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Py

A AEN RO L EVEICHF 5T D TREtE 2 i SV I LT,

E

Z D1k, Vos et al,, (2004) 13, 2—3 REBREOHBH-WREDOET LV EZ MV, iHAEY)

NHEEYIZ R T GEICEEREOREEN®mEDL L L THILZ, ZNIZONT,

Verschooretal. (2004) 1%, S 20 iU A VEDOIFAE F CHEMiE (AR 2R

9 714 (Hessen and Van Donk, 1993) % H\W\\C, ZDHEFE Y RY L & D 2 B

B, RUHRE 7 70U AV 230l 3 KEREORTHEERLEZBIEL, 1 V4T

SRR 2 R 5 G IR O A A REIRIE 2N e b L, 2k ) A7 NMES e 2 L %

KREL T, 1€ T, FHEDENIE RO fFet o O F 2 el &l 2 FFo L )

AIREME S ZEF S 7= (Miner et al., 2005)

oo

Bl U7 EHARREBNRE DAL A 1 = X LI, BB Y- B OB IS L

&

TERRIZHEHIND ZLDREETH L0, (LFWEIZ LV FEVE OB RIS
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HERDOREENEELZITH I ENEHE IS, Pan et al. (2020) 1%, A 7 ¥ E

Scenedesmus obliquus & 7 7 L7 Chlorella vulgaris O 2 F& Z BE#aSH, 44 X ¥ 2 Daphnia

magna ZIHEF L U2 2 REEBEO R LT, 4 DX EORKEREZIHIT LX) 1

ROPEWETHD /T n kY 2R Lo & 25, BT B ITHH] S

T XTI AR D LR B 23 i b R & <, I L LN TROZEMEDRRE ET

LI e RE LT, £/, 2OXRTIEZu b T oA WA EITEE (CEEE) H40BE%

2 D0, IRBETITA B FEDEL LT\ Z &IZxt LT, BEARIZ RGN BN S 7 4L

X TIEA DX EDHFEEN 7 n LT L% L 7> 7= (Pan et al,, 2020), Z Ui, BHE

PN SNTeA DL BTNAA IV ITEHRE ST <20, HE S D MO &

Nr7a L7 eililpolzlzbEE 2 BTz, [FFRIZ, Wan et al. (2020) (%, A WX E S

quadricauda & 5\ MX 7 v V7 C. vulgaris ZfEEFAE LT, A4 IV 2 D. magna %4

B, ZOWMEHE LTA b N ARDH Ischnura rufostigma % f1AGA AUTE 3 4% B

DR W)H EHWT, A7 aXh s OB HREOENTHlE L, /L

7 XY ORINREOEINIA A IV aDEFATEI A RIR L7272, 4 F hR

DHBIZEI DA IV aPliB SN LT < Ro iR, MEOARRPEML -

(Wan et al., 2020), —J7, BEIATEAR DS H] S AIRWVIRE T, A4 IV apERR

DHEIL, A4 DX EDOAEENIH S (Wan et al., 2020), Z D X D12, FHEHEOH

FNIROLZEMEZAR T ESED & &I, AT OBFERORET X r— NREZ 21
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SELHZLIZLY, EYMHFERORMKZNZEL H 5,

AR Y R 7 FHEORHAI I D HEBE O EL

L bo X510z, FEIEoOREIT AR AN 2 2L S8, #ERIISROLTEMES

TR B2 520 Z EDMER SN D05, {LFEWEDOER Y 27 5HlIZRB W THE S

NTOROCOBERTH S, LT T, HEIBOBEE U 2 7 FHHOMHLA TR &

T ETHREERLR BT 5,

FHI, FEPEORELIZEMOAELF « iR - BIRIC B2 G A WRETEZ S

—ANE L A -], 2013) , &k - BHEEMERBRICK T 5 FaRA b (BER

PEFHE) T2 Z &LV, - T, FERE & BEAT 1 5B RECATE),

ETERRIER EDIREZ T RARA & LTEREROBERENLE L 2D, (LFWE

\

DR Y R 7 G TR B AME (R~ D Eg KEY7RRHEE R &3 5720, BlEi S h

L IERIE TR O GECROEIAROLE) LEELTWLILERD D

(A. W.OECD, 2018), | z1%, RO ERIEH & L THWOND BEIZIFENFE TH

HI VALK UTUREE CTHNWREL (hERve 8k EHEZRTZ L0

HBILTEY, FROME~DEENRTZ RS FD1DE72>TWW5S (OECD, 2012;

Abe et al., 2015), I K DML OBELL, BHHROMET & RARIZEREE R E 2R 2 B

SHDLZENEEET IV REINL TS (Tanaka et al., 2018), Z D X 512, FHiERS
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N BT 2 TPEIZOWT b, LI X 2 8ELAN R 2R T 2 T O BUAF 808 B D

AT D LV ARBRZASNNCT D2 ENEELE D,

A ALTFWEIC X S VHEORELL, WESTREL S WSS T < A

HAEHOZAZ ST L CHIFEOEARHEIREIC B A KT L 5 570, BT EHEL

FZRLUTGHET 2 0ERH D, 2L, BEMEELBET 256, EWREIC XL > TEEY

BT 22 IE SRR D720, sPBOMRIT S DICEMEC 25, BT, 7 VAR

F e T 328 T, BEEEN BN A2 ME D i WA DTN RIS & 0 Al & DR AR IS

B RAE LTGRO0, SV OREL 2t U CAEWRAH EAER 3210 L 72t R 72

OB LA Wy BRAS < 31, 2013), Z D L 5 22 REIC L 5 720120, (bW I

Xt 9 2 TR DIRSZMEIZ DWW TAETFROEGE & BHETE I KIE T IR ERAR 2 BB L, £ 72

PRI 2 B P AL HE S L CAEMBM B OF 52 BB LN 6aHE L T Z &R

HEERD,

55 AT, FHEBEOBELD BT, R L~ TOBIEGNT G LT, EIRRE - B

LUV TORBITZ LW, A VX ETORBTEROBENICE B LIZBFEERIC L oW

E13H 5N (Pan et al., 2020; Wan et al., 2020) , Z AL 5 O TIERHKR L O INHIVEH D

PRl S TR Y, AR Z#HE T 2MEORBIRMIA TS 5, (LF=WEONZUW

BELEHICBWTT =2 MEH (XBRRHEIC L DISEOFERE) 77

vy

=Z MEH (ZAERKG H 2 WIS EEIC L 2I8E 0D RN o6id &I
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(Schug etal., 2013) , FHEFLHOBE X — TR E OIEFE TICHB T 2 BHOFE

&, MEHEOFE IR T 2RBOMEN 5T 5D, FEEIC X 2 ROLEEE

TR LAY OB 705 FE A BN 5728 (Miner et al., 2005) , 535 & Il 1

EH B b ERFEEIBIC B 2 KT T RIREMED @V, FFIS, A WX BB T DA %

FHETHWE L, AEREICHT D NOEC & R TIHF IRV (9 1/00 7> 5 1/1000

i, e.g., Liirling et al., 2011) TEHT A2 Z NG TERY, ERIEFORELZZE LT

GEICEREENRE VW ENBESND,

£, HBEFEIC L > TOHEREAEYITR R Y, (A OTRELCATEN 2 EITd Hf

BEOINVE LR 5729 (e.g., Kopp and Tollrian, 2003; Kishida et al., 2009) , % H 4 2

EIBPRIC & » THREEBE ORELEATEBI BRI KT TR EITLEM L 5 %, Pan et al.

(2020) B LU Wanetal. (2020) (2 L D {EAREENRESER ClE, A WX EDOWHEE L LT

FA I3 (D magna) DHWHIVTWDD, A IV 2idA B X EDORKERKD

HECRT A CHEBICHOWO N TE 72— T, ENICAERT TR, 2oz

&3, EWNE 2 & LBRET-CHE R IR T D RELEBIC OV TUIRERNHEREE DR RS W &

EEWRT D, o, FEEZ AR ET DRI O 5 T, FEVEOREL & EATFETRE D

U

BRI 5 — ik RE SHIRT 5, L7edi» T, RV OBREIC X 2 HEEBRED

A& EFECFET 5 BT, 2 b OF A OINEITEEARMBE L 7 5.
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ARFFED B HY

ARWFFTETIE, ALFWEIC L 28K T T 7 b ARSI T 2 &5 RGO HEEL 23l (4

MOBELV NV TRETREOMRAZ AN E Lz, 777 b O MREERHITE<,

Verschoor etal. (2004) THWONZA H X DORKNENIL, (LFWE T L AFHEEO

RELDMEATFENRE I M T3 B 2 R T ORI T REZRE T L LWV R D, F Tz, BRELAL,

HAJ®, SEEVEA, B E, Aka A E N ERICH B E RIS RV RE

(NOEC LLF) TA WX EDORMIEKEZFHEE, T2 3Mbl 522 &2 s TEY

(Liirling et al., 2011; Huang et al., 2016; Pan et al., 2017; Yasumoto et al., 2005; Zhu et al.,

2016; Zhu et al., 2019; Zhu et al., 2020) , FAATE R ORFELIZIAF 2 W E 2 K D /K ERBE15 Y

TS D AREMEDR B WVERR L WA D, ULDRENG, A I X FORIKIERIC K IET L

FWEOWENEMEZTMORER L Lic, Flo, A WX EDOHIC KL > THH—HMaD ¥ A

KOMHE (VA 1T NIBRE S TWRWRME) THEN SO LR ERD Z L

5, KHFFETIXIBO R D 3FOA H &% EBRICH W (Fig. 3),

10 ym

10 pm

Desmodesmus subspicatus  Scenedesmus acutus Tetradesmus dimorphus

Fig. 3. AMFFETH W= A 7 4 E5H 3 f.
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AWFFETIX, A X EORRTER Z RELT D FmE & U<, FUmiErEm 2 %R L 72

(Fig. 4), SRmmiSPEANS, THERN (Gurroreies), RIEOMBAD AL (A
RALKESL, B OFALA]D) | ERES (EIRLSLREH) 28, JRWABRTHOL ST
DAL EWE T D, FRTETERNL, BEOBENC LY A I 4 ORRTE R E
GLT 2/ =SB D A A R ETEANIE AT A 558 L, A A v Stk
FOHA A FETEVEAN IR A A BRE T 5 (Zhu et al., 2020), F 7z, SmETEPER D
A I H ORI EZ RIS D A 7 = X LI O/ FEWE & TR Z D, #ilx
X, BEA A v TRl O K7 2 UREFER (Sodium dodecyl sulfate, SDS) <0427 T /LA
W4 (Sodium octyl sulfate, SOS) 1% Vv DI A 1 v LREBEHNTHLI L TV 5 72
¥ (Fig. 4) BEAIEALA75E 45 (Yasumoto et al., 2005), B5A 4 > FmiE Al 0B~
> H#a =1 L (Benzalkonium bromide, BZK-Br) [Z/KH CTA A1t + 2 & EOEMR %
WD (RUPFLa=ghlty) b, ADEMEKRDL WA BT AT UFEET
L2 ETANFTEIIKT DA 0E OFMREMET L, BHAEROFHEL IHT 5 &
EZ2HNTWD (Zhu et al., 2020), BB OBRELEE L, 38 LMl 2 /32—

HRHiid % Z LN TE 5T, RETEMEAZSROEME LT H5AY v 3D 5,

21



AR EDFEHH (BHAZRK) =ZHEEL I 2R EEER

e A Q
@‘CHZ—’;‘L(CHQ“CH:; Br O//s\/o\/\/\/\/ o//s\/o\/\/\/\/\/\/
=i o Na’ o Na’
Benzalkonium Bromide Sodium octyl sulfate Sodium dodecyl sulfate
(BZK-Br) (S0S) (SDS)
L ) L )
Y T
B A > R EEEE] BB A REEER BHAE R Z55E)

(BHARZR Z A0 )

OSO;,M*
050, M*
050" M*
>_\_\_\_\ 0504 \|

OSO;M* OSSO, M*

T

=22 OBEROD - OF > (Yasumoto et al., 2005)

Fig. 4. AWFFE THWIZFETEVERI KL OV ¥ 3 RO A v & v DL IE.

HERTEZ RSB B\ TS, FIT Daphnia J&I V> a THHRLNTEY, 4 H
FIIRTLEREOET &, TN K HERMESCHEEREDOEKTRREZINLTND
(Hessen and Van Donk, 1993; Liirling and Van Donk, 1996), % 7=, BEAIEARDOIBELS I ¥
v AHOBAERICKITTRES, T DMERREENRRIC KT TR A M L 7oA 4
2 V2 3 Daphnia magna & %t5: L Uiz b DIZIR ST 5 (Lirling etal., 2011; Pan etal.,
2020; Wan et al., 2020) . D. magna % OECD % DA REFMRBRICB T DA KT 4 VT
HON, ENITITAELE L TV, EER B OIFWEOAREELZLT LD
K3 56 DT, £/, 877 7 M AIREIZ K > TEHO A AR REICXT L

TR DEEIEEZRT 728 (e.g., Porter et al., 1983; Sommer et al., 2003) , FEATEZ AL D
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MELZT LI ENETOI VU aflICH LTANTH D L IIRL 2, T OMKFR

M7 ~DINEE BB T 5 &, BN OBELZEMWM 7 7 7 N VB EORHBE =K

LS LR S @V, HEHE ORI L DRELEEDOEWVICOWTRET 572, Abf

FECIZREIZ N LN EE C o D Daphnia J& &, BERAASEHIRINMED Daphnia J& & KE <

B Z LR E TS Bosmina J& (Bleiwas and Stokes, 1985) D2 fEzaME&E L L

THWe (Fig. 5),

Bosmina longirostris

Daphnia galeata

Bosmina fatalis

Fig. 5. ABFFECHW= I ¥ 2 8H 3 .

717 kX V2 3 Daphnia galeata [XEN D% < OWE  GREGISCEE 7 1/, EEEW 2 L)
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TESEIINCH I % Daphnia J& X ¥ 2 Td % (Takamura et al., 2017; Oh et al., 2019;
Nagata, 2020), 7=, V' 7 X ¥ 2 B. longirostris ° =% 77 I ¥ 2 B. fatalis & G5
RETHEOER VB CE LT 57— 2132 (Takamura et al., 2017; Oh et al., 2019) .

ZHHENFEIZOW TR OS5 2 & T, ENOERE S TO R m

GHER OB OW TR RIR 55 Z L ITERN D
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AL DOFERL

AL T, FI1EBIOE2FELZ PART 1, F3EBLOE 454 PART 11, 56 5 %% PART IIIZ KA L7= (Table 1),

Table 1 4 PART (FEAFF) (&3t 2 REAFWFGE O & AR OLE S .

PART. E{3(¥

I. FREVEMR X I DRZ DR

BIF IR DRE

AHRDAIED T

182 iiEk/ERZEIREE T S5HMm
28  BHATZRVE $E1R & 9 D5l

£

¥

0. AR ODIBELN == > DDERK(CRFIREC
BN DT DIRES

2 — J (S

- ENFEICEI T 2BRT — Y DXRE
- ADFEPZD S O0REME

- IREMRFAF T T

- BRI ZEE LR

=1

- RN B VVEDETE

T

- EEBGROEE(C K DEHM R DEELZ
BiR & UTCR B HmADRER

38 | A WY EBB LU DD

07, fin(AR), BESRAFOIRET

F4E . =

I BHATZ AR DIBELMBEAREEN AR (C X (E TR

- —EBDIEMBHR T DM

- EAREBNRE(CH 1T DIRELZE
SAHRIFIEDRZEA

- I OERTERDELERME SIBELD
FEERDBIEMEDAFEA

RETD

2O
55 A HA -S> DFO2EEE R AU

- BIQDEE Y —> (GBE/HH)
W REFITHECE I DHEDRE

- HEBMRFHMBELFZE(CH T DR
DILEHE(CEAT DHMEDORE

- HEL (Y — 2 (TIRTF I D2 E DR

- EADESE(CIRTT I DRIERBGE T RIR
UTEiRALRZE DA
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PART I TiIff - AL~V TOEREZIT, A 0 X ELI V2 IR L THETE
MRS EEEE TRCAER~ORE 1 5) CHEEE BHREROBEL, 25 2 %)
BT TIRE 2P L, 2 ORGSO ) b B RS CREKTE AL D1
N MIETHED U X7 12OV T LT,

PART II Ti&, FLETEMEANC K DB OBEELS A I H ' L I D afOffR-fha
BIRIC AT T B DWW CREMIZR A R 215 5 7, BERTE RS R ¥ 0 OB A FICE
Ba RIFTRERME (A W FERI VL aHORRZE, IV aHOROEREER L) (12
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B D% % FAVN T UM OWREE EBR A 1T\, BRI AL D BEL S & — o DR % 4
T DWERE (IVV ) OEWD D, BHREROBELAMERTEBIEIC KT 8%
it Uiz (55 5 %),

MEBELTIE, LEDE 3 PART (BF5 %) THLALRREZ b LI, JFE#E O FHEL

Z/ERR Y A 7 Sl O Mk 2 TR L T < 728 DR AT IS OV Thfkam L 72,
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PART 1.
REEEANCHT 24 B T L IV aFHORZIE

EEPE (ERAFROEKEE) &REPER BEEERORE) ORERMF

B8 REENRIC LS4 X EOERRERVS ¥y O ik E p

F2E FEIEMERNS KD A U & F ORERTE RO §5E K Ol /E
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REIEHEANT L B4 B & EOERIEROS 00 OIS E

Part of data from

Oda Y, Sakamoto M, Miyabara Y. (2022) Colony formation in three species of the family
Scenedesmaceae (Desmodesmus subspicatus, Scenedesmus acutus, Tetradesmus dimorphus)
exposed to sodium dodecyl sulfate and its interference with grazing of Daphnia galeata. Archives
of Environmental Contamtamination and Toxicology, 82, 37-47.

Oda Y, Miyabara Y. Grazing inhibition in Daphnia and Bosmina by colony formation of
Desmodesmus subspicatus triggered by octyl sodium sulfate. submitted.

/NS, B R (2022) SmTEMEANC T AR & X U O RS . BRI

&5k 25, 61-71.

