 W i
TR F% . B9 AT R, 26°C ;Y I y v] ok,
e384 100 pmol photons » m™* « s7'; G JEW S 12
hs 12 hs BF A SR K AL 8 50 0 50
pmol « L™'f10.5 pumol « L', B3 24 h J7.E&#F
fat e — SO A TR 2 92 5,

1.2.2 #RIEHK

W PR L Y e 25 MR AR BT K 5 em 2245 /D
BLOBEMLFREL 2 g #f 5 (fresh weight, FW) [ 3 {4,
T34 500 mL K H AR K I A 984 CUVR A
AT ILEERRE SR ) W T AN AT 9%, AT
TRV R b, SE o A6 PR K PR R R R R SRR T
26°C , Mg K T JCHLBE 09 M B2 NaH, PO, INE % i
LN 50 pmol « L1, LUPRIERS 37 5 8 T 2058 /Y
AR AR Z B, A R R OK AR R
AL DU R K M i e X CO, 1 T R L TR I s G0 35
R R Z B A B, AR SR B A 48 h
e — WS FRE K [ I 23 B A K 0 2 A a0 A B AR
FEFR MG K R s SR BN AE . BRSR R
AN TR] A ' i Ak LR R R0 BE L AR S TR SR A R AR
25 d J& o W 5E AR 6 41 7T AR 1Y) A 280 IS AL Ak 114 1
WK F A B
1.2.3 FRRAW 4 E

BAARGE T 3 AR MRS ALEE ., (DP 4
. A7 Y4 LA Ultrphan 395 JEAL 3,395 [ HBE& it
WK AE 395 nm DL B, XA S NI A ]
FE3Z ] WL (PAR) (9 B s (2)PA Ab 3R A7 945 DU
Folex 320 F&fu 2%, 320 B H BB & 1 K 7E 320 nm
DL B iR, DR A 3 48 9 1R BE AR 2 32 PAR+ %6 4M 4k
AUV-A) GBS s (3)PAB Ab B 47 3545 L Ultr-
phan 295 P41 5%, 295 BERR IS B L I K 295 nm DL I
(0, PR A 9 8 9 1Y o 1R 45 %2 PAR+UV-A+ %€
A BCUV-B) G IR, 3 B 38 6 1% 00 fn 181 1
Jis . BRSO R A B G A S A 4 K W %
AR EA 3 AN @A, v L4 il i PARVUV-A Al
UV-B2Y, A RESS I 2 3 A s BEAY DB, e
SR R E] 3 ARk KOG H R ST R A

PAR,847.12~7086.74 kJ » m?;UV-A,163. 03~
1152. 73 kJ *» m ?; UV-B,3.31~36.88 k] « m 2
(K2,

100
L god 7 TS
=4 )/
2 .
2 60 3 0 ——Ultrphan 395
‘e : ----Folex 320
2P I A A Ultrphan 295
E L N Qua]ratztube
=
3 204
e
8 ]

200 300 400 500 600 700 800
P KWave length (nm)
1 Ultrphan 395,295, Folex 320 & i Al £ 9% ) 155 5t
A
Fig. 1  The transmission spectra of Ultraphan 395,

295,Folex 320 films and quartz

' 8 —a— PAR
g -o— UV-A
E 6 —— UV-Bx100
2
=]
<
= 4
‘s
#
= 2
E
=0
0 4 8§ 12 16 20 24 28

3% 5% I (e Cultivated time (d)
2 ERFEWIN 3 A RO H AR AT &

Fig. 2 Daily dose of PAR,UV-A and UV-B during the
culture
1.2.4 ) &Y A8 ROR B A 22

BCE P A SR AR A S (L-H A B
P AR 350 A0 1 &L B SRR K ARy 35 3 6, b (9 A R
W R 50 pmol « L1 Mlm & 4 B (H-N, U
NaNO; il B 8 ¥ K, 7K 44 b il & e &k B R
500 pmol « L™'), 48 h B IF IR EE, HH B R AL 2
A [ A 35 9 RV B . L-N TR 43 05 H-N 4y
270 pmol « L™, X ULWITE L-N Z& A T K5 7% 19 Je 2
A T AR 1 H-N T 5 3R F AR,
1.2.5 F§RBOKS) A 5wl 2R el e

