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Absorbance Spectrum for Mesodinium rubrum MR-MALO]1,
a marine photosynthetic ciliate, fed on Photo-adapted Cryptophyte
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Recent reports on the phagotrophic feeding of M. rubrum are based on cultivation experiments with novel
isolates of this ciliate species from Gomso Bay, Korea. Photo-adapted cryptophyte(CR-MALO1) cultures at high
light of 100 pmol photons m~s'(HL) and low light of 10 umol photons m~s7(LLL) were fed to M. rubrum
(MR-MALO1) cultures under HL and LL conditions, respectively. Absorbance spectrum by LL M. rubrum
showed the same peak at wavelengths around 542nm as that by LL cryptophyte prey, which was not showed
in HL M. rubrum. This result supports the implication that light utilization and absorption pattern of M. rubrum
population must depend on the status of photo-adaptation of the co-existing population of prey cryptophyte.
Consequences of the present research results were discussed in relation to the function of the prey cryptophyte
and phagotrophic M. rubrum in marine microbial ecosystem.
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Mesodinium rubrum Lohmann 1908(=Myrionecta rubra Jankowski
1976)2 234 F8 o] =1 (Smith and Barber, 1979; Stoecker et
al., 1991; Crawford et al., 1997), 7ol tjdt HAIH L7} vf %
wiom, 859, Aoty 87, fjordset AT EE
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M. rubrum A W2 334 EA A H3ted Lohmann(1908)
& GZ2F Erythromonas haltericola®] 3832k S1th 2L o], M.
rubrum A E2] B)A| 2 (Taylor ef al., 1969; 1971; Hibberd, 1977;
Oakley and Taylor, 1978; Grain er al., 1982; Lindholm er al.,
1988), A4 EAd(Parsons and Blackbourn, 1968; Barber er al.,
1969; White et al., 1977; Kyewalyanga er al., 2002) £ A4t
Z/d (Dikarey, 1985) ol #3F vh9f A7 Z 3k, ©]= chlorophyll
a®} ¢, o-carotene, alloxanthin, phycoerythrin 52 48 713 &
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M. rubrum BEA Y] 71902 4R SALZ/E ZUA 4
EEFAE &3 AV|2A, Ut oA AEEHgaE 2
e sk ARAYA 4 LRl tH(Gantt, 1980; Lee, 1999).
SHERERE A5E A% ¥ ol (Douglas et al., 1991;
Fraunholz et al., 1997; Douglas and Penny, 1999; Mueller et al.,
2001) AEH o] vl Soldhn], tlde FYFEEL vehlle &
FE°] B35 AHAntia et al., 1973; Lee et al., 1999; Roberts
and Laybourn-Parry, 1999). %3t 1 ®}o] of8] FH9 &3
& QAR Hol7] =75 31w (Stoecker er al., 1997; Jakobsen
et al., 2000; Li et al., 2000; Eriksen et al., 2002), Lol i3t &
SHAE v2A Yol AFAQ Fpe] Ml B £=F oA 2
¥3h= A wel A 2 AFERY 243 @) W)
% $H}(Faust and Gantt, 1973; Vesk and Jeffrey, 1977; Thinh,
1983; Sciandra et al., 2000). Thinh(1983)c F =l }& ¥R
ZF Cryptomonas sp.8] A2l 2 A E9] v]A|Z HEE A3}
S=Hl, 10 pmol photons m™s™'¢] AF oA 4%+ Crypromonas
sp-2] M chlorophyll#} phycoerythrin® 260 pmol photons m™s™
o] Ig=o) vls) Zbz} 29} ¢l S718199. 3, MlET phycoerythrin
# chlorophyll $#¢] ¥7} XFERT} AFeolA oF 3] 5
& BAFACH £ A3 Walel A A|gle] F 7R LEY A
of o3t SHERF MARA WHIE ¥R A7 A3, Fxo
B A4 Al o} Yaz/del Ui JaFe] A= EFH]
yUehdS B valHth(Sciandra er al., 2000).