1-1. XLC®IZ

B REAIRALE R, B3, EIAN e &, Bk x RIS E £ 0D FUETE AN, ATEPEK
RHEEFEKROTN, LN LORM R EEN L CHERMICKBEREICHRAT S
(Rebello, 2014), EHT L F AR P 2R B (LAS) REMNKT o E= Lk
(QAC) , /=7 =/ —/v (NP) 72 & DA & 68 ISR 3 2 S FEPEA
WK BRI S TR Y, LAS 3R K TR 04 mg LT IZET 2550 H D0
(Ivankovié¢ and Hrenovi¢, 2010) , QAC <° NP /% 0.01—100 pg L' O#i T&H 5 (Gonzélez
et al., 2010; Zhang et al., 2015), HAEWNIZIB W TIE, NP X° LAS (2 DOWCIIKAELES D
TRANTHR D KB BRBEFEMEM AT E S TR Y, WA B E OHEAT U721 Tl
LAS ORE (FEPHfE) ARYEM (0.02mgLl") 2@ 554 %V CHIES,2019),
KA et 9 2 SEE AR O B - R EE B, B, s, M TIAL
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PO TEY, FEIEMER OIS (RE#HERE) Lo TRESRRD
23, 0.1—100 mg L O#PAICH BHAENIELE A ETHS (Ivankovié and Hrenovic, 2010;
Jackson et al., 2016)

FUETEMEANT, & ORRRI IR ERIE T L0, BREMIL OREE MR O
ERPEE (Lewis, 1990) , FBJHD I - EJAHE 72 & (LeBlank et al., 2000) , FEEIE
BT HARAEEM O RN EIAR IO B L KT T e nmbn T D, £z,
BOHFEEIZ SR R ONRWRE TS, fkilEA X ETBIE SN OB RENR (T2
FEOMMT 2 A 0N Ko THESNLHBE~DOL) 728, BEKRFHRE
BRI (REVATIEME) 245609 2 6] & @5 STV 2% (Yasumoto et al., 2005; Zhu
et al., 2020), R O REIEHAIA R T 2406 OERIL, BIEEESS R, 49
WA EAEHOZ e E 2 U, HIEHRE - BEE L~V TREIN B2 KT Ttk &
Do

W L XUy ISR D SRR O RN, Sy & R TR A ORRIE I K R
AN RS, Bl X, BBA A R EIE Al R 7 2 U iEE L (sodium dodecyl
sulfate, SDS) 1, bW E OF A L ORIEEO KNI 2k ((BFFIE) 2BV TE
YWRBREW & L THOWOBNTW D EE AL L I YT (Pseudokichneriella subcapitata)
LA AV a3 (Daphnia magna) (2% L C, T EIVHETEILERE (50%5 28 )%,
72h-ECso) 73 3.8 mgL™" (Sheddetal., 1999) , F 7=k BLEHRE (50%ESEHEFE, 48h-LCso)
75 9.6mg L' (Martinez-Jeronimo and Garcia-Gonzalez, 1994) & #& S CW\5, — 77, B
A A REEEAI NP a =0 ALY (benzalkonium chloride, BAC) 13, P
subcapitata ~ ECso A% 255 ug L' (Elersek etal., 2018) T 5 DIk L, D. magna (Z%f
35 LCsofifi’ 38 pg L' (Lavorgna et al., 2016) LGS TW5E, ZHH DRI, 5

A A FEIESANLE A A4 2 REIEEA OB O 1/100—1/10 (FRETH Y, Fi-H7
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FEPEAIOMRMEIZ K> TH A E IV af HORZMNRER 52 L2 R LTS, —
U5, EFEDESZ TSI L > TH R D, F—&M4 T TRESC I Vv 2 ickt
T 5 S TG A O B A g U ARZE I Te v, F T, BEAF O m B ] T e
WREBRAEMICET 20T EAETHY, ZIUIENICE T 5 EREH TOKRAEEY~
DRBIZOWTHENRREL TS Z L EZEWT 5,

A A o SmEiEEAI D SDS 047 FLVEREEHE sodium octyl sulfate (SOS) , F 7=k
F R EIEEAI O XL a =g AR (BZK-Br) (22T, fkEaA I & E DFHE
TRk Z HEL T 2 /EA N #A ST Y (Yasumoto et al., 2005; Zhu et al., 2020) , 15
DOWEIFA B ZFEIHE IV OB EAERITK U TR R Z K E ]
REVENR B D, ABFIETIL, OB\ TA I HEORREROBILE L LTHWS
D OFREIEHERNC OV T, BEHOARS I Uy I ORI D BB 22 R

(FE) 2T 5720, A5 F T L~L TRt 24 F240 L 7=,

1-2. ¥k & 51k
1-2-1. RBRAEY
FEFEIL, ENLBRBEMFZEIT 0y b A F L 72 Desmodesmus subspicatus (NIES-802 ) ,
Scenedesmus acutus (NIES-95#%) , & O\ Tetradesmus dimorphus (NIES-119 £8) DA 51 %
T 3MEEANVE, AW FEOHERICIEIA— M7 L—T T HE L7Z COMBO 1t
(Kilham et al., 1998) % V>, 7Kil 22 + 1 °C, St/ 16 RefE] « 8 R (A - m5H9) | O
BEHE 60 pmol m? s DEEBRESLM T CHARETE L7z, A by 751X 200 mL A&
DFEME (U at, ASONE, Kflx) =fA7 7 A3 TITW, 100 mL O BEFEERETL 2
2 1Rl ) — 2 R FINTHT 2RI k72, BRI R E LT TV, SRR EE

OSBRI AR 35720, HIZ2ENE=A 7 7 A 2 2f30nIcikE Lz,
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VY T, BEREORIRRE G 36°33'N, fRJE 137°50'E) MO HEEL/= 7 hI Y
> 2 (Daphnia galeata) , } OVREFWLFGAIN  GREFE 36°2'N, #RE 138°5'E) 7~ b HLff L 7=
V' Y (Bosmina longirostris) DH.— 7 10— ZEBRICHW:, IV DR
Ny Z7ERIZIT I LEREOE—F—% AW, JEEFEH COMBO i CfT~7=, 7 vl J
TSN BHEA LT Chlorella vulgaris % 717 s 22 2% LT 5.0 x 10° cells
mL!, Y7 I 32w LT 2.0 x 10° cells mLT OEFEE T2 B Z &1 h %, #I2 1 A5

HZHK Uiz, B58IE, A W2 E LFRRROERERME T TITo 72,

1-2-2. RBRWE

AW TIE, FEaA A U HmiEER O R 7 2 L filig i sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS;
Merck KGaA, Darmstadt, Germany, https://www.sigmaaldrich.com/JP/ja/sds/sigma/13771) ¥5
KX OF 7 FIOVHREEYE octyl sodium sulfate (SOS; Alfa aeser by Thermo Fisher Scientific,

Massachusetts, USA,

https://www.alfa.com/ja/msds/?language=JP&subformat=JPG4&sku=A11786) , I L O[5 A
A I IETERI DR WL a = v A BEAVME benzalkonium bromide (BZK-Br; &+~ 1 /v
ARkt Kik) Z23BmE & L CTHWe, ERmiEHER o2 by 7 Wk,

FHRIE 2 RRKITEE D L, et 1 g L TR L7z,

1-2-3. BEA R ERR

K BR T OECD D7 A N HA KZ A > No.201 (OECD, 2006) (ZHEHL L, fkfEG#E &
[FIER D FEBRE A T TI1T o 72, SDSITKIT 5 3BRIT D. subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus
IZ DUV TATWY, SOS LT BZK-Br (2%} 3 5 #BRIX D. subspicatus (Z-OWTDIHIT -T2,

FEEMRIO A kv 7 ik 72 COMBO UL, iemiBE 2 7R+ 25 2 & TR
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B (X & VERL U 7=, SDS MALELX [T 0.01—1000 mg L' (6 J2 X, /AL 10) , SOS DAL
PEX L 0.02—200 mg L (5 X, /AL 10) , BZK-Br OLERX T 10—160 pg L' (5 2
FEIX, A 2) TIERL, ZREHICHRIX Z 5% T 72, 7035, SDS & SOS DIRF I
Yasumoto et al. (2005) , BZK-Br /% Zhu et al. (2020) Of5HR A SZ IR E L7z, 200 mL
BKEO =47 T AT %E 2.0—-5.0 x 10° cells mL”! &722 X 5 IZIRINL, 2&% 100
mL & U, X, JLBRIX & § 12 3 8 TRl 2 Bias U7c, SRBHIR ., sasimik i+
B CTHIZ 2 [EFELNCHRE Uiz, BRI 72 BRI TV, 24 BRI =12 0.3 mL O #eEE
ZERIR U7z, BERUEHT, 777 7 PR (RMRAEF LS, KBk 2 M
T BAMEE T TR Z FHE L7z, BRBRBHAAR: & A& TR, SHBRIX & e KIREEIXIZ I
7 BKIR, pH, EfFEESE (DO) BEZRIE L7z £lBRiCE T 2 KIEIX 21.5—22.7 C,
H % 7.0—8.9, DO JE 1% 6.0—8.9 mg L O&iPH T L L, kbR~ v h 2 L2 s1) 5 &iBH
NThH-oTo, T, BEICADETS50—300mL OKFEZERILL,GF/C 7 4 V& — (fL
f12pm) TAWE L2 D& RR$ 2 FREiEIEAI O o Hr it L,
OB EEZ S LT, 3 B COMEE (4, day') ZLLTFTOXRIVEHLE,

_ In(V) — In(Vp)
B At

T AFREBR A% G H) L VL3 BRRICE T DS, VISWIEE CTH 5,
#EtY 7 MR (ver4.1.3) @ drc/3> 47— (Ritzetal, 2016) % >, BZK-Br 3 D.
subspicatus D HEFHEFE (2 KT T 72 BERE 10%35 K OY 50%52 28 (72-h EC10 8 LUV 72-h
ECso) % 95%f5#HIX[A] (95% C. L) & & HITHEE L7z,
72-h EC10 3 JTY 72-h ECso 13, HJHHE L (2%~ 2 BZK-Br O #)H1R o J & 5O B fR %

LLF @ three-parameter log-logistic model (234 TidH 5 Z & TR L7,

c
1 + exp{b(log(x) — log(e))}

fGx) =
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Z 2T, FOO XA, x 1 BZK-Br SEHIREE, b 13X SUG A T O MFROM X, o [T 5 E
DIKRME (WR) ,eldamToME (ECoE721L ECso) Th D,
SDS K T} SOS {22V THE B 47z 72-h ECsol, drc package @ EDcomp BIEIZ L 5 b3

¥iE  (Ritz et al. 2006; Wheeler et al. 2006) (2 & - THEAI R I Z 1T > 7=,

1-2-4. X Vv I FBMEEK L ERR
D. galeata 3 X" B. longirostris \Z%}3 % BZK-Br, SOS O &Mk L ERER X, OECD
T AN A R4 No. 202 (OECD, 2004) (ZHEHLL TAIT > 7275, B. longirostris [Z-D\>
TR M-CRE HEICE L TEEEZMA -, BB, 2 by Z7ERICBWTEH
3EH D WIT 4AMERICEENIAF R (PER 24 BefEoRm) & V7o, BZK-Br DRRER
FEIL D. galeata \Z5t LT 12.5, 25, 50, 100,200, 400 pg L' (6 2 FE[X, /AL 2) | B. longirostris
(2% LT 25, 50, 100, 200, 400 pg L' (S HREEX, Ak 2) |, $£72 SOS D% ERREIL 2 f &
12 62.5, 125,250,500, 1000 mg L (S IEEX, Ak 2) & L, &2 TICKBRZH T, 7
B, 2D OBRERE T, BZK-Br i 10, 100, 400 ug L, SOS i% 100, 500, 1000 mg L' @ 3
BRJEC P AMMR R AR BR & SFATICATV, WKL E SR (kPR B A S BRI 4 CRRE L 72
H D) BEAKBEET 0 %, IKIRET 100 % THH Z & 21O ETHRELZ, D
galeata DFAFRITIX 50 mL AED B — I —Z H\, 37K 50 mL IZff % STEAL, &L
HLX 438 TkBR & Bih L7=, B. longirostris DFBRIZIL, 12 mL REDHM E A T L%
o, BRERK Tl 72 L7e A TV R %Z 5 IEANTZ%, N1 TV A NSRAA
FOHRBES HA LT, SUHX 10 ETREEA I Lz, TR, NA T Z#EE LT
W% D. galeata X0 % < U=, B. longirostris ’\/KIE T b7 v 7 ST W26
INEE, ST v 7T ENRWEREZ R T 572D TH L, 2 TORRITEEZ b

APNATY, BREEBHAAN S 48 RFEIIR IR HAF ROBIKIHER L O - 7 » 78z ik
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L7o, BERILFEEIC OV CE, SRBASRE FE CRESMICIR S O L2BRIC 15 BLL LS
D3R VMER % FHEL L 72, OECD TG-202 (OECD, 2004) (2331 2 #lBr i /KB A B HL
(3t 2 B R OSSR ETE PEAI O WRINC K 2 KIE 72 K E 2 & B3 2 7o, RBRBH AT
B OHETIRFZ B O IR R O il EE X 38 1T 2 Kk, pH, DO IREZHE LTz, %
D%, SOS DFkBR TIZAALERX /> 5 50 mL, BZK-Br D5 Tld 100200 mL Z £RHL L 7=,

D. galeata ¥ 5. OY B. longirostris \Z%9 % BZK-Br & SOS @ 48 K] 10%33 X OY 50%5
HRTE (48-h ECio 35 L 1N 48-h ECso) %, 95%(EHEIXH & & HITHEF Y 7 B R (ver 4. 1.
3) ®drc/Nv/r— (Ritzetal., 2016) % FWTHEE L7z,

48-h EC1035 X U 48-h ECso 1%, BZK-Br 35 X O SOS @ FEIIR LT %3 2 iF vk P E %,

LLF @ two-parameter log-logistic model (234 T3 CTHEH L7,

1
1 + exp{b(log(x) — log(e))}

fG) =

T 2T, FOOTEK IR E SR, x 1% SOS F 7213 BZK-Br O EHFEEE, b (3506 . T O HTER O
X, e [ ISR TOME (ECo £721 ECso) TH D, 72FB, 22 TH TUID T FEHIRE
IZ, & AR CRBRBIARIE L O TIRFIC 31T 2 HERE R3S TV e 72, 2 SR D[
¥#)& LT, B. longirostris DFRERT — Z1ZHOWTIE, BRIAEENS b7 v 7 S -k
BaZLGIWTERERZIT oo, E2, b7 v 7R FETE PR O BEIAK AT 5 rTREE
ZEEL, M7y TEREREOHBERBERICOWTEMBRELEA L, ZNEKREEL T,

BZK-Br U SOS DR Z & IZF3 A= 45FED 72-h ECso I[Z-DWN T, dre package O
EDcomp BI%IC X 5 LLERE  (Ritz et al. 2006; Wheeler et al. 2006) %17\, #iti7e b

AT 717,

1-2-5. R EiEHERI O BRSO

BZK-Br Ok T 7= /KaEHE, GF/C 7 4 /v 4% — (FL£% 1.2 um, Cytiva, Tokyo, Japan)
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TAIE LT-1%, @REOREHL 10—100 ug L' O#FIZR2 D X HOFR LT, Cis 7T A
(Bond Elut, Agilent technologies, USA) |2 X 2 B 21T\, A %/ — /LT, 4
r & CHmEiRTE L7, 723, BEAMHIC X5 BZK-Br ORILERIE, PINEMGERERIC XY
10, 50, 100, 200 pg L' (& 1 L, & 1 s) ZME LIZfER, 221098 %, 104 %, 122 %,
95 % T o7z, RN —FE 120 %% B L TV oAy, 2 OMIEE10 Y%A 0 RATF7eE]
ILRDBEF BTG Z &2 D, BULGRER TORBHEE ORI 537 5 & L
L, 10—100 pg L OFLFH TIXENCRIZ X A REM EIX TR o7, REHIER T AT
WolE L72t%, SR CT2—10mg L' £ 25 X H 78 h= F U WIZHIAEME L=, BZK-Br
DEBRDGHIE, 2t H 7 5 & L THAMEFR ODS-UG-3 (R 2.0 mm x 100 mm) , 10
mM ¥ : 7 h=FU (3:7) ZBEMEL L7 HPLC 04T 217\, MK & 220 nm
B D B — 7 A Rz, EEIE BZK-Br OfEHEREL (1,2,5,10mgL!) 2 &1
A et B BB E TV, ROHTIZ T 5 E & FIRMEIX 03 mg L' Th o7z, mARHEHE
(200 mL) K OMAROS T EE (0.5 mL) 25T 5 &R RKIRMEERIE 400 5L 720,
ZOWGEOREHRE OFE & FREIX0.7ug L Th ol

SDS K& T* SOS (T 2T, #EHHIZE Eh D FaA A v SmiE Al Ofh st & 4 k512,
AF LT —RHHEEYE (Aomura et al. 1981) (2 & W EESHTEIT-72, SDS KO}
SOS DFEHEFEL 2, 5, 10,20 mg L (FINEIZS 1 mL, faxt & TENEN 2, 5, 10, 20 pug)
ZHEICHREREER L, ZOREHEANEL 722 L 5B B ORmREITV, it Lz,
ARHTIZEIT 5 SOS D E & FIREIL, #Ext & T 0.5ug TH Y, ik KIRINE (50mL) Tl

00l mgL' ThH-o7z,
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1-3. R EEBLR
1-3-1. BEA R ERR
1-3-1-1. fa 1 & RmEiEEH] (SDS KU SOS)

AR OZKIRZEENT 21.9—22.7 °C, X HXITIIT 5 pH 1% 7.0—8.9 DHiH TLEH) L
THY (Tablel-1) ,OECD TG-201 DFRERILHE (OECD, 2006) Ziii/= L TV /=, SDS ®
PV 1, BB TRRICEB W, 10 mg LT BA B TIEA K 44 %, 1.0 mg L' LU F Tl 81—
100 %D 3 R B 47z (Table 1-2), —77, SOS OFRERAE T IRF DL IXFR EIRIE 20 mg
L2 ECER FIR%E ERl> TH Y, D #E1E 98100 %L ETH o7 (Table1-2), A
2 BTG A 0 8 EE WA VLR -~ O AE A 2R BER & B % 5 4, WEERL T 15

BIZ GE/IC 7 4 V2 —|Z X DB D IRE Lm 2 & CEER/D R X 72 AlREM N B,
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Table 1-1 #FEA R BHEFRER O X B IX 36 X O @i E X C O /KR, pH, DO R D21k,

Species Surfactants Treatment Time wT? pH DO

(h) () (mgL™)

D. subspicatus SDS Control 0 22.5 7.0 7.8

72 21.9 8.4 8.4

Treatment 0 22.5 7.0 7.8

(1000mgL™") 72 222 74 6.0

SOS Control 0 22.1 8.1 7.0

72 22.0 8.5 8.2

Treatment 0 22.0 8.1 7.5

(200 mg L™ 72 21.9 8.3 79

BZK-Br Control 0 21.0 8.7 7.2

72 21.5 7.3 7.8

Treatment 0 20.9 8.1 7.1

(320 ug L) 72 21.5 7.3 7.7

S. acutus SDS Control 0 22.5 7.0 7.4

72 223 8.9 8.5

Treatment 0 22.5 7.0 7.4

(1000mgL™") 72 22.7 7.8 6.0

T. dimorphus SDS Control 0 222 7.0 7.0

72 22.2 8.5 7.7

Treatment 0 222 7.0 7.0

(1000mgL™") 72 22.0 7.0 6.6
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Table 1-2 #E¥EA R L ERBRIZ BT 5 SDS, SOS, BZK-Br D% EIEE, 35 X OVHIEIE E O PIHIER L OAKE (72-h ).

Species SDS (mgL™) SOS (mg L) BZK-Br (ugL™)
Nominal Initial Final Nominal Initial Final Nominal Initial Final
D. subspicatus 0 a a 0 a N 0 b b
0.01 1.19 x107 0.07 x10~ 0.02 132 x107 : 10 10.7 b
0.1 1.07 x10™ 0.08 x10™ 0.2 1.55 10" : 20 21.6 b
1 1.05 x10° 0.11 x10° 2 1.71 x10° a 40 40.9 b
10 0.99 x10' 0.61 x10' 20 2.17 x10' 0.01 x10' 80 113 b
100 0.98 x10° 0.86 x10° 200 1.50 x10° 0.03 x10” 160 147 b
1000 1.04 x10° 0.93 x10°
S. acutus 0 2 a
0.01 1.17 x107 a
0.1 1.09 x10™ 0.19 x10™
1 1.07 x10° 0.18 x10°
10 1.14 x10' 0.82 x10'
100 1.07 x10> 0.95 x10°
1000 1.03 x10° 1.03 x10°
T. dimorphus 0 4 a
0.01 1.02 x107 0.07 x107
0.1 0.99 x10 0.17 x10™
1 1.08 x10° 0.20 x10°
10 1.03 x10' 0.57 x10"
100 1.06 x10° 0.79 x10
1000 1.12 x10° 0.87 x10°

“ BZK-Br O 7E & TR (HPLC 4347 T 0.28 mg L, I a0 sl BHE EH#AR T 0.7 pg L) AT,
®SDS K TF SOS DE & FIR (A F L v 7 /b — WYL THtkt & 0.5 pg 36 KX OVREEHLE T 0.01 mg L) A
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SDS (Z%f 9" % aklik T 5 4724 72-h EC10 38 £ O 72-h ECso 1, D. subspicatus C 8.75 mg
L' (95% CI 4.68—128 mg L") 3L U27.7mgL" (95% C.I. 17.9—375mg L") , S
acutus T 6.0l mg L' (95 % C.I. -1.19—132mg L") 53XV 162mgL" (95 % C.I1. 90.8—
234mg L") , T dimorphus T 12.5mgL" (95%CI.1.42—23.7mgL") B L 555mgL"!