3 3 0 A 3 W R IS AR TE R R R B R
X i 2R 1 TR AT R R A A R W sl e it A SR
WHE 5 pmol « L7',20 pumol « L™',80 pumol « L7',
200 pmol « L™',400 pmol « L™",600 pmol « L' Al
1000 pmol « L™ 7 /™A A W BE BRI, S PRI 0.1 g
FW 1344 53 51 T2 A 20 mL 15 5% K 4K 19 A7 9%
B R BEAR 2 h NTE 7 VR TR il AL 1 IR
WO AR I AR 26°C 5 LA G40 A 4 1L
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VR CHL & B 6 i 3 B R ) A BEAE 43 i 41 3R
Ultrphan 395,295 F1 Folex 320 g5 3] P.PA Fl
PAB 3 FR [R] i 56 Ab B, DLXE B 4% B B 35 3% 47
AN TR) I B i O A B O PARL120 W e m 253 UV-
A28 Wem 2;UV-B,1.2 W+ m *,PAR fl UV-
A K505 1] 10:00~12:00 B [E] BE N 19 7 14
SRS, UV-B % A [F] — i [ Be Iy B AR BROG AR
S 1%,

100 3 Solar simulator

,"

/ KSunlight

A X] BAfiiRelative units

“1500 400 500 00 700

P KWave length (nm)

&3 FHOGREY &8 19 & ST 5 K G L4

Fig. 3 Emission spectra of Honle lamp and sun, which
showed similar energy distribution over the wavelength span
(280~700 nm).

TiFd 2R P A WA 3 (] o 2 0 A BRIV o 0
S BB IR A b A A R B R AL, TR AR By
Fr KA B T SR T 38 0 R 7R i 25 S R HG ) T i
AR IR 0 GV B SR B A A vk . B
WA AKXIT

uptake rate=( Ny, — N,) X VX W' X',
Horpry N DU TF IR I 55 FR K AR TR R VR . N,
RIEFREE RN (2 h J5) R A MR BE . VRl K AR
AIPRER, W o S T 46 I 8 A i) 6 o, ¢ S 5 1) i, B
A2 A 7N Ch) o % il 280 B IS R (uptake rate) 2R
A pmol NO7 «h™' « g7' FW,

A5 [5) i 80 4 Wk B T A e e 3 R 0 L R
KTy FEHEAT AR LR AT W Bl g 2 i R

V=V,u XS/(K,+9S),

Hrb, S HIEY) A8 BRI BE . VR JE 253 AE A [R) IS
Py B T 0B R WGH AR BBV e 2 X LR
WAL 1 5 R A, AR 3 AR i L W s RE T L KL fEL
Sy W WA i 38 B R T A — 24 I R IS ik L B
0L R AR BEAR X S A B SR A ), K (B BOR 3
IR RTINS ZFER IR, Vo K AT LU
W g ) 2 i et A B .

1.2.6 ZEBRLJR B & M (NRA) &9 2

%M Corzo and Niell? () 7 8, % 0. 2 ¢ FW
ISR DS E T 5 mL WA BT, 78 2 min

RBR Z W S AR IR IR 5 A ) NO, 8
B AR NO; R 5 BT 30°C L BRI A AF
CHE 5 6B 1 AR B0 48082 0 2 45 58 R Oz 2
by 005 VAR P AR R N O S o B A7 6 8 1 38 A7
B[R] P P2 A2 B NO, 1 2R 3R i R 38 )5 i (ni-
trate reduscate, NR) 3% P (i fii &y pmol NO, -
h™' g ' FW),

HAMAENE NO, W AEMTEF1MFT K
AR v % S i R R 5 e A AT B R RN SR )
M & Z M e R Az B 20 6 R 8 A L R T
543 nm YA VU WO AL 3 A ol 2 5R
NO; PYH B FRifEith Ze FH 2 Mk BE i An o NO, ¥
Wz
1.2.7 P-C @& ugml 2

3 3 0 2 AN ) TE AL B Tk BE T S A 11 016 45 i Ak
M E A MRS LR MR EE Y OC &R (P-C 4.
B TR A A AR L I 2 PRI 0. 15 ¢ FW 1Y
WAKLBI A 1 em A A7 09 B 15 9% 2 b DAGRE S LA
WO EE R, T A 8 mL JCRR I 7K A & HE B A
/1, 7E 600 pmol photons « m % « s ' FA FI G iR
OBUR LT 3240 A1 26°C 254 4 38 o I A 5] g
BILB VR B T i T o 40U B8 1) 732 Al ke 11 504 3 e A4 1Yy
R, LR L B 0. 1375 mmol « L',
0.275 mmol » L™',0.55 mmol « L™',1.1 mmol *
L', 2. 2 mmol - L', 8.8
mmol « L™'F1 13. 2 mmol « L™' 8 86 B, N[ Jo
BILA VA 85 119 S5 I i YR 3 3 1] TG Ak ¥ 7K v B8 N NaH -
CO; 315, BD7E T ik i K thim A 25 pmol « L' 1Y
Tris ZEvh A W, 15/ HCL A1 NaOH 75 pH {8 3
8.1, dweJa A DK R R BEAT AR LG

P=P.,.XS/(Kpc+ S,
Horb, S AR BE, P X TE MLk MR BE T Y
B TRIR A, P S i KCE A Ky S22 1
TR AR BT TEHLBR 12BN TT . P F1 K
AR P-C i rp B4 5505
1.2.8 KB BT B & M 69 M 2

H R O . CA TR BRI 0.1 ¢ FW
MIEER, T 5 mL Johk & 7K o B EE LA AR, i A 1
mL CO, @K IL R AW pH {E FFF 0.6 4
PAA (RIS TE] B AN S FRAE 4°C N T, BE4h CA
T PR PRI 5 T FH S R AN 5 AR 5, P A V6 58 4 A
Bh 7k ELE CA W PRI E . W B A XS 1 (Rela-
tive enzyme activity, REA) 33 LI A T5H .