M. rubrum®] YA Hol 412 (phagotrophism) 71Fs/d el 243}
o thazke] =go] AAUTHSmith and Barber 1979; Lindholm,
1985; Crawford, 1989; Hargraves, 1991). 28|t} Gustafson et al.
2000y E389 At M. rubrum WiSAE 0] 83 AE A3 M.
rubrum®] SHEZF Holg HAgS EF 2HUERF 7YY
HEANZt M. rubrum M2 o] R3] P 7152 sk= A
o2 FAE vl glon, I = AlEe] FhuIA B A
B4 2N EF FFE HolR dR=(Yih e al., 2003) LT3
b 270 M. rubrum BGA 7 HEO LHRZF A4S
HIFRAFH, 2002), o1 o183 2% A M. rubrum WE
Al tigt kst A+E #egsiar

£ AFodMe =0l 435 o] phycoerythrin/chlorophyll H]
o] Yopzl SLHRZF MES M. rubrum WgA 0 5L 7
T, A2 BEE 2HRZRF 71 §EA9 240 JAARI M
rubrum MXE &ZAXZ ANA FREA] ol A )
o1& 98], t2FH o2 AF=oAM ALH 2URZF HEE 9
o|= FHT A9 vlwsivh. A=F AE 9] phycoerythrin/
chlorophyll -8l thst AXRZM M. rubrum A EA ] 2]5H

s

olgs
542 nm -229] B2 shgell e §49 20 FHE BAlST,

Mz o Uy

2 el ol gd SHREF F59) o] LURZFE 48
MEF M. rubrum®) “o]F -3 v %A (an isolate pre-dominated
by two species)S A3NALINA PG S5 A E2ZHE] DX
Y 22 (Guillard, 1973) B3I SHRZF 594 M.
rubrum “0% 97 WA "(Table 1)Y= 2% 15°C F=E 60 pmol
photons m?s™'9} 23 wjddelA HE 30 psu] HAsSF
o 72 vigNE Hrlsle] v - FA B LHEERF Hx9}
M. rubrum A X2] 3327 (equivalent spherical diameter), &3],
WA 22 A AF 24712 Coulter Multisizer IIZ.(Coulter
Corporation, Miami, Florida, USA)Z 2733 tH(Table 1).

100 umol photons m?s™'9] ZFE(HL) ¥ 10 umol photons
m? 579 AFZ (L)Y F 7] FxdeA AEE 6o, 7]
B} 2, GF 2 uigAe olF A ultA"Y wick - fA]9
e 270Ut} M. rubrum®] Ho| FQ 2HEZF AY )
FAE 1Fx 2 AFzoAM Z}7] 16Y 7F vigEE e, M
rubrum AE WYAE FH|37] fa 7Y T 2WURRF Hol
g FA &2 AZ M. rubrum FAE Z42te] T FzoA Zhzh
224 Wit rhe] A-ole WA ol EXishs & HAX 5
9] 99.9% oldol M. rubrum MEZA, SHEZF A X 74
HA 2 el 9 AEFE 3] F2 Q). o9 7o) M.
rubrum A W]YA] zhzhol| i, MG F=olAM FHgH
AR zF Hol| v S 3¢ 7HH 22 10,000 cells mI™4 353t
Qo Hol FFE AIAT § 8Y Fol M. rubrum AF v A=A
o] AA(in vivo) EF 2HEHE BAIGY £33 24 A,
M. rubrum AE WiYA| 2zt disie] FEEHn|E HE A3, &
UEZF 9 ZasR] ke O& AEEHAE 7} 0.1% °l3F
o] ARNE MIFAE =4 o=z Aoich

Genesys-5 2912 UV/VIS £33 7|(Spectronic Co., USAYE
o183l 400-700 nmollA 1 nm 7HH o2 WA FH=E &
Ayt B A& g SHURZFY M. rubrum®] F3574
& vj@3lr] $43) Chlorophyll ¢9] 58 £33 8<% 665 nme}
phycoerythrin®] 2] & 332l 542 nm ¥-2°] 3= Ha ¢4
g A