(95 % C.I. 342—76.8 mg L") Tod -7 (Table 1-3), HHTRE TITEFED 72-h ECso 23
HREIZER > TEY (P<0.05, Table 1-3) , SDS (ZxF3 2 #5210 @& X1 D. subspicatus
> T dimorphus > S. acutus T 5 Z LN BT/ >7-, OECD ORERAT A KT A4 L FET
& D LV X Y X Raphidocelis subcapitata @ SDS (2% % 72-h ECs (% 36.6 mg L™' C
&V (Liwarska-Bizukojc et al., 2005) , D. subspicatus }2 (* T. dimorphus & [R5 T& 573, S.
acutus £ 0 BV, A A MR ETEMEA] TIX FFD-6 (2% 5 S. obliquus O ESZMEDN
F AV (NOEC = 1000 mg L) Z & #3375 L 7= Lirling (2006) #BRE, A 7 4 EF
Scenedesmaceae \Z31F % SDS (X9 DS MEDEWZ 3 DO HE G, [z
A F MR EIEEANL, MlBED ¥ L7 (NRWT 7 aA RE R0 ) 5N
SETCHEL, 77 0 VERIZEE R 5 2% (Chawla et al. 1987; Lewis 1990), #fifa
BEDS VBT &R IIEMEAIO B EZ ZHZ S WEA A H D (Lweis 1990) 72, 1 7
ZEFE 3D SDS (KT 2 FERFH A 22 PRI, R O T RER) 7258 SR R 3 5 ATREME

N5,

42



Table 1-3 #eJE4 R PHLERER I 1T 5 SDS, SOS, BZK-Br @ 72-h ECs0 3 X N ECo & F1
5D 9S%EFHRXBIOE L. KADFS (a, b, ) WERRDGE, Mt AEEENRH D Z &
Z 9 (P<0.05).

Species Endpoint SDS SOS BZK-Br

(mgL™") (mgL™") (ngL™h
D. subspicatus ~ 72-h ECy, 8.75 [4.68—12.8] 1.16 [0.268—2.06]  34.8 [24.2—45.4]
72-h ECs 27.7[17.9—375]°  14.1[9.82—18.4]"  60.3 [46.4—74.2]

S. acutus 72-h ECyy 6.01 [-1.19—13.2]
72-h ECs, 162 [90.8—234]"

T. dimorphus 72-h ECyy 12.5[1.42—23.7]
72-hECsy  55.5[34.2—76.8]°

SOS \Zxt9~ % D. subspicatus @ 72-h ECso (% 60.3 mg L™ (95 % C.I. 46.4—74.2 mg L")
ThHY, LEREOMHRID SDS & AR TEZEMRNZ & BB 527257 (Table
1-3), SOS & SDS DHEEIZE VI T VX AR DHTH Y, SOS 1% Cs, SDS (X Ciy T
bD, WHIZOWTIET VR R 2 BB R Ca 2D Cis OH#iFH Tt
BHEENTWVDER, TOFAHEICERT L USSR B2 2@ [T E#EmSh T D

(Kénnecker etal., 2011), Cg(Z W TRABREE BT B DS, Cold Cip & I THRIETE DR
L IR BK-A 7 Z 7 —Vo3ifesk (Log Kow) 7349 1 KW Z & 205 (Konnecker et al.,
2011) , BEIEMIPEA~DBEEDPME N FTREMEN H VD, ZHUNEZEOENEZHHT 200

LaL720,

1-3-1-2. (51 A& > REfEHEA] (BZK-Br)

BZK-Br (2%t % 558 CTl, sBR A& THFO BZK-Br 2L 1342 T O X CTE & FRRAT
L7potz (Table 1-2), EICHFET D510 4 v REiEHERIL, REBRAMON 7 ALES
B EORIHE L TV DB ELE A AU fBIC K VAT 2729 (OECD,
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2019) ,ABRHIZH T D BZK-Br OBEDNEE -2 B 2 615, 728, Pz IT 5K
1% 20.9—21.5 °C, BL O RXICEIT 5 pH IE 7.3—8.7 DFEIPH CTLEN L CTH Y (Table
1-1) , OECD TG-201 O#ERILHE (OECD, 2006) Ziti/z L TV M7z,

TR P BSOS AR D> HHEE S 4172 72-h ECio &2 OV 72-h ECso i, 41241 34.8 pg L' (95 %
C.1.242—454ugL") K603 ugL' (95%C.1.46.4—742 ugL") &72-57= (Table 1-
3), Zhu et al. (2020) i, BZK-Br % A 5 ¥ & Scenedesmus obliquus \Z 192 FRf[EHEFE L C
B ATE L TR Y, BREGIM (96 RFRILAN) TiE 100 pg L O THIGNEE &G
FRTEPEN B IIR T2 2 & 2R Lie, —, lRiIE% 144 IFff 208 & 5 & BRGEE A3 0]
I DAEAA RS 1, B ~OWEIZ X% BZK-Br DEK & 22885 OO REME
HhE A PR IC 2T TS (Zhuetal., 2020), Zhuetal. (2020) DR THHERPIZHIT
% BZK-Br JEE OBEIIR SV TR, AR SO A 5% 0O SRR I3 AL
EFELLL TR Y, 72 WA C O EE 2 ClE BZK-Br O IOMSE O [BIE S O A
RTINSV EEBEZHND,

BEHEIT 5 % BZK-Br O #ME R BRAS B IR BV AS, BZK-Br & [AEEIC IR T =7 L
¥ (QAC) IZ& £415 benzalkonium chloride (BZK-Cl1) (22T R. subcapitata (2%}
L C OECD TG-201 |{Z 4L U 7= 3Bk 57238 %  (Elersek et al., 2018), R. subcapitata \Z%f
9% BZK-C1 ® 72-h ECso [ 37% B E T 255 ug L Th 0, AWFIE T S 47z D. subspicatus
(2% % BZK-Br @ 72-h ECso (FIHIHIEIRE T 603 pg L) &Il d 5 L% 4 1%
IF EIRV, BZK-BriZxt9 5 S. obliquus & D. subspicatus DS MEIL 100 pg LA FTh
HREBETDHE, AT HXERI R subcapitata &0 B PEDREVERIDRH D EE 2 B
%, QAC OFEM IR CEREL/Z-7 U —HA 4 (benzalkonium®) DIEEEITIKTFT D
72% (Chenetal, 2014) , BZK-Br & BZK-Cl D @M K& < s 2 2 L13E& x1c<

W EDT, EEFAMER O RS MR IR A R R - IREOBEWNIKGFT S L E A0
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No, BIZIE, B A FUETE R O i@ ML Mg iE o )2 & o b 2AUM (TRE 0~

VRIBEOERERY) Ik TR S (Lewis, 1990),

1-3-2. X Vv a HEMEK L ERR

BZK-Br K O} SOS ik BRIZ 35 1T 5 kI FRIX D pH A8 0.1—1.4 OFFATH 0, F7-x7
X & AFLIXIT 51T D DO IR 7.1—8.5 DO#iH TAEH) L7=72 (Table 1-4) , OECD TG-
202 ORBREENE (OECD, 2004) %iifi7= L T\ /=, BZK-Br OFIHIEREE X, D. galeata Tlx
KD 7.0—44 %, B. longirostris TIEEIRD 21—45 % E T 48 B K T34 A28 7
HAviz (Table 1-5), —77C, SOSIZ DWW TIEFERBAARIE & b~ CRIE 70 IR EER T &
MiahoTz, BZK-Br O TITRERA SR (V7 A%KMH) ~OWAENERK LB BN,
WA N —TH 512 B 59 B. longirostris & -~ D. galeata DiRERIZF 1T 2
JEARF2SRE W (Table 1-5) 2 &b, MBRAGORBHMOBENNIL LD EEZ LN
Do, —J5, SOSIIMEBERE A m <R L7 (62.5 mg L' EA L) 7o DiREEIANID 225

TeATREMED N 8 5,
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Table 1-4 2 ¥ EAMEIEUK L ERBRIC I 1T 5 6B IX 3 L O E X T /KiE, pH,

DO i DZAL.
Species Surfactants Treatment Time wT? pH DO

(h) 4] (mg L")

D. galeata BZK-Br Control 0 21.0 8.7 7.1

48 20.8 7.3 7.5

Treatment 0 21.0 7.9 7.8

(400 ug L) 48 20.8 7.3 7.6

SOS Control 0 21.2 8.6 83

48 21.3 8.3 8.5

Treatment 0 213 7.7 7.9

(1000 mgL™") 48 21.1 6.8 72

B. longirostris BZK-Br Control 0 21.0 8.7 7.1

48 21.4 7.3 7.7

Treatment 0 21.0 7.9 7.8

(400 ug L™ 48 213 7.3 7.7

SOS Control 0 21.4 8.3 8.2

48 21.6 8.2 8.2

Treatment 0 214 7.8 7.8

(1000 mgL™") 48 21.5 6.8 7.4
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Table 1-5 X ¥ FARAVEFEVKBLERER 2 I 1T 5 SOS, BZK-Br DR ERE, B X OVHIERE OIMIE R X OFEAE (48-h 14).

Species BZK-Br (ngL™) SOS (mgL™)
Nominal Initial Final Geometric mean Nominal Initial Final Geometric mean

D. galeata 0 a a 0 b b
12.5 16.9 1.25 4.59 62.5 102.9 48.16 70.39
25 33.1 4.56 12.3 125 125.1 119.4 122.2
50 51.7 4.60 15.4 250 191.0 195.9 193.5
100 98.5 15.4 39.0 500 580.7 579.5 580.1
200 139 41.1 75.7 1000 1002 974.6 988.4
400 405 177 268

B. longirostris 0 2 a 0 b b
25 33.1(132) 8.29 16.6 62.5 65.02 (104) 51.45 57.84
50 51.7 (103) 11.0 23.8 125 85.60 (68.5)  62.57 73.19
100 98.5 (98.5) 30.9 55.2 250 143.3(57.3)  95.52 117.0
200 139 (69.7) 58.7 90.4 500 727.6 (146) 638.7 681.7
400 405 (101) 181 271 1000 1054 (105) 902.2 975.0

* BZK-Br O & FFR (HPLC 5347 C 0.28 mg L™, S AT 0 30BHE FEH5 C 0.7 ng L) A0,
> SDS K (N SOS DEE TR (A F L o 7 N—WR NI THERT & 0.5 ng B X OVREHAE T 0.01 mg L) AT,
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AERHIZI1T D B. longirostris D &7 74X, BZK-Br OFklR Tl K 7 14K, SOS D
RERCITR KR 6 EIRTH Y, TR LRI THIZE S L7z (Table 1-6), —fi%IC, FEiE
PEANEEG SR X B VIR E R CILREN S WIZ EKEOREIRN 2K T S EH1EM &£
D7, FETEHEAIOBEEXICBNT M7 vy 7HNR T LB 2 b b, —F, RiE
BEZT 2 b7 v 7HOMBBERITA & 72 o 7223, MHBRE A~ BAH B E Tk
BZK-Br 35 J U SOS O#kliR & & 1A E/KHE 5 % Tl (R (FABIFREAY 0 & ®p %) 28
FEHE N2 o7 (Fig. 1-1), TD70, Z 2 TIEREIEEANCL D b T v TEHA~DE
BTN REKFNIC N7 vy 7HBERT LIz TlERWnWeEEx 65, £7-,
BZK-Br 3 J U SOS & HIW72illiR & 612, *HHRXIZIR 1T 2k FIIBE Sk h o T

728, BB R IR ETE AN L Dk HE B AR TE T e B 6N 5,

Table 1-6 X ¥ = HRAMIEVK R ERERICIS 1T 5 B. longirostris D -7 744

Surfactants Concentration Number of trapped
BZK-Br 0 7
(ngL™) 25 6
50 3
100 7
200 5
400 0
SOS 0 6
(mgL™) 62.5 3
125 3
250 4
500 1
1000 2
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Fig. 1-1. X ¥ ¥ MK L ERERIZI1T D B. longirostris D -7~ 74 & (a) BZK-Br
(a) 35 £ T SOS (b) DEIHZ.

BZK-Br (Zx}3" % 48-h ECso (3&(0*F-¥)) 1%, D. galeata (40.9 ug L', 95 % C. 1. 33.0—
48.8 ug L") XV B. longirostris (80.1 ugL",95% C.1.68.1—92.0 ug L") 23 251 £ &<

(Table 1-7) , HLHEBE THA BT SN2 72®, 2 H# Tl D. galeata DRES D
BWEIIRTE 5, 722U, 2 OB TR R 2R E = ZHWTE Y, AN DX #
FEIZHEWRH -T2 EZ BN 5728, BZK-Br JEE QAT R > T2 MR &
%, Lavorgna et al. (2016) %, BZK-Br ®RE (LG4 CToh % BZK-CLIZDW T, D. magna
(2% 2% 48-h ECso2® 38.2 ug L', Ceriodaphnia dubia \Z%}3 % 24-h LCso 7% 404 ng L' &
HLTCWD, D. galeata \Z%}3 % BZK-Br @ 48-h ECso & D. magna \Zx4 % BZK-Cl ®
48-hECso XA TH D Z &6, QACIZIE T HALAE Wk 5 &2V Daphnia JEN T
R&E 21T/ <, T BZK-Br X° BZK-Cl DIEABET (RifaErseri ) »4m3 2%
7o EFE 2 HivD (Wessels and Ingmer, 2013) . — 75, B. longirostris <° C. dubia 1% Daphnia
B LY QAC IZxtd B MEMRWMEE 235 ¥, BZK-Cl (T X 2 Bl 1l s

(DNA $4UIBHENE) 22\ T C dubia & D. magna THI 10 {5 DREZ AN H D Z L

DREFLTCU D (Lavorgna et al., 2016), QACIZxf9 % X VY FHD R MZEIZEDL
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LHRIIARHATH 525, Bl 2 I TWE OB IAD B OHE D] TR 5 Rt 865 2

5D,

Table 1-7 X ¥ U EIFK PR ERER I B 1T 5 BZK-Br 3 L U SOS ™ 72-h ECso 3 L OV ECio
EENLD S%EHXMOE LD, RPDOFLE (a,b) NRRDIGE, MHNEEERH
52 & xR T (P<0.05).

Species Endpoint BZK-Br SOS
(ngL™) (mgL™)
D. galeata 48-h ECy 22.7[15.5—30.0] 226.9 [156.7—297.1]

48-hECsy  40.9[33.0—48.8]"  335.9[248.5—423.3]

B. longirostris 48-h ECyj 36.5 [27.9—44.9] 149.4 [106.3—192.5]
48-h ECs 80.1 [68.1—92.0]° 280.0 [211.1—348.9]

BZK-Br & #7210 ,SOS (2% 9 % 48-hECso % D. galeata (335.9mgL™",95%C.1.248.5—
4233 mgL") & B. longirostris (280.0 mgL™,95% C.1.211.1—3489 mg L") DORIZITK
X RFENR Do T2 (Table 1-7), ALEWEIIKIT % Daphnia & Bosmina OS2 P74 13K
P A AEE (B iAAR) HEOEOWDL LA TE 25800, KAfERIZINH0
TR SOS DA RE LTz & 1EHE 212< W, SOS DFEMEA = X LFARIHATH DN,
Bl 21X SOS L RFEHEDARNERD T I VEEEE (SDS) 1A TT &
Nalrx 277 —8 (AChE) {EVEZRF T2 Z LAY Inviro TOMETRINTE
¥ (Guilhermino et al., 2000) , AChE J&M:FHEHEAN 63 D ABDIEE (AChE i) (2
AR - N THAERNR SN D729 (Ishimota etal., 2020) , 5HIZZ DX D ey~
— = AWM K VB TE L0 Lty £z, BEBREIDOZ Uy LAS X° SDS

72 81X D. magna (X3 % 48-h ECso 349 10 mg L' L5 X4 TH Y (Lechuga et al.,
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2016; Martinez-Jeronimo and Garcia-Gonzalez, 1994) ,SOS i Z L5 & b CIEF T BN
BRnE Wz s, BEDBSIE CeMD Cie £TOHPHTT VX LEHE & IEOBRIZH Y

Bl 213 D. magna \ZxF 3 2 HREE T /L X VIO 24-h ECso 1L 7 /L LR Cs & Ci3 THI 100
fBEDFENH D (Konneckeretal., 2011), SOSIET /LF/NLEHEN Cs THDH72D, Cp Ll ED

SDSX° LAS & iEmlElic KkERE=ENHD EELZBND,

1-4. £ &9
AWFGETI, A 7 Z ORI R OBERLZ v L CAY A EAE R I8 2 a8 %

FIEL D 58E L LT, SDS, SOS, BZK-Br O 4l FmiG E#I23, 4 # €8 (D.
subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus) <°X ¥ 2¥8 (D. galeata, B. longirostris) (23T %
HTH N OMERATENC RIT TR AR L7z, 2 2 CHF b SEiE AN 3 5 4%
MO (72-h BCio R 72-h ECso) 13, BEFDOARRY X7 3HIIC B 2R TH D72
O, KEREH CHEREICEBERIZL D 20555375 ECEHERMRE LD, 5%
D OFETEMERNC K 2 BMATE R O BEEL B 2 MGE L, REETOREZ &0, Sm
T MER D3 KA AR KT T R L MBS B ORI R 72 U 2 7 DEVMT OV TR

S L AREL 2B,
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1-5. 2% 3CHk

MR I —, A R, P =, ) E S, IARAEZ. (2019) LAS #REE DS sl #E &
PTRRFEN 8 5 Y KR A E BRY & LToKEREE B~ ORI, KR T35,
42(5), 201-206.
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FEEERNC X DA 7 7 F ORHRI RO FHE & )

Part of data from

Oda Y, Sakamoto M, Miyabara Y. (2022) Colony formation in three species of the family
Scenedesmaceae (Desmodesmus subspicatus, Scenedesmus acutus, Tetradesmus dimorphus)
exposed to sodium dodecyl sulfate and its interference with grazing of Daphnia galeata. Archives
of Environmental Contamination and Toxicology, 82, 37—47.

Oda Y, Miyabara Y. Grazing inhibition in Daphnia and Bosmina by colony formation of

Desmodesmus subspicatus triggered by octyl sodium sulfate. submitted.

/NS, ER . (2022) SETEVEANC T M & R U v O . BT
FaNEE, 25, 61-71.

/NS, SO IER, B . FUETE AN X DA 0 HE ORI ORELAS 2 2

Bkl (A W& E, IV 2 8) MEREOBERTEENREIZ X9 5 %, in preparation.

2-1. X C®IT

AECAK IR T DRKEDRREEA DX EIX, I aRT Ly, WA T VHEx
BUMENET 7 7 FUBBIET 2RI TmE (WA aty) [ZESND L, 28/
e dss LT RER 2B % (Fig. 2-1) . BEMSTEARIE, Bl S NAERT- 2R L, 2—
16 DHARIT 5324 2 ML AETHIC X 2 IR FRIZ W\ T, DR OBISMIBE NSRS G35 2
LTI % (Zhuetal, 2016), H—Hifa L b, BERO A & ITAHIRSN S HE RO
NHRE DO BENZ W=D, BRI OFBLCHERH AR 2 2 SRR D LB 26

NTW5 (Zhuetal,2021), 7o, FEAITHE ML D b IEENRE W20, TRERHEE D
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L, KEDSDOHENEE IS WHEIZIEARST 252 b aAxA 01 25Thd L
Zz b TW5 (Lirling, 2003), ZHUCHBEDL LT, BEHRIZII V0 aU A VEIIRH L
TEAEIIZ WD (Van Donk, 2007) , HEEETED @SR CIIBHATE 13 8@ 1S 1Y

RINEEWVWZ D,

= 10 um

Fig. 2-1. Hi—flifads KO8 2, 4, 8 M DFLZ TEAL L 7oA J1 & E(D. subspicatus).