REA=10X(T,/T.— 1,

L', 4. 4 mmol -



TR T2 A U ER AR S X e 5 SR SRA FH H)5 )

223

XH, T, AT 3 5RERA ISR AU A B S pH
{H FFE 0. 6 /4~ BAA T A4 B ]
1.2.9 3BT F Gt 5

A B0 R 25 3 R OR I £ hREZE (0 =
3) A Z 7 2243 B (One way ANOVA, Tukey)
HEAT St 22 FPE BT UL P =0. 05 ME R 2 1Y B3
PEAKF-

2 HEREHW

2.1 FHAERRKF A
HH Il 4 Fn3e 1 AT A1, UVR 5 88 il 3T I8 2003 %
RN O 7 (B2 P oy = A N I R
UVR R A5 X il 280 A e W AT 328 24 1 4 0
BR TS (P <<0. 05) 5 3 1 B 28 2 4 I [] Y
UVR 3@ I, 186 35 00 il 20 W WS RE g T (5 36 F T
KRB, Vio/ Ks (EFEA R AL P 2 (0] 3 A 35 1 25
S (P =>0.05) , 1 B A7 B AR Al 280k B2 R X HC A
FRCREBA 525 UVR (5255200 I 38 04 5 KR
45,
36

274

.....
e

R W ZUptake rate(umol NO,-h™"- g FW)
T
z

mP
® PA
A PAB

0 200 400 600 800 1000
¥k JEConcentration(umol-L™)

K4 Rl Iy 2z ith 2
Fig. 4 Dynamic curves of nitrate absorption rate
K1 WHERUHNNZEHEZSHR

Table 1 Dynamic parameters of nitrate uptake

WG SRR 2 RN H KAE PA T PAB Ab B 22 (] # 1%
HEFEWESECP >0.05, 1) UVR X —# 1%
i F i UV-A &

WAL R N 5 B 5 Al A5 25052 i AR
A B WO B & AR AL . A AR A T R
R EER, R EAH A UVR 28, 403 25 d AR &
WP B 35, AR AR AE VR R A e 2 S R i R Y e
W Wi 3 R B R ARG ( P <<0. 05) 43X 78 B 3 44 X il
R VG AE WL SCRE T BEAR T 5 b AR RN R R AR R
5 B R W SCHE R 11 R A ) 10 B & A AR R 3R T
A BER T S R E T T T 500 Vo /Ks G ETE
ARV EBER K FEA B EEZER P >0.05),

AR 25 T 5 3% 10 e 058, UVR BN & X il
340 J5 it (NRO 335 2 1) 552 W] 5 0 R 80 W A R 1Y) s
B—H(E 5 AE A HE R KE ], UVR #B 5
FE TR NR (P <<0.05), H PA Al
PAB 4b 3 Z A& A 1 2 22 5 ( P =>0. 05) ; fE AN FF
£ UVR BYIEH T, ARG I 3 1 NR G P 2
FARTARA 2 (P <<0.05) . fH7E UVR 2% K
RIX— G & AR AR I8 Z A W M 22
SCP>0.05),

0.1517

2
b
0.03 1
0.00
P PA PAB

Y 4% 5t 4k FER adiation treatments
B 5 IR A R e T

Fig. 5 Activity of nitrate reduscate (NR)
AR /NG FRFRRE P <0.05 KFEA 8 F
S

Lowercase letters indicate significant differences at P <C

BEIE M Activity
(umol NO,“h™"-g"'FW)
)
o
(=)}

0. 05 among the treatments.

i JR oA o TieiES
Culture conditions Vimax (pmol NO3 « h™! « g7 FW)

L-N P 49,4341.19*

PA 68.0946. 52"

PAB 66.7241. 54"

H-N P 31,3344, 25¢

PA 46.2048. 03

PAB 47.3044. 90

50 il B Vimax/ Ks H1H
Ks (pmol « L™ (pmol NO3 « h™! « g7t FW)/(pmol » L™1)
465.17+52. 442 0.114+0.02*
741.59412. 59" 0.09+0.01°
662.00428. 48" 0.11£0.02*
294.08+10.17¢ 0.112£0.03*
549. 03413, 96¢ 0.09-+0.01°
573.65410.01¢ 0.08=+0.01°