4

icl

% 579 Frold 27w LURER FF P W
AR} O ©

A WS AFELLEINE FZH4L, THEHDAIAE S8

Table 1. Mean and standard error of the cell dimensions for 2 MAL(Marine Algal Laboratory) strains

* Hk
Species Strain name %ig) fd;g;e ¢ (;(;;::S) Sampling location & date
unid. cryptophyte CR-MALOI 5.310.0047 76.1£0.22 16.7 Gomso Bay(08 Feb 2002)
M. rubrum MR-MALO1 22.0+0.040 5596£30.0 1063 Gomso Bay(31 May 2001)

*Equivalent spherical diameter

**Conversion factor: 0.19 pg C/um® for M. rubrum(Putt and Stoecker, 1989) and 220 fg C/um® for cryptophyte cells(Boersheim and Bratbak, 1987)
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Fig. 1. Photo-adapted cultures of CR-MALOI strain grown under
low light (10 pmol photons m™s™, left) and high light (100 pmol
photons m™ 5™}, right) intensities for 16 days.
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Fig. 2. Absorbance spectra for cryptophyte CR-MALO1 cultures: (A) low
light (10 umol photons m™>s™) culture with 570,000 cells mI™, (B) high light
(100 pmot photons m™s™) culture with 695,000 cells ml™.
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Fig. 3. Absorbance spectra for M. rubrum isolate MR-MALO1: (A) low

light (20 wmol photons m™s™) culture with 10,500 cells mI™, (B) high light
(100 wmol photons m™s™") culture with 23,300 cells ml™,

A 8d Fot A wiYE M. rubrum®} §% 2HEYL Fig. 39|
AABIATE LL 2HREF Ho|E FF3HA ABLolA v
8t M. rubrum®] &% 2HEYHL 542 nmE FA o Zah= A
olA 3 ¥ 38 JYehlol(Fig. 3A), LL 2R 2R/ &%
E9Fig. 28) fABIE . 28U, HL 2HREF Ho|g Z7
BFHA] A vt M. rubrum®) FFAHEHAE 3}
22 s o] 48 37 vepR] Zot(Fig. 3B), AF A Hl
Fet M. rubrum2] FF2HEZ A ERHFP OFE o)]FNY. ole
Zpzte] el H8E o] Axe] FEA7F Vel F8 E40
AR M. rubrum AE &M ZA Helx]) ¥ RAolgke
7Fe23& AAKS).

n &

0|88 2HMZ =] S CR-MAL01S| XS

SHEZFY AFE(10 umol photons m2s!) 28 ujkAof
A UEhd 542nmE $A0E e A gAM e F4ua
7HFig. 2A) 23 5(100 pmol photons m™2s7)) @YoM & g}
2] ekel(Fg. 2B), ©15 Bl E AFE Z-2-2 918) phycoerythrin
< T RAA 2Ao] Z3lEtE AR ER1E 5 UK o
2g FF 549 walE 8] HL 2 LL F 71X SHRZF H)
FA ] ME el Mz FA 2ebd RAolthFg. 1). ol 2
Az SURERVE B mi$ A7ty Yo] e A 24
©] A4=]] phycoerythrin®] chlorophyll2 A8k 4 Q2L &jn
BH(Tan et al,, 1995). o2& Wsle}l FAlo| 13= 2HqM &
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[sR =Rl

M3 Q) HAEA(starch £)2] % £7}1617] w &l (Thinh,
s 4

1983), 4#4A o8 eHR R F A8-& 9T FoT dx2A
2819} 71843 (Faust and Gantt, 1973) 39} ol e} F% =