A T X DBERTEEUE, BRx 2 FETEEANC L0 FFEH 5 W03 S D 2 & B3l
SNTWD, FTIIVELERE (SDS) % OEMEE{LEY (Yasumoto et al., 2005)
T DRFUNNTANNT 7 ALY T = =A% R (FFD-6) (Liirling, 2006) 5 0Df&
A T FUENEMERNZ, A X EOKIEREFHEET 5, A A o FmiE RN L DK
R DOFHFLIL, A DL BICALER A N2 L, EEFEWICHEEET T 7 bl
ROBEANHIRS D T2, LFEE D OIHEH ~ORYEHE I Ui = 3L F — (RS
BMMEL 22D 2 ERERM S TW5 (Lirling et al., 2011) . BCRHT, BoA A o S & Al
Ny a= AR (BZK-Br) A A REENA ) =V T = ) —m—F )b

(NPE) (%, S ¥ afkD N A 1 E AAE F TOFRIROFEEL MG L7z (Zhu et
al,, 2020), AR OMEIZA VX ENHBEE LV BORI SN Y A7 &), f
RELUTHEREGIRNE L R ) EARREAMERFCE R0, AEE LIBBREVPLET D

ZORREZE L Z ENEHE SN TS (Verschoor et al., 2004; Pan et al., 2020), Z 15
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O REIEEANC & BRI OBELIT, 1 7 X E ORI ET 5 L0 LRV EE Tl
ZHITENRINTEY, (LFEES OECD EEDAELETED b LD HERER TIidMmt T
TRV ENER STV D,

FEARTE R DI BUELL, A 1 2 OB, 8RR, VA ne o 2T 5 1HE
FOMIZE > TH RS (Lirling, 2003), LU, B&A1 4 > SEiEtEANC X 2 BHATE AL
DFENHE SN TWDHHIIRONTI Y, 20 OFRRIZFE—FETHONIZ LD T
I%72\ (Yasumoto et al., 2005; Liirling, 2006) , & 7=, BEATZ AL O MHNIZ B3> 2 A THFZE T
I%, Daphnia J& 3 Y > 2 (D. magna) DHA 0T EROCTEHAEAEREZFEL-SLMET
TITONTZbDTHY, FED IV 2 FHRRD T A 7€ UAFE T T EDOREDOIHIR
BEBRRONDNEALNCENTHRY, ZRHOHMBEREEZBE L, A TIEfaA
A FRETEVEANC K DR R DR & 72 5 A 1 & FE TR LS8 D — etk 2 #
AET D 2 &, ROBGA A FUmlE AN X D BRI O MG A B2 2 I Vv af@n
M LI A v OIFE T THRIEETHZ 2 HNE L, ERrE2ITo7, £/, H 1 =
T B EIAD AR T 258 & ORERIRSC, FIREE T C O RS HEA ORI

DWTCERZ B U, BEATERL DOIBELIC L A IBHER 7R 2 ) A 7 12D TEE LT,

2-2. #8bE Tik

2-2-1. RBRAY R ORBME

AR CTHWI=A B X4 (D. subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus) 3 X OV 20 =8
(D. galeata, B. longirostris) D ANTFTE L OBEERSLMEIL, & 1 EiICiE#i L@ Th 5,
F 7o, KRB CTHW-RBRYWE (SDS, SOS, BZK-Br) DAFITEB L NA kv 7 IEEOM

BRI 1 RIS L@ TH D,

56



2-2-2. BEATERIC KT D A A v R mEiEtER] (SDS RN S0S) DF
1 EOREA R ILERBR CBLIER - 3 L7 BHI oW T, K 100 SRR D H—
I & 2—8 MAREE AR DO E A 508k L7-, Yasumoto et al. (2005) (ZHEWV, HARE 2 BEAREL

THRE LI EEZBEARERME (N=3) L LTUTFTOXRIVEH LT,

Nc¢
mcp = —&
Np

Z ZC, MCPIIRHATE AL (Mean cells per particle) , NelEAfifagk, Np iI3HEATH 5,

W Bl f# AT 121X R software ver. 4.0.2 [R development Core Team, Vienna, Austria
(http://www.R-project.org/)] Z i F L7z, 24W¢fld6 1065 O AT A L O S E IS
UNC, Bartlett’s F 2 TR X [ D % 53 BOME 2 gD 8O T 1%, E 3 DMRE T&E D581
Dunnett’s 7€, %3 BUMIUE S 7R WEE TS Welch O ¢ BUEIZ & 0 AIRK & oD Ll 217
ST, T 5B, Holm 1EICHE> THE/KMEZMIE L7, Dunnett’s MEIZIE package

multcomp (Hothorn et al., 2016) A fEH L7,

2-2-3. BEATERRIC XS B A A > FiEiE Al (BZK-Br) DRE

REATERR OFFE N & LT, D. galeata 2 (X B. longirostris D71 A 1% % /=, D.
galeata % 200 inds L™, B. longirostris % 500 inds L' D% & Cff % 5 %2 412 1 L ® COMBO
B C24 MR E L, AT L7 40X — (fLF2 045 um) TAHiE L7z, KEHEAK%E
FEERCB T DB BRIX (Daphnia water, DW & O¥ Bosmina water, BW) & L CHUW 7=,

B 1ETEONTERE S B, D. subspicatus DYEFRIZHEE L 72 \WVEEE (< 72-h EC)o)
&L, 10,20 pg L' % BZK-Br OIRFERE L L=, BZK-Br ® A b v 7 &% COMBO
ERHC 10, 20 mg LMIZAR L, 240D 25X RIKICIRINT 5 2 & TR A /ERL L
72, 200 ML FEOFEFE (U a2, ASONE, KfK) =77 A2z, EE1
2—5x10%cellsmL! & 725 X HICIIINL CTEEE 100mL & L, xHRX, B X, 8 &
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O BZK-Br iIRINALER X IZ DWW T 3 THRERZBAMA L7z, BRI 72 RFEIATV, 24 BpfHl B &
(I203mL OB EZRIM L7z, 777 bratiols (iR TERRSE, K & H
VY, BB O 100 BEEERL 7D 1 2 BEMEE T OB U CHIRRBUL OB A 25t i LT, &
BRIL, A WX EDA N v 7 Bifk L Ak DO EBRESLMTITo 70,

24 FFfl 36 X 1215 B VT BHATE A HL O S REIC DU T, Bartlett’s 12 CALER X[ D %5 57
Btk 2 He DD 721, B HOMIUE T & D H5813 Tukey HSD BUE, S0 HOMIUE S Hue
B Welch O ¢ BUEIC & 0 BFEB AT o 7o, 2EEHELCIE, Holm EICHE > THEK
Y2 MH1E L7=, Tukey HSD FiZZZ1% package multcomp (Hothorn et al., 2016) Zffi [ L

771,
—o

2-3. fE R
2-3-1. SDS & U* SOS NEEFRRIZKIE T

SDS DIRFE FIZI1T D A 71 Z EAFEORERTE AL X RF R K ONREE I - Tk
L7, D. subspicatus TI% 24 Bff1#% 75 0.01—100 mg L THRIFRXIZ K U CRERIE AL L
WAEFEIHM L7 (P <0.05) 23, 72 KEfE#4 DR R Tl 0.1—100 mg L' TO LA EED
i &7z (Fig. 2-2a, P<0.05), S. acutus TiZ 48 FE# 128 T 1—100 mg L THEA
TERE N A EICHEIML T Y (P<0.05) , 72 FEf# CTiX 1000 mg LTIZB W TH A EZE
DR S 7= (Fig. 2-2b, P<0.05), T dimorphus Tl 48 1412 0.1 mg L' TOAEEA
OB R /MR S (P<0.01) , 72 K% TiX 0.1—1000 mg L' THEZEM
s 47 (Fig. 2-2¢, P <0.05), L2, @IREE (100—1000 mg L) CIEREATZ AL
TR L VIRV L 72 o 72 (Fig. 2-20) . A & BRI I51T 2 BRI A 0 B KA
YIE X, D. subspicatus T 2.4 (£0.1) , S acutus T2.2 (£0.2) , T dimorphus TliX 62 (£

0.1) TH-7- (Fig.2-2a,b,c).
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Fig. 2-2. SDS DWgEFZIZ & 5 D. subspicatus (a), S. acutus (b), T. dimorphus (c) DRI L
CEY) EREHER 728) ORRR A b, BRI L7e 7 2 Z2 U 2 7 13k IR IX & AR FE X D f#]

WA EEN S D Z L ZEWRT 5(*P<0.05, **P<0.01, **P < 0.001).

SOS DMgFEE 24 KFEZ 2B VNT, D. subspicatus OFARER LT A TOMBEX (0.02—

200mg L) TxHBXICx L CTHEICHEML (P<0.01) ,48 FELIEIZHVTE 0.2 mg
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L' ECTHEEM BRI SN (Fig. 2-3, P<0.05), 02mgL! KT 2 mg L' Tl 48 FfH]
BICRERIE AR S e RIC 72 D (25 £ 05 %1833 +05) , THLLEDOEE 20 mg L' &

200mg L) TIE 72 B IR K (3.1+£0.7 (¥ 2.7+05) &72-7- (Fig.2-3),

4.5 . .
4.0 vos |
3.5- | |
3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0

Mean cells per particle

24 h 48 h ' 72 h

O Control O002mgL' H20mgL!
0002mgL" E2mgL' M 200mglL!

Fig. 2-3. SOS DWRFEIZ L D D. subspicatus DFEARTZE L (L) = FEHE(R22) ORRFFEA(L.
FRERIA LIeT A2 V) 27 (T RIX E KREROMICHEAMNAEENDH D Z L &
HIET 2 (*P<0.05, *¥P < 0.01, ¥*P < 0.001).
2-3-2. BZK-Br DSEEATERRIC RIT T
D. subspicatus DEERTERLILIT, 74 0F 2 OFET (BHEXRIX) THBX L0 A5
(ML (P<0.001) ,48 FFfE{21Z DW TH K 2.5—3.0,BW TiIH K 1.5—2.0 ([ZE L7
(Fig. 2-4a,b) , DW SfFIZ3 T, BZK-Br 2 [X TlE, 48 FFH LA IZ 35 THEA T EC L
ISR IRIX L WK< 722> TH Y (Fig. 2-4a, P < 0.001) , BZK-Br {Z & 2 BHATE AL O]
FIVER 2R T & 72, —J7, BW §: T, 48 BRI 212 20 ug L' @ BZK-Br IR FE X (2350
TR LE DS BAPE R R IX L 0 H1K< 72 o 722% (Fig. 2-4b, P < 0.01) , 72 FEf# TidK

L EDLBRRINoT,
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Fig. 2-4. BZK-Br & D. galeata 71 A 7€ /(a), £ 721 B. longirostris 714 7 & (b)) DA IR
#2Z X D D. subspicatus DFEARTZALEL (CF-2) £ IR ZE) ORERFZA L. [FDFE (a, b, ¢)
MR D50, BLX NI RGTNAEZDN O D 2 & 2T (P <0.05).

61



2-4. B
2-4-1. & A & FETEHERIC L 2 BEEROFEE

A A4 o FUmiEEA] (SDS L TN SOS) 1X, 2 TD A 71 ZEFIZEB W CTREAETE ik % (2
L7= (Fig. 2-2), [AEEDFERIL D. subspicatus }2 OV S. obliquus \ZHB W THE SN TEY
(Liirling and Beekman, 2002; Liirling, 2006; Yasumoto et al., 2005) , [&1 74 > S mEiEEANZ
R DRI DFEITA 1 TR (D 72< & b, Desmodesmus, Scenedesmus, Tetradesmus
JB) TRITHDH I LERET 5,

SDS (T X % D. subspicatus DFEARTERLOFHE L~UIE, BHATE LA K 1.5—2.5 &
L7ZLIRTORFZE L —%809 % (Yasumoto et al., 2005), Z#UE S. obliquus (Z5%F L CHE &
iz SDS OiEME (BT 2.0—2.5) &b —8+ % (Zhu et al, 2020), —J7, ZDOFF
IRIZREIE, Daphnia OREEK CHE SN b0 XY HIE»->7- (kK 2.8 £ 0.1, Fig. 2-
4a), S. acutus e OV T. dimorphus \Z2OWT b, I V2 &K ORI SRR AL
(S. acutus 13K 3.0, T dimorphus 133K 7.0) (Z%F L (Liirling and Van Donk, 1996; Ha et
al., 2004) , SDS MEFE N CILEHAE AL AMEWEMIZH 572 (S, acutus TITHK 2.1, T
dimorphus TIIH K 6.2, Fig. 2-2b, ¢), 21O DOFERIE, A 7 X TR OBAEERKIZH T 5
SDS DIEMENR IV afiohfmEL LVERWI LEZEKRLTWD, —H, D
subspicatus \ 2%t % SOS OIEM:IE Daphnia F558/k X 0 H & < (Fig. 2-3, Fig. 2-4a) , o>
HAEHITH SOS 1T Daphnia J& D 714 v € > & RIZEOIEMEZ 7R LT = (Yasumoto et al.,
2005; Yokota and Sterner, 2011), BERTERIZ T 2 B2 A A 2 S ETEMEA O T 4 R E 7
BRI OWTUE, ZERES OB A FIVE RGO A EE, 7L VKRR &, 7t
RS OB WNEETH D RN R STV S (Yasumoto et al., 2005)

SDS K T SOS IZ & D BEATE R L OBENNE, MR (FRIZ 72-h ECso UL B, 55 1 S M)

TIRBRE IR WEm S R 57z (Fig. 2-2, Fig. 2-3), BEIKFET D IRE2EHAR

62



FROFHENL, L OREA A 2 FREIEMEAI T H#E ST\ (FFD-6, Liirling 2006; Liirling
et al. 2011), A &€ OREARIL, FEEBIEN 72 MR AN C 35 1) 2 B Ol T TR o e
A7 e A (BHIRROELA) TR SN S (Liring, 2003), L7=23-> T, BHAERKIC

FAE T A A FETHHER O T-HE I, RIFEILE O R T 5 TR B 5,

2-4-2. BB A A v FETEMERNIC & 5 BEATE RO Hf

D. galeata % O* B. longirostris FI3RDH1 A 0 & 134 I X EORKER 2 HFET 52 L
DEEIZHE ST A28 (Liirling, 2003) , 77 A 7> OIS (B EOR RG], 6
DFME?R L) R, FERIZFV SIS A B 7 ORISR X > T HRHATER O IG &
13272 %, Bosmina J&X Daphnia J& XV EIRS 720 D8 A I~ ZAMEW 2D (Watokins
etal., 2011) , AWFZETIL B. longirostris D71 A 0 & AR OB % D. galeata D 2.5 %
(500inds L") & L7223, 24U b B4 53 B. longirostris 71 A 7 > L [T D. galeata
A1 A 7 N D. subspicatus DFERTERL 2 TR < 8 2B M2 A 47z (Fig. 2-4a, b),
WD A 0T NE—ETHD0E D DIIRMEIATH D03, KiEFRIT B. longirostris
XV D. galeata DIEERLE =D DI A BT HHERZWZ L E2RERLTEREY, 1A 2E
¥ DIFERED ZDFRTE R L OFE N Z R E LT AIREER & 5,

D. galeata 71 A 7 & BZK-Br D G WE#E CTlx, BZK-Br DIREE IR IZBfR 7 <, 48 IF
12 7 D BRI L DSBS TERTRIX L DK< 72> TR Y (Fig. 2-4a) , BZK-Br |2 X A HEAK
TR OMHIVER DS HER CTE 7=, Zhuetal. (2020) (X, D. magna S L7z A v
DUEFE T CBIZ SN DA B X E S. obliquus DEEARIEAA 10 pug L' O BZK-Brigf# FCTH
Ml SN EZ2MELTEY, 1A nE 23 204 I 4RI D & 3]
TERITIET 2 2 & 2 3KFF T 5, Daphnia RO 1 A 7 A2 DWW TIIARIG RN

DI N—TThHsHI ENRBEICFEE SN TEY (Yasumoto et al., 2005) , K TIEfEA 4
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VELTIEIEL TS, FD2w, 1A 0T 3A 4 RuiErERI T 5 BZK-Br &
AT URETHILITEY, A B FFITHT 2 EWFIMGEIME T L, FEATZAITMmE =
nNHEEZHLNTWS (Zhuetal,2020), BZK-Br & OBAIRE F Tk, H A vt O
FIZB DO, BRI X L0 @y EZ R LTz (Fig. 2-4a, b), $£72, B
longirostris 71 A 7 & > DOURFE T I, Bt BRI Clie b BEARTERLEL 23 < 72 o 72 48 5
BIZBWT, 20 pg L' @ BZK-Br & OEAIRER TOABHERTE R OGN #BILE S - (Fig.
2-4b), ZALH OFERIT, BERTERIL DI TIX, 774 v OfF/EES BZK-Br OIRHE &
KT HZ L &R LTEY, BZK-Br & DA AU FEAIC L D04 v 0LmFHGE
DIRTAFERTER OB ER T 5 2 & 23R/ T 5, Lichi> T, KPITHFET D0 A

1€ & BZK-Br DWEEOZED, BRI O OREZIRET HEEZ LMD,

2-4-3. BRI DA R & AT RT3 2 TSR OB O L

Table 2-1 IZFB VT, KR TR LIV A I X EHESFEORATE R A 8L 9 2 FmiEtE
A TED AR ERE (LOEC) &, % 1 HEICBWTH LN HIRZIEE & L7z 72-h
ECioZ F &7, S acutus DI 72-h ECio 28I HEHEXH O FIRMEA A OfEEZ R LTz
72O IEMETIX 72 A3, SDS &Y SOS Tl 72-h ECip ¥ LOEC O 10—100 £ L4 1, BZK-
Br TliX 72-h ECio 2% LOEC @ 2 fLL L TdH>7= (Table 2-1), 72-h ECyo IZ MR 2R T

(NOEC) 2k} L CHEWHHBI A FF D, /KRS pH, A7 & ONKERMFOE WK L TE
fELiz< W (Beasley et al., 2015) 723, NOEC OfUEfEE L CTHWHR TS, D7z
D, FETEMEANC X BRI ORELL, BEOAREE LY HIRVEETEE Y 2 2
EMMEES Tz, D S EIEHERSOA I X TR E P TN BT, SmiE A
(2 KD BRI R OBEELITEIHO AR A EFE 2 S 1 2 R IRE AN (NOEC Kiw) T

BEIND Z EngsE s Tnd  (e.g., Lirling, 2006; Zhu et al., 2020) , {LF#WE DA E
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PEREAM I I C, wedE Tl A R ERER T5 54172 LOEC <X° 72-h ECso W H D 7=
¥ (OECD, 2006) , fE#e{r 7= B TIIEERIE R OEILZ 1T E A R TE 202

ERRT 5,

Table 2-1 A B X TFEDO LRI xET 2 FmiEE# 0 72-h ECo & BHATE R LI R 2 f K
WAE T (LOEC) O LL#k.