TE [ — S R /NS T8 bR R on AR IR 5 R Z LA W P22 5% ( P <C0.05).,

Note: Within each row of the data,different superscript lowercase letters indicate significant difference ( P <C0.05).
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2.2 THlEMF A

mE 6 MK 2 Frn, A8 A& 0k KF i, 3
Fofr ' 8 G Ach 3 22 ) 1) T ML ) 15 15 #R A AE 4 B
225 (P <<0.05), UVR 8% B FFME T /R A0k
BIEBER P, FREHFH B Koe» H PAB 4
Xof HLFE AR AR KT PA AL P <<0.05), BEIUV-
A Fl UV-B & RE % [ A% 15 35 X 0 AL ik 7 A 68 77
[ B 42 5 X TG ML B 1 SR R . FEAR AL SRR
P/ Ko fHTE 3 OGRS A0 2 [0 A B 3 25 7
(P >>0. 05); {H /& & 35 5% 09 Bk, X — oA 9%
UVR 2% 425, H PA Tl PAB &b B2 [f) 3% A B %
ZR(P>0.05),

WG Ab AN TR) 9 G 5 5% A 4 5 T e 25 X G
LB ] . 7EWAH UVR TETE M 5T w5 A
FRAE AT AT TCAIL AN 1 e KHE TN P/ Koe

90-
~ 751
=
=601
o0
= 451
S 30 o P
g 0 PA
3 154
3 A PAB
8 O T T T T T 1
2
5 901
=
Z 751
=3
2 60-
Ay
M 451
3]
B 301
&
o 154
R
O T T T T T 1

0 3 6 9 12 15
FE WL BECT concentration(mmol-L™)
K6 P-Clliigk
Fig. 6 P-C curves
F2 P-CHZSEE

Table 2 Photosynthetic parameters of P-C curves

(AT R0 (P =>0. 05) 5 2 40 Fil 5 5 2 % 4%
B (P <0.05), f£ UVR fE7EM &R, & A8 %
F18) 98 A2 XoF T MLt A1) D 1 e R 3 v IR R 5 1 o
T, H PAB &b P f) $52 v 6 B 0 3 5 1 2 1 AN
B 1o K B AR RIS P/ Ko (8 98 5
WA I B E R (P >0.05), XU, ILH
e ) ) FH B 0 L R 2% 0 2 R 8 B R R B R
P

F T R B 3 A P AR CA 5 P EL AR, AR
F 5% H M 3 A O M R 2B Y LA CA e M. R
Ivi) S0 R 32 R s i S5 A L6 e 40 5% S ik TR T it CCAD
TR an & 7 fs . m K P &R R AT UVR
(R A7-AE #1 AT HE AR 1 B CA TR, X 5 M P-C il
28 P 45 32 5 S TR) Ak B TG AL BB S RN T B R T B
—H,

~ 1601
= [_JL-N c c
= I H-N - -
‘on
2120 .
g oD b
280 =2
2
5
5 404
§
0
P PA PAB

Y64 4t 4t BiR adiation treatments
7 KB IR TG
Fig. 7 Relative enzyme activities (REA) of total car-
bonic anhydrase (CA)
KR W /NG F R RRIE P <<0.05 KFHA B FW
Lowercase letters indicate significant differences at P <<

0. 05 among the treatments.

o KA R R
Culture conditions Puax (umol Oz « h™! « g7 FW)
L-N P 82.3345.55%

PA 63.1143. 08"
PAB 47,9342, 924
H-N P 93.3645. 762
PA 68. 844 2. 42"
PAB 58.9642. 15¢

A A P/ Koie HAE
Kpie (mmol »« L™1) (pmol Oz « h™ !« g7 FW)/(mmol L™
1.4940.02* 55. 1844, 58
1.35%+0. 02" 46,9442, 94¢
0.937+0.13° 52.1244. 30"
1.81+0.02¢ 51.5942. 642
0.70-£0. 02¢ 98.1740. 19"
0.5940. 06" 100. 98413, 85"

T« 7 — SR /NG B AR 37 AN ] 55 37 2 1R 2 T B W 35 P22 5 ( P <C0. 05)

Note: Within each row of the data,different superscript lowercase letters or letter combinations indicate significant difference ( P <Z0.05).
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3 it

3.1 FHAEMRYF A

— R UL UVR X K i 58 14 A= BE 25 77 A 1 ]
SN QT DNA B0 GV F A5 35 40 B oS i
SO T RSSO A B 2R OE R AR BT B L i
PEAEAE 23 R B — L i R M Ik e i 45 . © A7 O F
FERM A2 5] UVR WSR2 5 0
W i (UVACs) F 2 23 3 Fh ™), i A 2R
AL S I e sk g A B R R I SR AR B
ez UVR i 05 09 G- 30 HL . (BN 48 02 & i
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