Zia g T AS Aot

S ASAof 2fst MAXt MzZo| F& SMof ek A&
o] FFHE HL ¥ LL SHRZH ujgAol thst g g}

o] FHETst ME A @5t A} ol (Fig. 2), HL 2HEZ
= 7oA s M. rubrum®) 82

= I A(Fig. 3B)= LL 2WUEZF Bolg
Oﬂfﬂ Hﬂokﬁl M. rubrum®) 73%-(Fig. 3A)] 1]
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o H—?* =A ] b}E}"L‘:]' = 2HRERF Hol| Az #x 4
< dHE A 71}01 M. rubrum A E7} 7 wrg8la 91L& 2in)
gt} &, 259 AEA7F A A E oM ZA HAHR] ¢

o, 1 FA=2 ’“ﬂx}«] £ 520l dig A dgS v

o] @i},

HEE M
ribrun®) 421 51 ElaH SAE §5¢ Fol Folg A&
4 % FEF 54 52 A9 72 8900 ¥ 7P54e] 2
che Rolth A o) @Al LAY Ak BHE M. rubrumo] AE

HAEZ BE Aol GEA= BE3A] gonz /& A7}
o 2 Use] 247} & walzo) Agdet): Lindholm ef al.,
1988), The- Alth A Z2Y 2o 48 23 o) 484 g5
AT fAE o2 AlsdT

M. rubrum2| 2H2EF Ho| 41} O|AME MEfA|

M. rubrume &%F73¢] A AE7}F vl Aoty fA wE
HBeZ o] Fo| ¢ Hal © AFA wjYo] 44] gkoHLindholm,
1992), g4l wieka & Eg-t Ag) - el B9 A7t v A
84 o] vHCrawford, 1993). WetA M. rubrum®) bacterioplankton 4]
2} 7V54d (Sorokin, 1979: Tumantseva, 1985), ©}7)%=4F] ©]-&-(Smith
and Barber, 1979) 2 9=+ Ho] 42 7hsA Tl dddalo) &
gld o3 F9F B =] Utk 2t FH2el A& A9
9= A A M. rubrum WA S 0] 83 23 (Gustafson, 2000)
3} 34 ARk o) S92 M. rubrum MR-MALO] HJ S & o)

1

23+ A2 AF(Yih et al., 2002)004] o]Eo] FrHe g oWy
z S|
]

F Hol g S st
Holel e@rzR= A A WollA =7}, el EFE Y
S okt YU /538 LehH L (Antia er al., 1973; Lee et al.,

1999; Roberts and Laybourn-Parry, 1999), 7 ZH10) thoFsh of o
A8 AE ZF9| Holy} 5712 S H(Eriksen et al., 2002). ©)2| 5+
SHRZFE F3A TEHES 71 Y AEFEUA M. rubrume] 4
Aele A2t FrkElRen g, su| s A W Holw
TET o7 dHAY AEG v B F UES BT
= Aot}

AR5 B2l phycoerythrin 24~ phycobiliprotein
"L‘X]'Oﬂ Zge|o] Qlo], ME AAY A ek T Thild e
o) E=oAA =, olE AAE M. rubrum®) ME R A T

=0

E’

2L .

242 - o)9lE

o] thg HIA YAAENA Bo)h =4 YeEldti(Holm-Hansen
et al., 1970; Peterson et al., 1988). oo} wiz} B Agol|x] B
F “LARZFR-M. rubrum”®] Hol AlES 535, A4 AHES

2 Fgds | dase 7] AAE gasid 43 S
(Wilkerson and Grunseich, 1990), A=rolle AX vhidg As)
she A2 A27F A =le Aol AAZ, M. rubrum©]
Hz2E dogl FaA ol HEFE 24T o} F(Jimenez and
Intriago, 1987) @ #F(Kat, 1984; Carver et al., 1996) 50| X
A} B Yoprt, S| GAEF 84 S 2= phycoerythrin 447}
73kE SHEZF WA AL, M. rubrunr vl o]

g ™ 8 e ek Hold e R &8sk WRKYih

and Shim, 1997)2 +4% 5 1S AHolvh
2tAtel 2
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