Surfactants Species Growth Colony formation ratio
72-h ECy [95% C.L] LOEC
SDS D. subspicatus  8.75 [4.68—12.8] mgL" 0.0l mgL"
S. acutus 6.01 [-1.19—132]mgL"  1.00 mgL"
T. dimorphus 12.5[1.42—23.7] mg L™ 0.10 mgL"
SOS D. subspicatus  1.16 [0.268—2.06]mgL"'  0.02mgL’
BZK-Br D. subspicatus 34.8 [24.2—45.4] pg L' 10 g L'

2-4-4. ERFE DB T 5 RETEHAIOBIERREE) X7

SDS 1E, KB C—%IZ 0.5 mg L' Kiifi T/74£9 5 (Bondi et al., 2015; Jackson et al.,
2016), —J7, BREEAKM 5 BZK-Br i OY SOS Z EHEN: « E& LG FIEmn, 7272
L, BZK-Br [Z#AEM#A7e & THEBEIZHWSN D QAC D7 A—7IZJ&E L, SOS & FH#H
FED @Y SDS 7 EDORIE T v A — VERERIR & RO ik (REEM e L O
) THWONDZ LEZBET DL, TREELULEY L SRic—E B KBERBE P Ik
HENTWDAHREERD 5,

BREE KT TO QAC DMHBNTIEFE A L3 BZK-Cl 2R RIC L2 DO TH Y, ATEHK
(Z R VI ST BVEOWIZK P CIEARIRE TRoRK 65 ug L 3 S 72 (Gonzalez
etal,2010) & &5, BZK-Br D 72-h ECyold, #JH Tl 34.8—69.7 ug L' (Table 1-3) ,
Uy AT 22.7—365ug L TH Y (Table 1-7) |, % L HEENZ2 W EIIR S 720,
72721, QAC ITEEKFT OEHWE (7 I VR L) ICBSWET 2720, BREEH T
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IZAEDFIHE IR 25 FREERE W SICHEET XE TH D (Chen et al., 2014),
— 07, BEA A v SR A ORI L, BRE KT TO0Smg L' 2B A5 Z Lz A LR
< (Ivankovié and Hrenovi¢, 2010; Jackson et al., 2016) , & D%\ SDS X° LAS & b
TH SOS DHEMEZT 100D 1L FTHD Z &b, KAEEMICEEREL KFT I A
HEWEZEZBND,

Z ZCiBR L7- SDS, SOS, BZK-Br /KA AEMICEHBERE (ERESCAEGF~DOEE) %
5.2 2 ATREPEITIRVN & B 2 D 03, BERTERLOBEEL A U 7= B e s B T BB K
DRETHERZD Z ENBEESIND, SDSX SOS i 0.01—0.1 mg L TRHAT K & 758
T5 T ENIREHL (Table 2-1) , ZAUTBREEFIRE THIEA A o SmiEtEAl & LT
IO DIRETH S (Jackson et al., 2016), BZK-Br (2 L D HEATE R O MfilIL, FEATE AL
DFEERTHDH IV afiskO U A nE L & benzalkonium A1 A FA L, 4 &
FICHT DA vT 2 OEYRIHEMET 5 Z LIRS a2 m > (Zhu et
al,, 2020), ZNEHBET D L, BZK-Cl SOHELWE b FEROMBER 2R T 525
I, ZO%A1T benzalkonium* ORI E N BEOF WA R T T 5, — 77, Yasumoto et al.

(2005) 1EHROKBE I P 2 (D.pulex) 10kgbhHA 0T EEZLNDEA A
SEMER 2 L, EORIBENK S ug LT ThozZ L 2ME LT\ 5, HTIX
Daphnia J& X V2 3 D/3A A<= AW 0.5mgdry weight L 25 Z L1TF & A ERnTz
¥ (Isermann et al., 2004; Prater et al., 2018) , BREEH TH A & 138 pg L' 22D Eing L
RETIET D L E 2 b5, BZK-CLIZOWTIZE pgL! TR SN D 7 — 2R %0
7=% (Gonzalez et al., 2010) , A BEL LD 10010 FIF EBVRETHET D L&
Z B, EMFIRFRER I A v REME T3 2 fREMEITE V., 7E-> T, SDS X SOS,
BZK-Br } OV ORI E 13K AE A B 2 FAT T IRE LT £ 713 R IR E T

FERTER 2 AL T 2 W REMED & D LR S N D,
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PART 1II.

f2A 2 REEHANCHEE SN RD I VY aHOBERIIRIETZE

% 3% SDSICEHEINTA I X E 3FOBLIED Daphnia DIERLZRIT KX

%48 SOSIZHEEINTA B ¥ EDORIKIEMIZ X D Daphnia & Bosmina D1
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Bz %8|
o

%3 E
SDS IZFHHE I NToA 71 ¥ E 3TOFRIEID Daphnia DRI KAET

Part of data from
Oda Y, Sakamoto M, Miyabara Y. (2022) Colony formation in three species of the family

Scenedesmaceae (Desmodesmus subspicatus, Scenedesmus acutus, Tetradesmus dimorphus)

exposed to sodium dodecyl sulfate and its interference with grazing of Daphnia galeata. Archives

of Environmental Contamtamination and Toxicology, 82, 37-47.

3-1. I L®HIC
RS URREEYE (sodium dodecyl sulfate, SDS) I3, VeI B S A B, BEHE, LbE

D S ESERMBTHEM SN D —fRINZREA A REiEIEAITH 5, SDSIE, FAK

SRBEKOESEYE F 2T HIERHIC L o TKRICHEAT S (Rebello, 2014), KAAW)

WZXF9 % SDS D EMEE, 1990 BB I N TV D, #ilxix, A, BEMEEY (T2
BT (ECso) F 7213 50%BHEHEE (LCso)

TV akE) R D SDS D 50%
X, £NZi 7.3—48 mg L' (e.g., Arezon et al., 2003; Hemmer et al., 2010; Redtegui-Zirena

etal.,2013) ,7.4—48mg L! (e.g., Martinez-Jeronimo and Garcia-Gonzalez, 1994; Bulus et al.,

BabG 2 D0, otk

=

1996; Shedd et al., 1999) , }2 (¥ 4.8—36.6 mg L' (Liwarska-Bizukojc et al., 2005; Mariani et
al.,2006) Td D, SDSIE 1 mgL!' ZH % 2 IE CKEAEWITE

RENT2 D, BREEAKF Tl —i%IZ 0.5 mg L' Kiifi CFAET 5 (Bondini et al., 2015; Jackson

etal., 2016),
ZEBDY 27 MNMEWNZH D 5T, SDSITAMRM OFE AAEH % 5L

KA T DR
T5Z L TKEIABR~NEELRIFLY 52 ERfsuTW5  (Lirling and Beekman
2002; Yasumoto et al., 2005; Zhu et al., 2020), {4 DK AT A TIL, HEBeA X £
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(Scenedesmaceae) & ZDIHEE ThH IV AR, (LFMICHEE S NZPE O
HEMZHATL720OET NV E L TESEHNES (Van Donk, 2007) . il 213,
Desmodesmus J& & Scenedesmus 1%, I ¥ VNS EN D ERIFEWE (A 0
FY) ASE L TEEE (Bl b ZMEHA~DZ) 2L, BREEZEA LT
A HEZEDOHPKAEY 27 13M& < 725 (Lirling, 2003) . Yasumoto 5 (2 & 5 —# DA 78

(2005, 2006, 2008a, 2008b) 233\ T, Daphnia J& X > A DI A 1T L xRaA A v i
TEMEA &SRR DRI IR DG 7 v — 7L LGl S #v7z (Lirling,
2012), HERZ LT, —HOREA A o FETEMA] (SDS °F -V RTF VALY ANLT 7
NPT =A% RO (FFD-6) %) 1, IEHICIKEE (0.01 mg L', Yasumoto et al
2005; Liirling et al., 2011) THRHAZRAZFHET 5, HEFE ONE FIZB T DERIERK
DFENT, A WX EICAKERI X N ERT RN H L OLh s I < WVREA~D
IR 6] 72 & Lirling and Van Donk, 2000) , 7 A 2 & N {FET DA TH, SDS
IR RO B L~V &, I ZIER S 72 (Zhu et al. 2020), SDS (IZF#FE S L
ToA 1 X EORE AL, HEF OBERLZINT I, WoRwEHIc i 5 — kA
FNOHBEE DTNV F—DRNAZ D S5 HEMENH 5 (Liring et al., 2011),

— 5T, SDS T & DHHATE R OFFE D HE FH OB LRI KT T RHEIT OV TR AT
Ze1%72\, Lirlingetal. (2011) 1%, FFD-6 [Z#53E S 7= A B X Scenedesmus obliquus 0
RERTERLDS, A4 2 ¥ > 2 Daphnia magna DIEBREZE T S22 L 2HEL T 5,
LU, 2 ORE T, BEAT R 2 B 2358 L7 S CEBRM T 720, L OfREE
DRI PFEEND & IV apBERICEEL LT THEERIhTHRY, F
7o, A A 2 FEiEMHANC X 2 FHATE R OFFE L HEFH OB REROBRIZ OV T~
WFFEITAIZ T2\ T 6D, A 0 ZECMHE B ORI L DB OEWVIIH LNz Sh TR,

%5 2 BT, SDS WEEFED A I X OREHREKZ, AR DR L~V THFETL L
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ZR LIz, AETIE, ThoA W X EMOBEIBRN R HmOMEEER (DT FI Vv

=2 Daphnia galeata) DOFERRBICKITTHELZFMT 22 HE LTEREITo T2,

3-2. p0BE L TR
3-2-1. EY R ORBRWE
AREBRTHWI=A XTI (D. subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus) 3 X O 20 =8
(D. galeata, B. longirostris) D ANTFTE L OREERSLMMIL, & 1 EICiR#i L@ Th 5,
F7o, KFEBRTHWZRBWE (SDS) ODAFILBLOR by 7 EIROFELEITE 1 &

[ZRCH L7z Th D,

3-2-2. BAER
EAEBRIX, D. galeata DIERRIZTHT 5 SDS IZFEE S NT-A B X 3 FOREHEIEAL

DA TS 5722 FE i L, H—Hla OBHAD A I |18, Th TN 1 FED

{1

BRI E AR I C 51T £ SDS OIEMREE T (RHRIX) R OWREE T (WFEX, 1 mg L)

T 72 WG L7 b O % COMBO B TR L, £ 1.0 x 10° cells mL {2 L7z D % [
We, BREOXHRIX I KO XIZ 1T D RHAT AL GRIRREUREASD & B —lha &
02,3, 4,6, S HIRABEHADEIA ZRE LIz, Z OB, H—lu s AoLEmE (um?) %

Image J ver. 1.51 K CREEZA#AENZEHT) 2 AW THIZE L7z (Table 3-1),
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Table 3-1 A 7 & XD B & OFEAR (2-8 M) O HEFE (um?, F-2) = AE (R 22,

N =5).

D. subspicatus S. acutus T. dimorphus
Unicell 42.6 + 8.0 93.5+7.0 322.5+76.5
2-celled 96.7 +13.0 184.2+19.0 638.6 £ 182.9
3-celled 162.8 +19.0 274.2+19.4 1064.9 + 189.2
4-celled 223.1+27.3 399.6 £21.9 1673.2 + 361.9
6-celled 386.7+ 51.9 2424.2 +£295.6
8-celled 590.6 + 79.4 3825.8 £718.5

EEERIY, A XD (D. subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus) , A 51 % & DEHE

(BB & 72 1 IBER) |, K OY D. galeata D (S5 £ 7213 O 3 > OEFE %
BLANTHTF A L UTRESN, 3 Bl (P, FEERE 1.0mm,N=10) K&
V7 B (D SRR 1.4 mm, N=10) @ D. galeata % A ~ v 7 B8 HED T,
K% COMBO #5#1CTd 4 &, 5 mL OH—HIfa E 72 1THEAR DA I X EAE T 15 mL
DT T AF v 7 @mIEE K Lz, D. galeata % & £ 72\ 5 FRIX & B ALPRIX (2% L TR
L7z, 2ToOmkE N=3) 24 rFaX—F—N (5, 22 °0) T2 RFMHEHE L,
LA T 30 DEICTFE TRCMCIRE Lz, EBRBAMGI & 2 B %I 2T oERE N
([CHBT D EIEMIA OB (cellsmL”) A HIE L7z,

FEROERTE LN ML A L2, D. galeata DB L LT Clearance rate

(CR,mLh") % Liirlingetal. (2011) ORIZHE->THEM LT,

CR=(a+b)xV

_In(4) —In(47)
= At

_In(4c,) —In(4y)
a At

b

T T Aol T EBRBAAAIT DAL L, Ar | TP XTI 1T D TR T I O MR L, A, 1
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SR IC 31T B F2BRAE T B OAINAES B, A 13 EBRIFRT (2 BERD) |, VI3RE3 K& (5mL)
ThH b,

JLPEIXFE] D CR 13, Bartlett’s #f € TRLBLIX [ D55 HME &2 #ED O T2 12, B BOMRUE T
& LA TRl E S T, F O HOMUE SRV A 1T Kruskal-Wallis FEIZ LY

el 24T o 72, fRHTICIE, $ERFY 7 b Rver. 4. 1.3 4 L7z,

3-3. R

SDS T & W B Z TR L7z D. subspicatus X O T. dimorphus % 84 U 7= AL X2 BT
B NATHE D D. galeata 1%, i 6 OXFRIXIZIT D Daphnia LV HHEIZIKW CR 2R L
7= (Fig. 3-1a, ¢), ALBIXIZEIF D CR DOIK TIX, D. subspicatus % 8 L 7= sl Ziis O
Daphnia TH 8l (Fig. 3-1a), —7, S. acutus % 8§ & L CH 2 7= Daphnia TIZ, ln
WZRAFR 7 <, XTI L AFEX D CRICEIRE S e o 72 (Fig. 3-1b) . RPFRXIZ IS
% D. subspicatus X O° T. dimorphus DRHATEZELIE, XX LV b AEIZEN -7 (Fig.
3-2a,¢), LD L, S. acutus DFARTEER LI RIX & LBEX CRIZCHh > 7= (Fig. 3-2b),
D. subspicatus O RLER[XAZ 31T 2 BERTE B HE O BN, 2B — M o E A o b

(12.6 %) & 4 MREEAROEI GO (7.7 %) &KL Tz (Fig. 3-2d), T
dimorphus TI%, B—Ha DL (9.3 %) & 4 a8 MlafE R (17.8 %) 23,

SLER KA Z 380 D BEATE AL OB BEFR L T/ (Fig. 3-26),
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Fig. 3-2. B EBROBRIARFIZ I 1T 5 kP HRIX & ALBLX (SDS Hﬁ'ﬁ@l:) BIFDHA I XEED
FEARTE AL CF R 22, N =3, a¢), BLXOZENLHIZHBIT D H— n’*lHB@ EHEA (2,3, 4,
6, 8 M) OEIE ¥ LR 2, N = 3, d—f) O L. D. subspicatus (a, d), S. acutus (b, €),
T dimorphus (c, f). HFIIAF L7277 A2 U 27 13 IRX & LB XA B A0 H
5 Z L ERT (R P<0.01, *** P<0.001).

3-4. BE

SDS 1%, A /1 & FEDOREE BRI T HIEESMEVICH b 5T (8 2 &) |, KERO
FERIX D. subspicatus <° T, dimorphus (2 35\ CTHEIZ ST RERIE A D. galeata DI R
IR T EE7Z & &/R L7 (Fig. 3-1a, ¢), SDS (% D.galeata \Z 78 % KT L7= "HE
PEHEZ HND0, EROBAERE (GG ERBROK TR (ZHIE S U7z A8 X O
SDS 2% (1.0 x 102—2.0 x 102 mg L") 1, D. galeata \Zxt3 % 48-h LCso % 135 M2 F A

STz (5 1 %), Lirlingetal. (2011) 13, & A > SEi&EA] FED-6 285 D. magna @
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48-h LCsp & Y 5 #1Z AEWHE T D. magna ® CR Z{E F &2 L 2#®E L-, M
TEPEANL, BN ORI EM 2 PN D AEM~ L 2L S, HEHE L BEHAT
HEEOWENMEE @D D Z EICLY, LV EHO AR RN R A 5 2 D A REME
2 % (Gerritsen and Porter, 1982) , #&3F H Jif PHL = 505k T, (KR D SDS (10%—10" mg
L) I3MRES 72 R ORI Lz (55 1 3) |, —E& O SDS AAHEHICE S L
TWR[REMEDY D D, LU, S. acutus Z #4588 S 72 D. galeata D CR 35 FEX & ALER X
TR—T®Y (Fig. 3-1b) , {5k TlX SDS (2 L % Daphnia ~D LB L5 72
WIS hoTebBEZBND,

HRZ IR LT A 0 X0, fHEMWEW) 77 7 b AZxt L CTEERIME A &5 5 &
VO LAY 22 {EE (Hessen and Van Donk, 1993) & —%t L C, D. galeata THIZL S 17 CR
O L, LB XNZ I 1T D R ORI A AOBINMZERKNT 5 &2 51D (Fig. 3-
la, ¢), MLHLX T D. subspicatus 1%, 4 MRHHADOEIE 3@ < (Fig. 2d) , 4 MBR#EAR D
FEBILHE RO S TH -7 (Table 3-1), [RIERIZ, T dimorphus ({231 5 K& 72
A KR (BER) OFIG X, MBI TEIML T\ (Fig 3-4f), 4 il (1,673.2 +
361.9 um?) KO8 Ml (3,825.8+£718.5 um?) OREHAOFR mFEIL, H—Hifa (322.5+76.5
um?) E IR E S H7p5 Tz (Table 3-1), BEHEOEARBERIKICKIT 2 RKRE Y4 X
BT ORI, FZ/N SV Daphnia BROERREZE T SE 5 WREENH D, i 21F,
1.2 mm K35 D Daphnia 13, SR FAFE 7S 150—300 pm® OFEE (S, obliquus) &AL
7% AT, CR AME T L7z (Lirling, 2003) . BRI 1L 0 108 & R < FRBI 92
7= (Liirling, 2006) , BEATZER LAY 1.5—3.0 DA T X EITIRY A ZO/NSWVIHEFIC
WA 5 2 DAREMEN D D, AR THW-ShIEIO D. galeata (KFK 1.0 mm) (%, &
BEEHOEELZZTROT VWA XLEEZ 615, RIS, KEOKRE R KRED

Daphnia (£) 1.6—2.5 mm) &, BFHAD A 1 X EZEHZ L TH CRME T L7V (Lirling,
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2003), AHFIETIL, BEIARD D. subspicatus % faEH L 7= Bl O D. galeata T CR O
B Enzy (Fig 3-1a) , T b DK (1.4 mm) (3KRBLD Daphnia % Tla]> Ty
Tl EZE2biLd,

D. subspicatus & T. dimorphus O T, BFEAIERKIC X D D. galeata DIFEREFRA~D L
23, Daphnia DEIZ L > TR > TV (Fig. 3-la,¢), ZNHDOA WX EHIT, b2 b
A A IR ERENDH Y (Table 3-1) , B P A ZDOKEN NS WIZHED LT
D. subspicatus IS SABR OB RFIZ G L KX LTz, Daphnia 1%, — IR P4 XD
INS TR L TRV ERRIER AR T (e.g., Porter et al., 1983), T dimorphus 1%, fhod> A
B EFE & A, R T O RRICK T 2 B —Hila 0B &K< (Fig. 3-2f) , e bl
D. galeata (2 & > THERE LICK WHETH > 2 /REMEN BV, 72, (KA XD/ &S 724
Filin & e, K E RO D. galeata 1%, A XD K EZ BRI % A LTz B
A HiD, Daphnia (%, i A 27 ) — 2 TR LToRLF 2 BIEICED THANESHE, £
DEICESAD R ookl 772 E2 REOM TR E M HERITE 2R 2 Lhmbhn
TV 5% (Gophen and Geller, 1984) , T dimorphus (%13 % FRER D CR 36X TR & <
NIDONTWEZ EEEBET D &, FBREOE T ITMHAANAFAEREN D IV —ffd 2
BETECWENE I DTKET D0 L,

2 HEETONEEEG D, RIFFETHROLNIEREZEIT 5 L, SDS 12 L D EEAEIL
DOFBINIA D EORIZ L > THRBE L~V RV | S acutus & i LT SDS O

X BEHAIE R EE D ZEAL 3 K & W D, subspicatus <° T, dimorphus 1%, Z1V5H &85 & 45 D.
galeata DBERFITIK T SED Z ENHLMNZR -T2, S acutus & T DOMOFETHRED
AN o T2 ERL, BHETEROFI L~V L) X0, FEORE FHHRX &L
HEX ORI MICEN LN E I D) ITLD2bDEEX BN, Eio, BRI

WL, A X TR TR DR A XOEWR, D. galeata Dy (IKK) 12X - T
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bR D LR SN, BB A A FETEPERNC K 2 BT B O 75 H 5 8 & B 5
BT, ANFERDOBENLI VL aD I A ZAFEDZFMT L > THRRNED 2 v Hett

WhbHLEZDBND,
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4

SOS IZFEE S VTo A 1 4 E OFHKTEIZ X % Daphnia & Bosmina DR [HE

Part of data from
Oda Y, Miyabara Y. Grazing inhibition in Daphnia and Bosmina by colony formation of

Desmodesmus subspicatus triggered by octyl sodium sulfate. submitted.

4-1. IXLBHIT

1990 FEALARE, FE3E, B4, SUmTEMEA], RGN, B OB B LY 5 2
PRV T, BN O R £ IRDRERIE  (FRAERLME, R FE (T3 2 [T B T RE A~
DEAL) EHEL FBEEILME) ¥ LW LIS TE 7 (Boyd, 2010;
Hanazato, 2001; Liirling and Scheffer, 2007; Van Donk et al., 2016), Z ® X 5 7254l & L C,
HEZEOEREIIT 54 0 X EOREBROBENL L BESHTWD, FlxiE, 2
Uy AR T D ERITEE (WA aEy) LHEERICHEBIL TV DA AR
HEMERNIREATE R 27585 (e.g., Yasumoto et al., 2005), SxHS, BREA] (Zhu et al.,
2016) , #4: )& (Huangetal,2016; Zhuetal., 2019) , Hi/EW'E (Panetal, 2017) 1%, B A
B E VIREE T COMKIERZLE T 5, BEEROBBUIHEE OBE (L7304
2R ORE) ITEFT D720 (Wuetal, 2013) |, BEATERITATAEY) & WHER B BEIREED
B ER T & AL S D %EI &R (Verschoor etal., 2004), Z LT £ 72, (LFWEIC KL
DR OBELD, EAREOFME AR TS5 /MR S D 2 L 2 EHKT 5, FEBE
(2, PUAEME norfloxacin X Scenedesmus obliquus DEERIERK ZLEST H Z & T, A4 IV
> 7 Daphnia magna OEERE D72 KN S 72 (Pan et al,, 2020),

LB L DRHAE R OMELICE L T < oW 2N H 5 — 5T, HEA OERITH
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TOREIR OB 0BT 7 7 F o TLIFM STy - Fil 2L, YR
U 1Y Brachionus caryciflorus (Verschoor et al., 2007) °#%f& D Daphnia J& 3 ¥ =

(Hessen and Van Donk, 1993; Liirling and Van Donk, 1996), L =W/EZF5E & 5\ X FHE
SN REERTE R TEEH OB R FIZRIFTTREIZ OV T, D. magna % VTR L 7=
MWD T 5 (Lirlingetal., 2011; Panetal,, 2017), Y A =X° Daphnia | 2 2 720)
T, KV A ZO/NS Ik 7 X AH A 7 V¥ (Calanoida) &, 77 > 7 b
VEANEEIHET DT T T 7 P UBECEEEE D, AL A
TVEOMIZIE, MW T T 7 R OV A RITHT HEEERIMEIC R E RiEW R B D -
ZAE, BeAREIT N S 72 ERL 1 (4,000 um®) (2% LIRWVERIEZ /R0, A4 7 VI
K& e dpfEki 1 (>10,000 um?®) Z38RAYIZIH#E L7- (Sommer et al., 2003), A 7 X ED
SR AT, 8 FIIREAR TleoK 1,000 pm® Td 572 (Lirling, 2003) |, BEATE A
AT VHOBRBICREREEZRITIBRNEZ 2 DD, —FHT, KAFOM TS 28
BIRMEIITEN DR D D, B Z1E, Daphnia J&1337 7V 7 & Lo/ STRERIR O PR 1 %
U TR 23 & % 73, Bosmina J&I1E K E I AN ETERL T 2 38 RAIZHEET % (Bleiwas and
Stokes, 1985; Porter et al., 1983), Bosmina J&IXE 7=, ERHEK (AH7 415 —) O
RESCEREHITENR U BT Daphnia J& & %72 % (e.g., Geller and Miiller, 1981; Hessen,
1985; Porter et al., 1983), Z L5 DIE M, Daphnia & Bosmina 734 71 % & DRI
Xt U CHRFR A SO & /RN & D 2 & 2 RET 5,

AN R IV 2 HAOBRICKTTEEZHONCT S Z &1F, RN
RIQDWHDT T 7 b UREERICKTT DRHATE R ORI B2 B2 2 L I2&D D,
A58 T, Daphnia & Bosmina [8] CT¥7p 2 g2 IS T (Bleiwas and Stokes,
1985; Porter et al., 1983) , BEAZEIC X 2B RAED X% — % Daphnia & Bosmina O

TR D LR AZNL T, ZORMAMGET 52 &2 B E LT, Daphnia J& ¥
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2 1FE (D. galeata) , 2O Bosmina J& 3 2> 22 2% (B. longirostris, B. fatalis) % X522,
b A Ao FUmiEMEAI CREARTE R S 7oA W X T2 R D504 (BEBE L IV adm)

TEESHE, IV a OB RN RIEE 2 I LT,

4-2. kL& Hik
4-2-1. EBREM R NEBRDE

RKIEEBRTCH WA I ¥ (D. subspicatus) & X ¥ > 2 $H 2 # (D. galeata, B.
longirostris) DAFILE L OEEESLMFICHONTIL, 6 1 |ICEH L@ Tho, =tk
YUY 3 (B fatalis) \ZOWTIE, REFRAGHTH (FREE 36°3'N, #RAL 138°5'E) 7 H
HEER R Lo a— R a FWie, 723, B. fatalis DR5E51F1E B. longirostris & [Rlf%
Thsd, £, RERTHWZRBRME (SOS) DAFILE LR v 7 IR OFHEEL

35 1 IR L@ TH D,

4-2-2. ERER

BRFEBRIT, A WX EORRE (ML BHK) | BEE (REELIREE) |, KU
Uy aok (A & AR O 3 BRNS I VY aKMOBRRICRIETEEL T
THOILFEM LT, %2 FICBWT, SOS DEETE T CA B X E ORMRIERR S+ 50 12 e
RCEREX 2mg L) &XHRX O EEREIR 2 BAERICHW -, DI, B
1B (5 D IR % et X, FEARMES (F DIRERIIK 2 ALBRIX. & R0 T 5, kFIRIX & AU X oD e
BRI 2 AR L, S 0 =T L TEW RS (59 1.0 x 10° cells mL™) - & VR
ZefF (89 1.0x10% cells mL™") % Z A E UG L7z, MRS B, R4, ROYERE (BEK
TR, MIREREARLD) ORIISRMAT, K5METH2< &b 100 BEERL 72 HHEE L7z

(Table4-1), Z DO, A WX EDOXKILEE (H—Mak 2, 4, SHIFRRLHK) DR X LIE
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(um, Fig. 4-1) % Image J ver. 1.51 K CKEEZETEMSEHT) 2 HWWTHIZE L7 (Table
4-2), D. galeata, B. longirostris, . O B. fatalis D IMEA (K 100—200 fE{&) 2 A2 kv
7 A 8D, K9 50 inds. LT OB T 24 WIEAE L7z, 24 RERIRICEE S N fF ik &

FIPR L T 22 WO RSB 2324 L, COMBO 55 # T4\ 72, EBRIZH W=,

Table 4-1 R FER O BHAERFIC I 1T A% FRIX E 721X XTI 1T 5 D. subspicatus O]
HARRAE L, B 745 FE s L OV HE (RERTR R LL). I AR R 2= (N = 3) &2 7~ T .

Condition Food level Cell density Particle density Morphology
(cells mL"l) (particles mL'l) (colony formation ratio)
Control Low 1.1 (+0.21) x10* 1.0 (£0.16) x10* 1.1 (+0.043)
High 1.1 (*0.11) x10° 1.0 (£0.12) x10° 1.1 (+0.037)
Treatment Low 1.0 ( 0.07) x10* 0.34 (£ 0.04) x10* 3.1 (£0.20)
High 0.84 (£ 0.08) x10° 0.27 (£0.02) 10’ 3.1(£0.12)

Table 4-2 SOS FEIREEE T (fHHRIX) 36 L OMREE T (LBRIX) 1231F D D. subspicatus D H.—
AfEE L OO R S 3 L OME O FEE (=R ZE, N = 10).

Morphology Control Treatment

Length Width Length Width
Unicell 72 (£ 1.1) 4.6 (£0.6) 7.2 (x0.8) 4.5(x£0.6)
Two-celled 6.9 (£0.6) 82 (1.1 6.4(£0.7) 8.3(£0.9)
Four-celled 7.8 (£1.0) 143 (£ 1.3) 73 (x1.1) 133 (£ 1.8)
Eight-celled ) : 8.1 (x0.8) 27.3 (£2.7)

SR IZ BV T ST BIER TE e o T2,

EEERIT ISmL BEO T I AT v 7 @mEEEH N TITo7-, 10 mL OXRXE L
IFHEX (ZNEE SR LIRS 2 5 Te) 2 mIEE I A, 2 Daphnia 13

2 8K, Bosmina % 10 R (KFEfF R & RBEREZ ETe) Z2RA L, £, 54 (2
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X2 fHEHE) CI VUV azBALLWEREZHE L, RmENICE 2807
T b D T T ERT DD, K Smg OB ) — R EKEICH FLEZ, &
EWILEITRVIELEZ 3OHEL, A v ax—%—N (E5M,22°C) T 24 RefilFkE L
Too ATOEELET 12 KR ICESNTIRE L,

MM B L T RE O BMEE B D 7212, 24 BRI IS TOEILE 2 bz E (0.3
mL) ZHHE L7, BLEAOI PV ait, 4%y a—AhLr~ U o TRELR

(Haney and Hall, 1973), [EE#CEHE, JFBMEE T TR OBEGZIRE LTz, Z O
2T, Bosmina DERIZARD 3—26% 03K T~ 7 v 7 S, B 2R CE otz
Daphnia & Bosmina DEE (mm, IR S BHOM TR E TORES) %, Image ] M

L CHIE L7 (Table4-2),
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Table 4-3 fER RO TR T D554 T (B X2 A 7 XEREE) TOI Vv 2|
(D. galeata, B. longirostris, B. fatalis) D YRR (EEEHE(R ).

Species Age Prey type Food level Body length N
(mm)
D. galeata Neonate  Unicell Low 0.82 (= 0.042) 6
High 0.81 (£ 0.046) 6
Colony Low 0.84 (= 0.023) 6
High 0.83 (£ 0.065) 6
Adult Unicell Low 1.92 (+0.14) 6
High 1.97 (£ 0.13) 6
Colony Low 1.91 (=0.15) 6
High 1.93 (£0.18)
B. longirostris  Neonate  Unicell Low 0.24 (£ 0.022) 29
High 0.25 (£ 0.026) 30
Colony Low 0.24 (£ 0.023) 30
High 0.25 (£ 0.027) 29
Adult Unicell Low 0.47 (£0.029) 24
High 0.47 (£ 0.022) 26
Colony Low 0.46 (£ 0.025) 26
High 0.47 (£ 0.024) 28
B. fatalis Neonate  Unicell Low 0.28 (£ 0.023) 28
High 0.27 (£0.017) 28
Colony Low 0.27 (x0.011) 24
High 0.29 (£0.023) 26
Adult Unicell Low 0.51 (£ 0.024) 26
High 0.52 (£0.031) 26
Colony Low 0.52 (= 0.025) 26
High 0.52 (£ 0.026) 22
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Helgen (1987) #Z&EIC, I Vv aHITE R I N MREOERE L LT, L FORX

WZREVMEAR Y 720 OfE &3 (FR, cellsh?) ZFH L7,

FR = {(Ao —Ar) + (Ace — Ao)} y N

At Vv
T 2T, Ao ZATHIRIIRE B, Ar 13D RGN B, Ac T3V a @ RVt
TOIRMEANDE B, A1 XFEERRRH (24 IFfH) |, VIZEE&R/KE (10mL) , NI Daphnia (2
inds.) F721X Bosmina (10 inds.) OEEETH L, T, MK EMHEXOERRD=E

ZIHETHR LERILESR (R, %) %, LTFOR»BHH L,

IR = 100 (FRt
B FR

c

X 100)

ZZC,FR & FRAX, ZNENALHEX & xR OERREFKT,
A B ZEDILEE, FEEE, LIV aniNnIYra 3 MOEARICKITTHEL,
= JCRLE S T 2 U TRt L7z, AT ORI, SEEHACE ICHEILT 5 7o o AR
RIEGAEHE LU Te, = IURLE S BT A ER O A2 AAE I & fi i L 72855, Tukey HSD
FRENZ L DRl 2 5 L7z, —JuhliE DB CRAEHEN LSRR T
Yitr, Welch @ ¢ 078 2 kR IX. & AL X D LB FHVY, ZAUEER 1 fEOBmRR A2 23 U &
7 BT 5720 Th oz, BRILERIL, Welch ® (HEEMER LT, %50 (B%E
XV adip) IZBWTI YV afifi Tt Lz, 2T, HEKEEIX Holm O HEIC

=

LV LU=, & TCOMMITIL, #EtY 7 F Rver. 4. 1.3 2 L CTFEIT LT,

4-3. FEH
— A, 2 FRRREAR, 4 MR RO R S LRI, SIRX SEX O CRI%ETH - 72
(Table 4-2), F7=, KD I T a 3FONVHKREL, f1EE & R EDO K-S ClH

CT&H o7 (Table 4-3), ZHHDOFIRIE, 8T T 27 b o OFRERITHT D LXK
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DEBIZH LT, A DEEDR RO A AR V0 aDIEREED A T ANRND
EEBEMAIT TV,

= ICELE WA, B. longirostris OBRFEITKT 5B REO B L R X, 54D
B2 BN ERRICEET L2 LR LT (Table 4-4), 1T& A EDHA, EREIX
X LD SR TR S, St L 0 bl D7 3 m - 72 (Fig. 4-1), 2 EK (F
RE X AFEHD) KOV ER (JERE X W) X FHn) OFAANE AL, D. galeata DE T )V TH K
AR L LT S /e (Table 4-4) . 206 OFERIE, xHIRIX & LB X H] OB RED
ZEN, KA L)L TR SN2 MR O Daphnia TRRICKE o722 & & RIE L TV

% (Fig. 4-1a),
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Table 4-4 = JCELE 3 BUOHTIC & DR FEBR COMIRSA: (B X A 7, (R, in) B Y
VOB RRICKIETEOMMTRER. 7 A X U 27 B ENTH LA, FERNH
HWNIENS DR ANERICEEZNH D Z &% RT (*P<0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P <

0.001).
Species Source of variation F value P value
D. galeata Prey type*** 39.32 <0.001
Food level 320.30 <0.001
Age 59.59 <0.001
Prey type x Food level 2.90 0.108
Prey type x Age 3.46 0.082
Food level x Age*** 17.30 <0.001
Prey type x Food level x Age*** 2542 <0.001
B. longirostris Prey type 0.66 0.423
Food level 135.60 <0.001
Age’ 11.72 0.003
Prey type x Food level 2.47 0.136
Prey type x Age 0.05 0.830
Food level x Age 1.43 0.249
Prey type x Food level x Age 0.68 0.423
B. fatalis Prey type** 17.31 <0.001
Food level 369.76 <0.001
Age’ 4.67 0.046
Prey type x Food level 4.36 0.053
Prey type x Age 2.76 0.116
Food level x Age 3.38 0.085
Prey type x Food level x Age 0.23 0.636
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Fig. 4-1. R EBRICIBW TR D 5:0F (BB, X Vv Ol THEX & MBEX DA
71 X & FGBE LTz D. galeata (A), B. longirostris (B), B. fatalis (C) DB (-1 £ IEHE(R
72, N=3) O, HFIfF Lz T A% U A7 I TEABLRIFIT I W TR X & ALBE X RIS
MEHABEND D Z & &2/RT (P <0.05, *#P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001).
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RTHRX & PR IX OB BRO T, SIOBRBIC L BRIV afl I L IZE] R D
ZEEHOLMILE (Fig. 4-1), D. galeata TIX, BEBH L~V EEKEH L~V TENE
NI SOt & i 1T, R ZEIC B R b L S ITIRWERRAZ R L
(Fig. 4-1a; P < 0.05), XITHRIX & APEXE CTOEEROAEZEL, KREMEM T THEAS
Wk & B &, B. fatalis TH R Sz (Fig. 4-1c; P<0.05), —J5C, B. longirostris
DERERT, B LVl BIfR 7 <, MRIX S UH X CTHR% Th 72 (Fig. 4-1b),
D. subspicatus DFERTEREL & A TEREOAAIT, X 20 DAL T & IEAFAE T TR
- Tz (Fig. 4-2; Fig. 4-3), BEAIERLL O TR, D. galeata TOHBIEL ST,
REABR I B A ) L~ C R EE A 2 U, ShEImI KA L~ L CRER 2 1 L C
W7o (Fig. 4-2a), 5T TO G OZLIE, RICHE MO S ORD X X
D 11.5 %lEVY) & 45Ma Kk O 8 HIfaEE A DHIIN CFIRIX KD 9.4 %mEvy) (TEK LT
7= (Fig. 4-3a), 1KEW L~V CEAKZEE LT EER D Daphnia T b EHATZ ALY K
IEIZ A LT (Fig. 4-2a) , 4 ML O 8 MIFREEA DI 3G LTz GREFRIX X
D 20.3 %IK\V>, Fig. 4-3a) . Sl &L OBEER D B. longirostris 1%, K& L~V THARD
% 52 258 SO, BRI EZE LD 87 (Fig. 4-2b), £72, 2hH 05
R T 4 M O 8 MIRREEIR OFIG A L Tunie RERIK KL D 15.0-16.9 % iKW,
Fig. 4-3b), B. fatalis TiX, (KA L~V & @BEM LIV O ST CRAKZEEE LTH 272
B OBERTERR LS KIE I L7= (Fig. 4-2¢)s 2 OFER L 3G LT, K& TFTo

4 HIFRBEAR ORI ITR BRI & 0 B K> 72 (11.4—19.0 % AKX\, Fig. 4-3¢),
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2 a.U7 —F *
g — *
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8
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3
= 1.5-
{0t —rEmim  CErimem :
CL CH TL TH

1 Absent CINeonate B Adult

Fig. 4-2. B EBR O TRHZI W TS (CL, *FFRIX X RERE B, CH, % HRIX X &
BEEE; TL, ALPR X X AR 5 TH, AKX X SR ) T IV aDIFE T
(Absent) 35 X OMFIE T (Neonate, Zh#5i; Adult, fREAER) T O VBRI AL G4 4%
Heff 2=, N = 3). D. galeata (A), B. longirostris (B), B. fatalis (C). KIHIZft L7z T A& U X7
%, IV EFETICH LTI VA E T CORBERINARICR R Z L 2R
92 (*P <0.05, **P <0.01, ***P < 0.001).
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A D. galeata
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8 6 <|o 6 <|a 6 <o o <
< ] =y 4] < @ < 7]
Z Z Z z
CL CH TL TH
B B. longirostris
100+ 0 B B B B .
80
. 601 s ol P L
40 |
204
T ® 3|5 ® 2|5 ® 2|l ® 2
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2 £ 2|8 5 2|8 5 2|2 5 2
< 3 < 8 z 8 2 8
= = z Z
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Ounicell O2-celled @3-celled E4-celled M 8-celled

Fig. 4-3. R EBROK TR W THEISA: (CL, *FFRX X RERE FE; CH, X X &l
PP TL, AUBR X X AR AR % B TH, ALBRIX X S EH% &) T X ¥ a DIEFF/E T (Absent)
B L OMELE T (Neonate, S 1; Adult, piddin) TBIZE S L7 E—Hil (Unicell) 36 & OV
1K (2-, 3-, 4-, 8-celled) DENG CFE¥) HEHER 72, N = 3). D. galeata (A), B. longirostris (B), B.
fatalis (C).
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KEH LNV TOEMEIRE, IV aflifloBREEEFRICARENRE SN
(Fig. 4-4), BB LI IT DHNEMD D. galeata DIEERAERIT, D Bosmina Fi

s

S

LAEEICENPSTZ (P<0.05), — 5, IKEM L)L TORKRERD D. galeata DI
FRE =X, B. longirostris 0 L AHBEIZE -7 (P <0.05), *BAIZ, lEAE D D.
galeata 3= R L~V T B. fatalis .V HIRWERIAESREZ R L7 (P<0.05), Bosmina

2 TR T, B LRl 2 BfR e < BRILERIIFETH -7,

120

H

ab ab

-

i HE

| ]
| I
| |
| I
| I
| I
| |
| |
| |
| I
| 1 |
| I
| I
| I
| I
| I
| |
| I
| I
| |

Inhibition ratio (%)
o

-120
Low High

Neonate

Low High
Adult

LI D. galeata [1B. longirostris M B. fatalis

Fig. 4-4. BREERICB W TR D54 T BIEEL L) TO I v aKHE (D.
galeata, B. longirostris, B. fatalis) DFERFHEZR (%, V5 LIEHERZE, N = 3) Oz, X
DT (a,b) NELR DG, HEHHIAEENRH D Z & 2R T (P<0.05).
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4-4. B
B D D. galeata DIELIRIT, B EW L UL TIERHRIX X 0 B X TR A - 7278, 1%
B L~V TIERI%E ThH o7 (Fig 4-1a), KU A XD/NEWN D. galeata 1%, KA D[R —
Tl & LR THE AR 21T L AV E R TE 2 (Oda et al, 2022), EEH LV TOML
PRI CIEBEATE R L O HEIN & B—fl i OB Db 23 BlE S 7= 7-®  (Fig. 4-2a; Fig. 4-
3a) , SR D D. galeata 73—l 2 FEMRAICIHE L7 2 LR S IV, ShEind
D. galeata \Z £ % Hi—fa ORINA 7288 B&1L, Daphnia 7 4 VH — A ¥ 2 A XDl
RIFHIR AT K > TR TE %, IO Daphnia 1%, R X 0 HHIWT 4 L&
— A v 2% (Geller and Miller, 1981), S & 135t YIS, &) L ~/L TORK
RWG D D. galeata DIER 1T, AKX LV BB X CHEICIK» 72 (Fig. 4-1a), KA
@ Daphnia (1.64—2.48 mm) L, JEE=H%2 N T 5 2 L < BHREZHETHZ LN TED
(Liirling, 2003), Daphnia 3EAF(E T & tb~_TC, gl Daphnia OAF(E T2 T 2 BHAE
Rt & 4 FIRAREAR ORI, (KB LUV T L2 b b b3, malLr~L
TIXFRI%ETH 7= (Fig. 4-2a; Fig. 4-32) , T35 OFERIT, B—HIIRIMEE E CHEET D
B A, B O D. galeata 1IRERZTRINAIICIHE LI-Z L2 EHRLTWDS, B LUl
TR o T2 S Daphnia DERZFROWBANE, FIZHE MO 2 EE £ 12 138O
EWIZER T2 EEMENH D, ZhuTE -, BRI O B 15 O IE Daphnia
DERRIZKREREBEHZ2HZ LA R LTS (Table 4-1),
B. longirostris DRI 2 BHEREDO BT S 72 ) > 7= (Table 4-4; Fig. 4-
1b), KB L)L T E K O & b IR UL AR T L TR Y
(Fig. 4-2b) , AFERITH—MROBMELE O 4 Hlaf Ao & — L iz (Fig. 4-
3b), ZADDOFERIE, B. longirostris D3t L < IRV A XIZEIR7e < 4 MBRREAR 21

HBLI-ZEEBEWL W5, Bleiwas and Stokes (1985) 1, B. longirostris 1%/NH#Ea%E
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(7 & V7 Chlorella vulgaris, Fi {-E£E 3—7 um) X0 & KAEESE (Y X E Cosmarium
impressurum, fx REEE 25—28 pm) ZZ0RAYICIRIEE R L7 2 L 23 LT\ D, A4F
ZETCIE, B IXIZH 1T 5 4 MBHADEAR: () 13.3 um, Table 4-2) 1%, VY IE LD /h&
,7Z7mULI7RDbRENoT, ZHE, H—MEY b 4 MRBHED Y A XD B.
longirostris DFERIZIH L T\ Z & 2B T 5, B. longirostris (28T HHEA OFE,
B 2 WXFTE AT B9 D 3 kDI TRI A &2 D2 eE— K (DeMott and Kerfoot, 1982) <2
WAy v athA AD7 4% — (Hessen 1985) 72 &2 LY, B. longirostris X K%L D #a4H
ENEMICHE CEX AR H D, —F, BMEY L~V THEE L7255 A ISR AT Ak
R ORI (LI B ST (Fig. 4-2b) |, SHEENZWEAICIT B. longirostris

DS 4 HNREEARTS I TR BE—MRbHE L2 ¢ 2R L TWS, UL, 7 4 V& —fF

ANSY

B ~FE LT RHER ORI K - TR TE 22006 LAL7Z2V, Porter etal. (1983) 235
Bl L7= B. longirostris DFEIBERED A B =X LD X 512, BHEOBENEWRE, 7 4L
H—|\AE LTe R E B B Rm OB AR E 2 @D, /NS 22—l oIE b X
DN LI ATREMENRE 2 B LD,

B. longirostris & 720 | B. fatalis DFEREFRIL, KB L~V CRHURZ FGE L 7= Hin &
PR, ABEXICHB W TRIBIZIE T L7z (Fig. 4-1c) . MO IRIZ OV T HIRED L
N TOBEROPFERBIIR N0 -727-® (Fig. 4-3a, b) , SFEIIERROEE
WA TE D TR B T 2B Lo RN H 5, MBH L ~ULTORE
RTERREE S OF 4 HHAREAR DY (Fig. 4-2¢; Fig. 4-3¢) (&, ShER D B. fatalis D3R Z 4F
ATHELLEZEEZRLTWD, H—MadBEsE (Chlorella sp.) & #F 4 B 4

(Microcystis aeruginosa) DIRAEEZ 5 2 7o %58, B. fatalis DFFAERE & EARFEHINFEIL B.

longirostris % T )T LEEl>72 2 & A #E STV % (Hanazato and Yasuno, 1987), &

AR, BICERD TP ORRJMIC I VRET D700, REBIHEZ DR
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(ZEREET D 2 & C, SR D B. fatalis 1 B. longirostris I V) HENTZ R R %2~ LT A HE
PR B, —J7, BREMEED B. fatalis 1%, BH LU BMENEETH 4 AIREEROREIRA
R EZ RS (Fig 4-3¢) , B. fatalis DR A XD IR IEY A A0 L - T
T D AREMED D D Z L 2B LTV 5, WEHHIRCE » iZe E O & REWM TIL, EF0
77 7 b BT B fatalis MES T 5 Z &A%\ (Chang and Hanazato, 2003;
Hanazato et al., 2001), Hanazato et al., (2001) (X, B. fatalis \Z £ 2 E O SHI1%, oS
7 Microcystis (\Z K-> TG SN O BB RERICL VXA b D iR Lz, =
UL, B. fatalis 7> X0 /NSRRI A BREE T 5 Z LICHENDL L AR LTS, E

BRIZ, B3R - ERLERMAL AR L Lo BT <, EISHEHCE ST 5 B

XE

fatalis 3% 72 A B OB EBRL TN Z E2RENTND (<10 pm, 10-20
um, 20-40 pm, Sakamoto et al., 2015), AWFZETIZ, B. fatalis DIERF DO/ /4 — 13,
D. galeata L $A{L L C\ 723, B. longirostris & 13572 > T\ /= (Fig. 4-3), B. fatalis D%
WA B DT e 1 1T AR AR T H 523, Wei et al. (2021) 12 & BITEDOHIZETIEL, B.
fatalis DI 3 KU T ) LS Daphnia O X b2 RU T W EFERBRIZEE LT
WEZ EBESN TS, D ORI, B. fatalis & Daphnia H3/) & 70kl 1% 5h=R
FHNCUUE T D RERDRE I Z i o CV D FTREM N 5 Z & -3 5, B 21E, Daphnia
PN T gV F =Xy v akRio T, N7 T VT ONERNINBENZ ERMbI
TW5 (e.g., Geller and Miiller, 1981),

2V i OB ELERICHT 537 U Xk, BHATERKIC X DA ROH]
FR, KW ORY A XL L~)UZJ& UC Daphnia & Bosmina O[] TEAL T % AlHElE
WD &R L= (Fig 4-4), EHE/2Z L2, D. galeata 75 Bosmina F& X V) BEARTE R D
HEEZTROT W2 DOF—ARb ol mBEM L~V TOYHE R & IREY L~ LT

DR, T ORERIT, A B ZERNCR SN DRI N DI T T 7 Tk
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LTERORETH D & iy 2@ (Lirling 2003) & 3% TH D, T
1% 6 <, Bosmina DIERFRIT3T 2 FHRTERL OB OV T, Sl E ki ay L
LT B OB E DS T TIIRFES AR 1272 Th b, ARERIT, wE—HAeH

(Vv =) OFEEHBIREIC KT TEARERORENHELI U aDiic ko> T
B D&V D R E T 2, EEHBIEB CIIREOEE LIERFEORIZLE D
5 HIRFFIAETH v, B ORI EF 25 2 2 B3 mH OS5
ICE - TEbT B Z L Z2E%T 5, BlxIE, D. galeata DNAEEIIFEHBEE (L
V) BEOERGCREAZERT 2 LERAEMME 2D (Fig. 4-1a) , [HEAEEEINHEILH]
[RE41%, Daphnia 13K B 5 BB 72 E OB E R BWMSMET T, 2l
EAEREES A X2 RT 555032\ (eg., Scheffer et al., 1997), = D%, FiE L=
Daphnia {EREEX, BEEOBENRKE HIR SN D KE (clear-water phase) (ZE [
1259, ZNENORIUTISUNT, BEETERITETHIR & 220 (e.g., Burns 1995)
(ZHAF L C Daphnia fEEFEETEZ M9 5, —77C, Bosmina \ZEH DY A XHIMN (REAK
TR B E Z Z T IC < Win  (Fig 4-4) |, ZH0 D ORPLCTIE ORI B AR, % %8
BE S H B AHEME S @\, Bosmina 13 Daphnia & H#: L CBIEETHE  (threshold food
concentration) , > F ¥ A4 FE 13 A] BB T AR FEHE N3 A3 1E & 72 D d MK AE IR 23 AL

(Schulz and Sterner, 1999; Urabe, 1991), FFIARTZAL DB, SR FHEZ D H DD
WAL EEST HAEMEND Y (Table 4-1) , FEELAG 23D 72 WG TU, BEARTE AL
Daphnia X % Bosmina \=5%f L CHRNMH = L A5RELTND,

AL DO FEFIL, SOS 12 K » TiB i SN BHAT RIC L 2B RMED, Daphnia &
Bosmina D] TEM L~V &IV OIS U TERL Z 2L T\ d, 20
R PRS2 Z &%, BRI 2 REL T Db E R 77 7 RV AT

IR DIEMKEO Rt & BEEME I RIT TR B LA 572 DICEETH D (Pan
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et al. 2020; Wan et al. 2020) , Daphnia & Bosmina (%, 5 OWIE CHELS LT X <457
% (e.g., DeMott and Kerfoot, 1982; Korosi et al., 2010; Nevalainen et al., 2014; Oh et al., 2019) ,
SOS & w, faA 4 v FmEiEMEANC X D BEATEROFFE (e.g., Liirling et al., 2011; Oda et
al.,2022) X, Daphnia OEEREHEINZ HIFR L, Bosmina %5 &E23 5, KHOD Daphnia &
TR0, NRORAIFITRBELIY bEFHEMESE (X707 2380407 V8
Cyclopoid copepods 72 &) (2 & o THFIREEAEWY TH Y, Daphnia 5> % Bosmina ~DHE 5
DE b I, WOERERRZ KRV XL~ EEDHREZ S BB~ L Z(L S
HHAEEMLRH D Z AR LTS (FEH, 1998), K*HZ, BrELA| (Zhuetal, 2016)
#H4J® (Huang etal., 2016; Zhu et al., 2019) , EF (Pan etal. 2017) DO RHATZ K% #1
#9515 YL, Daphnia OB 22T 5 2 LIC L0, 5 THEBR
Bosmina {ERHEZ S &5 FREMEN D D, L L, BEOREERAMH S D &,
Daphnia DEREEEEY 2 RZEIZRD, MR O U 27 n@EE 56 H 25 (Pan et al.,
2020), A% OFFEIL, ALFWE B ST BRI R O S8 2 (B IRRE L ~L (B RRE
DREMIRE) ROFEL L (FOZERECEMEEHE 2 &) TOERKNT Y AR

A2 b ML TEEMEY S 2 EBREETH D,
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PART III.

FETEEANC & DA R OBRELIMEAFEBIRICRIET R

55T SREEMEANC K DA 0 2 ORHRTERRORELD 2 REERE (Bf-I ¥

v HH) RERRE ORI RRIC KT e
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- =
FRIIEMANC XD A X ORHEE R OEELD 2 om M (BafE-3 U v 2 5h)

HE PR OB AT AR LT 424

Part of data from
AN RS, O TER, B R . SmIEERNC KD A B OREATE R OBEELDS 2 K&

BB (A & E, IV a ) HAFEOEIAREEIRRIZ XT3 25 2L, in preparation

5-1.1XC®IC

% < OKAEETIRE I L 2WEAIRI (Sakamoto et al., 2007) CALFHIEE (U
A @&, Lass and Spaak, 2003) )5 L TITEICTEAE, A6 SURrME 2 RikIc 2 b S 5
BHAEAS NS 2R T, ZAVIERRERAE & M, ZORBLEMERICIZ 2 A b (R ESCH
FEREEROIRT) & LD 720, BHAEIC & o THR Y 27 B I8 BN ST O R FER;
LI ISAY & 72 5 (Riessen and Trevett-Smith, 2009), & 72 IR B, fiR&FIC LY
EEMN VRS SN DR EIRT S, (1Y L R OMG7e% A 2 M3 2
ZET, MR E UCEEREO RS OIS (REEARM) A HERFT D BEREM S 4 Ry
- (Miner et al., 2005) ,

1990 AL, FR3E, B, FmintEAl, B3R 2 & Tofk 2 2 N & BRI E W 37
SERE ORI ZBET S &0 9 MG 2 T 5 (Hanazato, 2001; Boyd, 2010; Liirling
and Scheffer, 2007; Van Donk et al., 2016), HEELICIZRE T T2 OANF =N
D, HBHEDORELTHENFESND 7y — R &, HliRH OFE T CHEI I Sh s
TR ® D, HIEDOEE, VTS LR O 2 2 ML A OWESEAMET L,

BB DG EIIEAEY O EEN EH3T2D G - 1, 2013), F72, WITNOEHETHH
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BFNTXT B PEFE OB A 72 A —3% (Miner et al., 2005) Z 3 < 728, BN FEwE

& 720, ERRECHEE OBNBIC B A KITT Z LRSI N D, FHEPEORELITA

h

W D AEAFREREI T TR BN TR WO IREE C BB S, (LB 2 G2 B FE ECso
(Effective concentration 50) <CHEFZZEERE NOEC (No effective concentration) % F[Al%
r—AH N EDD (AR - ], 2013) , OECD %512 L 0 AL S 7= BB L Cldm
M52 LRRETH D, Fio, HEFELHWIZHEL L TOERIZEN T, (L7
W DURFR T & D RIS DAL, HERFE DR M D 2k Db o, FHEEO
BELUCEK T 200 R TE 20 E W) RS D R - 11, 2013), LL, #5580
BOBELITHE - ER L~V TOBIRBFIMIZEA L TH Y, EEICEEEE - FEL LT
EDOFRE DRBEE FAET NI ST -l STV 7R, Z D728, FHEFEOBEEL A
YRR AAENC RAET B OV THRZ I L, 2-3 FE TR S 112 Bz R0 b &
D EHE R SR~ & B BRI E R A AT O Z & TRl 2 2 EMEE L 725,
WKMEDFFIEA I ZFIL, SV aRvULAVEOWMENET T 7 BT 5 A
REVCEINDE 2 000 8 MR EKE LIEHEREZERT 22 a6 TnD
(Hessen and Van Donk, 1993), BERZ AL L7=A I X EIXI Vv aficERIICL L
72 % (Hessen and Van Donk, 1993) Z &b, BEIRTE IR ERE O 1 D Th D, Fx 72
BB DS, A 1 X2 OHFELE 25| &l Z SR VIRE CRARIERZBELT 5 2 & 03
HINTWD, BlxIE, BA A FtimiE A benzalkonium bromide S0 A A 2 FifiiE M
#i nonyl phenol ether (Zhu etal.,2020) , %7 glyphosate < 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid
(Zhu et al., 2016) , B4 B O (Huang et al., 2016) <CHign (Zhu et al., 2016) , LAWY
'Z norfloxacin (Pan et al., 2020) (%, & A 1T OIF(E F THM S5 BERTE R 2 Hi) 4
%o W, A o FEIEPERI D dodecyl sodium sulfate (Oda et al., 2022) <> mono- and

didodecyl disulfanated diphenyloxide (Liirling etal.,2011) |ZREHATE K2 HET 5 Z L o3k
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HEINTWD, A B X EORKTZA A THEE OFEERFENERIC RKIETREBICHOWTIL,
2000 RN HHIRE TV R OENERIZ L 5% < OFHliN %A I TW5 (Vosetal,
2004; Verschoor et al., 2004; Van der stap et al., 2006), %1 %1%, Vos etal. (2004) 1%, —¥&4E
PFESIO@ CREE OIS ENEY) KT, A 7 ¥ EOREERSHEECHAE
ZEte 2-3 REBREOBWES RIS DR OB EEB 2T 5 Z & AT
FTUTTHLTEY, ZOTFHIE Verschoor et al. (2004) (2 X 51 7 &€, fERMED Y R
U I (Brachionus calyciflorus) M OFEMED 7 7 1D L (Asplanchna brightwelli)
EEUHEFERTIIES N TN D, o T, ALFWEIT X 5555 O FEELDME AR
TEEBNREIC KT TS E T 5 LT, A DX T ORBERITARRET L E R D,
LB K 2 BERIE R OB ELAME AR B AR IS ST 38, BEL Sy — v (R
i) 0, HEE & R DMK FET DAl 5, Bl 21X, Van der stap et al. (2006)
1T, BRSO K o THHATERL D R BIME DS R DDA B X EHEE L TYRY
L (B. calyciflorus) OERREENREZ LUl L=, & DORER, A4 I X ENRHEEK E R S
ROWGEITYRY Ly DB EEBNANLZE L 72 DN A b, £ IR Z TR
D ([HEORERELRT) A WX E LIGE T, BEEZHILET 2T,
TEAREDN PRI D HESRITIENI L7~ (Van der stap et al., 2006) , & D/ — A%, O EAN
RS O BRI O NS S Y, R T O O MR A ZBE <Y R U L U AT O 15 RS
(Pseudotrochal screening & FEIZAV D) 23R F H OFHAETIE 23 m WG G ITTERIZE) =,
AHWEERLF- OB IAHZ B IHIZIR F S EREREBZ X H1 TS (Van der
stap et al., 2006), —J7, A X EORRIERD X 5 I/ STk A4 X% (ERE 4-
25 um) (XK Y A XOKREREWY T T 7 b (eg., Daphnia J& ¥ =) 1Zxk LTI
BN NS EFRIFE STV S (Van der stap et al., 2006; Liirling and Van Donk, 1996)

Bl 21X, Daphnia J& TIIARY A X3/ N SN D, cucullata (AR TER 0.8-1.1 mm 2
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JE) (IBERTER LTcA B ZE (S acutus) ZEE & LA IR R SOBEIENME T Lz
PR A XD R E 72 D. pulex (A TR 3-4mm L) 13 ELZ T kol
(Liirling and Van Donk, 1996), —J5, {K4 A X2 59, I v O 1 XER
PEIE, Sl B A B OTERE, WAKITENC K> TH 57225 (Geller and Miiller, 1981;
DeMott and Kerfoot, 1982), 5l 2 I, K41 X3/ NSV Bosmina longirostris (A5 0.2-0.6
mm FEEE) 1, /N SRR (RN 3-7Tum) K0 b RE e (RAK 25-28 um)
R AHIBBRT S Z ERNM BTV S (Bleiwas and Stokes, 1985), %7z, 25 4 &

TUX, A B & EZHafE L7z Daphnia J& OB E L Bosmina J& X0 HBHEFEITIEK T 52
EBRPSNIeoTe, ZOX I, BB OBEL N2 — GRELIED) KON E &
DR B 20 B A XEIRIT, (LRI K D BHAIB R OB ELZ A L - AR e~
HEARET 2HEERERE VR D,

ZHVETIS, BHRTERL OB R A, £ OfEEL R F — OB FE OROEWIER L,
[l — D FEERGA T T L 72 ZE B 22, ARBFE T, BRI OBREL S & — o & 1Y
BEOERDRDRIIHTOIHEBEOENZHALNCTLZZEEZAMEL, A WX E

(Desmodesmus subspicatus) & $727% Y afd (D. galeata %7213 B. longirostris) %
MERRRE & 9% 2 SR BE I Co BT R 2 F, BEATE L O B & 758 0 E (R REB) 8 I
FTBEM U, EFWEL LT, SV aiONA 0T FIETTA I EE S
obliquus DFERIZALZLET 5 2 & 038 S4 TV 5 benzalkonium bromide (Zhu et al.,
2020) (LARg, BZK-Br & #70) , %72 D. subspicatus DEHARIEAR 2 THEICRBES 5 Z L3
BEEN (Yasumoto et al., 2005) T 5 sodium octyl sulfate (LA, SOS & #E5E) @ 2D R

i MEA 2 Tz,
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5-2. EBMEIL KR OGIE
5-2-1. EBREMKR ORBRYE

AKEBRTHWREA B X E (D. subspicatus) & XV > 2¥8 2 # (D. galeata, B.
longirostris) DATFTILE X OEEESFIFICHOWTE, 8 1 EICiE#E L@ Th b, £z,
AREBRCTHWZRBRWE (BZK-Br i LU S0S) ODAFILB LR v 7 IFROFHHEE L

I 1 EICRE L@ TH D,

5-2-2. 2 REE:METOMEMBE L~V EER

AR TIE, SOS 6 £ U BZK-Br DK FENREE DS 2 RABB PSR (0 48, IV
=) OERBEENREIC RITTHEEZH ST 5720, 54EW & LT D. subspicatus, 1%
# L LT D.galeata & %\ X B. longirostris Z iR & U= 5% 2 %2 Vo, AREBRT
1%, D. subspicatus OFEETER OBEEL (758 £ 72138061 12 X 2 EEEEBIRE~ D RO 7
EIHET 2720, 8 1 EROE 2 B TR LNERE BB RO 4 E R O TEhIC
B G2 IRV (<72-hEC)0 £7213<48-hLCy) & L C,SOS % 200mg L, BZK-Br %
10 pg L ZMREEIRIE & L7,

FBAZTIL 500 mL FEDOEMN & =M 7 7 2 3z v, - HIZIE COMBO Kqtt (500
mL) %Wz, ARFEERRIZEVT SOS B L O BZK-Br 23 D. subspicatus \Z |3 528 %
e 2720, L Vv i aE AT DRI, D. subspicatus % IR E 10* cells mL"' T#
AL, ®HRIX, SOS B#FEX, 5 J U BZK-Br BEF#E X2\ T 3 A& L7, 3 AicE
\F % D. subspicatus O FE & OREHARTEZ R 2 HIE L, COMBO B CHEFRE FE % 2 x
10° cells mL" ICFFR#& L 7=, Z NI D. galeata % 20 inds L', B. longirostris % 40 inds L™

TR L, 2 B BPECOMIER A BbA LT,

FEEEAR P, KR, pH, DO, & S mmiE Al (SOS & BZK-Br) ORFE, B XUV L 2
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VY aBOBEICONT, —EHH I LICHE L BEEITo T, BEIXT 7 A anb
03 mL O 7 VAR E L, Ml & AR L 2 Rtek LTz, TP adHicon
T, MEREA A 7 Z A =27C 100 inds (200 inds L) A & TlEAEEE A B TR
BL,ENUEOBAEFY T T E LTSomL (2RO 1/10) % 3[EERY, BEikEk%E
HE LT T AaNITRE Lz, 2F0, 28D 3/10 B L CEELHE LT-, T
6 ZLIZ4 77 2aT50mL (EX Z &2 150mL) Z£H L, 50 mL ¢ COMBO
Eit CaEA 500mL IR L7, Z DOEE, SOS ¥ LU BZK-Br # £ LB X RN L 7=,
B L 72 KEUBHE, GF/IC 7 4 V2 — T A L 721, 100 mL % BZK-Br, 50 mL % SOS D&
EOPTICHE L7, ERRIL, IV a2 RALTHMG 60 AT 72,

B, IV ARTOBELE L ZOREMRICET HEIEL LT, BEOEERAEL
TR L TR 55 ZEMRE O %5 CV! (Panetal., 2020) , BIE S -HE DO
KB & R/ MED O F R E L TER SN D HKIRIE (Verschoor et al., 2004) , KO
RAREE AN Lc, Zh b ORI, PIBEIERF OB EIC X > TERNZELT 5720
(Verschoor et al., 2004; Sakamoto et al., 2016) , BRI DU TILMIEE D3 FHr 2T < 72
ST-FEBRBIMAHE 12 BHUK, 20 a3l oW TCERIEBE~ORBLEET L0
PR OB E N FBRE TREO M L 0 b @ igofc ¥4 17 (21 HR) LD
T2 EHWTHEAEEIT- T,

B O BR80T 2 R S K OBHATERREL, S 72RO REMEICE 2 A 46HE
{13, Bartlett’s e (C & W LB IX [ D% 5 ML 2 O T2, F0WPMETE 256
(T —JERL B B M OV Dunnett 17, %50 BMBUE S 722V 5813 Welch O 11 7E
(2 KD HRIX & BABIX D ik 21T o 72, 7235, Welch O ¢ BEIZF 1T 2 BRI T,
Holm {EIZHE > CHEBEKMEAMIE Lz, F72, 12 A HEURRICI T 2 BT AL O BkIZ

B DITER R & U T, 14 EIHEE OBEEKRF 7 4 — K23 7 (Miner et al., 2005)

110



MEZ LD, HHMBCER LI Uy aEHEBEOEEL (logw (Y2
FE) /logio (BEAEE)) ZiEIRME L U CRHR Lz, BELOYR M LXK (BZK-Br
JRS0S) & DR FAEHBERTER I KT T BRI O\ T, —fRERIEET L& v
TRl L7z, —MRALBIZE T L Tl ISE LB OMR M & LTH o~ 04, log U 7
BE%a HW =, PLEOENTIE R TITW, Dunnett UEIZ 133> 77— multcomp (Hothorn

etal., 2016) Z=fFH L7-,

5-2-3. FmETEHERDOERDHT

BZK-Br Ok T 72 KEHE, GF/IC 7 1 /v % — (FL#& 1.2 um, Cytiva, Tokyo, Japan)
TAHW LT, WiREOFREHT 10—100 pg L' O#FPHICAR D L5 LT, Cs VT A

(Bond Elut, Agilent technologies, USA) |2 X 2 @A 21T\, A % /7 — /L CiEitk, 77
Mr TR Lc, 7ed, BEAHHIC X5 BZK-Br OEILERE, RINEINGRERIZ X
10,50,100,200 pg L' (% 1L, & 1 51) ZMat L7I2AER, 2241 98.4%, 103.6 %, 121.9 %,
94.6 % Tod o7z, [EILERA—H 120 %4 #iE L TV 223, £ OAlE+10 Y%A D B AT 72 [
ILERHDFF HILTND Z &b, BULGRER CORBHEE ORI 535 > & L
L, 10—100 ug L' OGP CIXECHRIC L D REMEIT I TO R otz REHIEHE T AT
WAE L7, BRI C2—10mg L' & 7225 X 5 7k b= U )VICHIEMRE L7=, BZK-Br
DERDGHTIE, 9t 7 o & L TEAHEZER ODS-UG-3 (£ 2.0 mm x 100 mm) , 10
mM ¥l : 7 h=hU (3:7) ZBEEL L7 HPLC o 2170, Bt & 220 nm
2B D E— 7 mfEE RO, EEIT BZK-Br OEAERE (1,2,5,10mgL!) & L2
Ak B EARE TIT UV, ROHTICIH T 2 & FIRMEIL 028 mg L' Th 7o, RAHEHE

(200 mL) K OFARO S Hr 2 (0.5 mL) 2 BT 5 & RRIEMEERIL 400 5L 720,

ZO%EOREHREOE R FIREIL 0.7 pg L Th o7,
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SOS 22\ T, REHHICE TN D EA 4 v R ORI & &2 x50, A F Ly
TN— BRI O KD BRSO AT o7, SOS IEERERE AN E 2, SOS DI
HeEE} 2,5, 10,20 mg L (SINE 134 | mL, k& TENZEIL2,5,10,20pug) &6 &I
TERL L 7 M AR D FEBAN & 72 2 K5 BB ORI ZAT, fricfk Uiz, AROHTicET
SOS D iE & FRREIX, #xf & T 0.5ug TH Y, gk KIHIE (50mL) TiX 00l mgL' TH

27,

5-3. fER

D. subspicatus D H—F538 23\ T, BZK-Br ALFL X & ) SOS BEFZ X T D D. subspicatus
DGR 1T R & 2D 53 (Fig. 5-1a, P =0.22) , BERIEALEEIT SOS BREEIX T
OHIE L= (Fig. 5-1b, P <0.001),

1.5

=
IS

=
w
1

Growth rate (day-!)
-
N}

1.1

1.0

Control BZK-Br S0S

2.6

2.4 A
2.2 4
2.0 A
1.8 -
1.6 -

Cells per colony

1.4 4
1.2 4
1.0 —E—, =)

Control BZK-Br SOS

Fig. 5-1. AR L~V REBRIZIS T DA U 2 € ORiEFELH TOSLBIX OHEIER (a,
P EARE(R A2, N = 3) I8 L UMEARTE AL (b, T2 AR HE(R 22, N = 3) D JLi.
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D. subspicatus & D. galeata DIEFE RIZIBW T, BAELX D D. subspicatus DR &
I% Day-21 % T 2—5 x 10° cells mL™ OFiFH CTHINM L7z (Fig. 5-2a), % D%, SOS ME#E X
Tl Day-24 7> 5 Day-60 £ TEWEE (10°cellsmL!' <) 235HERF ST = — 5 C, %R
X33 X OV BZK-Br 152 [X Cld Day-36 (2 10° cells mL™' % F[a] ¥ | £#Z BZK-Br BEFE X Tl
BARBEFED 10° cellsmL ' LA T & 72 2855 6 Ao v/ (Fig. 5-2a), D. galeata DL, %}
MX & BZK-Br I35 X |23V T Day-27 £ CTRERICEEIN L, xFREIX Tl Day-39 (IC & —7

(987 +55ind. L) %/~ L, BZK-Br B [X Tl Day-33 TS HIZ@WOE—72 (1384 +189
ind. L") #-~xL7= (Fig. 5-2¢), ©—Z7EEITEL#, 251X Day-51 TR L2

(Fig. 5-2¢), SOSBRFEXIZ B TIIFECH 72 5 B HI N A3 B2 S, Day-48 LL% Cldx R
X &% DOHEE (]9 450—500 ind. L) & 72 -7 (Fig. 5-2¢), B. longirostris S {HEH O
F U, D. subspicatus DFILE FE 1T Day-12 7> 5 Day-15 OIZE K (8 3 x 10° cells mL-
) L7e0, Z0O% b Day-60 £ T2 TOMEX T 1—2 x 10° cells mL”! THERF S LT

(Fig. 5-2b), B. longirostris D JE 1L Day-21 £ TR TOMEX CRIERIZHIM L7=28, &
D%IT SOS BRFEXITIH W T X LV b e — 7 478 L, Day-30 725 Day-33
T THR 1100 ind. L IZE L7 (Fig. 5-2d), & TOFLXIZISWNT, B. longirostris
DEFEENE— 1T LT BICRE R T 2R 5§, X3 KO BZK-Br 1

X T4 600 ind. L', SOS PR X T349I 900 ind. L' CTHMpREE & 72 7= (Fig. 5-2d).,
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log;o cells mL?

1,800
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300

Desmodesmus-Daphnia systems

—o-Control

-0+ BZK-Br
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0

6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60

-o-Control
-+ BZK-Br

5 41 —o-Control
+BZK-Br
-4-S0S

4 T T

1,800

1,500 4 d

1,200 4

— —o-Control

600 A

300 A

Desmodesmus-Bosmina systems

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60

-4+ BZK-Br

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60

Fig. 5-2. fEARE L~V EBRIZKIT 54 B X E (a, b, D. subspicatus)& X ¥ 2 5H (c, D.
galeata F 7213 d, B. longirostris) D4 ALEL X T D% FE DRRRFEAL CF4) AR HE(R 722, N = 10).
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EERIIM T, 2 TORIXIZE T 5 KIRIE 21.5—22.7 )CO#PHANTE L L= (Fig. 5-
3a, b), pH I, D. galeata 7’N1EEFH ORIZH O TId Day-30 LABICALEE X B CEVA RS
i, BZK-Brigi& X (f) 5.5—9.0) TITXMX (7 8.0—9.5) KV RV IKAETLEB)§ H1H
7258 - 7275, SOS BREE XTI W TITRMX &LV @uvvkiE (8 8.0—10.5) TEHE L7

(Fig. 5-3¢), B. longirostris INHEH D54, pH 1L SOS BEFE X T AEKV K HE (57 8.0—
10.0) CTEH L7z (Fig. 5-3d), DO ([Z2OW\WT HAE X OEH) & — 2 DiEW I pH &
R TH Y, D. galeata PIHEH DAL SOSIEFEX (1 10—17mg L") > 3K (1
75—15mg L") > BZK-Brig#X (#74.5—15 mg L") DNEIZHEEZLOKEENR KX <L

(Fig. 5-3¢) , B. longirostris 34 E & D% Tl SOS BEFE X IZ B W TR X L 0 K
KHE (K 9—15mg L) TEH L7 (Fig. 5-3), EERHIMICEIT D BZK-Br OIEEIL
Day-36 £ TIZ 2K TER TR (< 028 mg L) % Flal- 723, Day-36 LA D BZK-
BrI##E XIZ B W TIEK 2—5 pg LT 23 &4 (Fig. 5-4a,b) , D. galeata 3 THEFH DR T
1% Day-60 (28 THI 14 ug L' 23S &7z (Fig. 5-4a), SOS (DWW T, SEERIIR %

L CEBLX TR &, Day-24 £ Tl 20 pg L L FOFEN %<, Day-30 7> 5%
20—50 pg LR E A i 47z (Fig. 5-4¢,d), SOS W2 XTI, D. galeata H3{HEH D%
Tl Day-48 C SOSEENHRKAM (104 pg L) 720, 2L S MALEEX X 0 &
DMERF &7z (Fig. 5-4c) . B. longirostris B>HEF D% TIX, Day-24 7> & Day-60 (27> 7,
SOS 1% SOS W& X CTHILFLX L v & @ vk (]9 30—75ugL!) CEH L7z (Fig.

5-4d) .
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1 e DO -o-Control 3-BZK-Br -a—SOS 19 1 FDO
T ]
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13 K - t‘.-
: |t ()
SO
11 = e
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7 —o-Control -.-BZK-Br —a—S0S
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6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60

Fig. 5-3. fERRE L~ L FBUZE 1 2 4 ALFREKTOKIR (a, b), pH (c, ), DO E (e, ) D%
Al () H AR R 72, N = 10).
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Desmodesmus-Daphnia systems Desmodesmus-Bosmina systems

20 20
18 1 9 BZK -o-Control - BZK-Br —a—S0S 18 1 b BZK -o-Control .o-BZK-Br —a—S0S
16 | 16 |
14 | 14 |
- 12 12
10 10
)
3 8 8
6 6
4 | 4 |
2 4 2
0 0
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60
140 140

120 1 C SOS -o-Control -;3-BZK-Br —-a—S0S 120 | d SOS -0-Control 3-BZK-Br -a—SOS

100 100 4

80 80 A

60 60 4

pg Lt

40 A 40

20 20

s

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60

Fig. 5-4. {EARRE L~V FEBRITI 1T 5 5 4LBE X T BZK-Br 2 (a, b), SOS IS (¢, d) @
RRFZRA b,

D. galeata ™ HEH DORIZIT % D. subspicatus DEERTZ AL, XX TlX Day-9 125
3.0 £ THIMN L 7214, Day-60 % T 2.5—3.2 Ol T L 7= (Fig. 5-5a), BZK-Br IEEZ[X.
TIE Day-9 (2 2.5 P2 £ T L2MEINE T, Day-24 £ TlE 2.1—2.5 O TE(L L7273,
Day-27 2> & Day-39 Tidfc K 3.2 £ TE< 20, ZOHKITRX & [FtkOHE (2.5—3.1)
THIR L7 (Fig. 5-5a), SOS PEFEX Tld Day-3 (T 5.0 ([ZITV Ml Z R L7=1%, Day-15 (21
2.4 £ THA L, Day-60 £ THIALBEX L 0 LR WEEPH (2.3—2.6) THER L 72 (Fig. 5-
5a), B. longirostris DNHEFH D56, xHRIX IS L OV BZK-Br & K235 1F 2 BEAT A LI
FER A LTI 1.7 EFTLEL 26T, D. galeata D6 L ~RWERNIZ S - 72

(Fig. 5-5b), — 77, SOS Mz X235 1F HREMAIZ AL Day-3 T 4.5 £ THINL, D%

HAALFRX LV B VE (17—3.0) TZ&{k L7z (Fig. 5-5b),
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Desmodesmus-Daphnia systems Desmodesmus-Bosmina systems

a —o—Control b —o~—Control
° —O-BZK-Br = ] —0-BZK-Br

Cells per colony
Cells per colony

Fig. 5-5. fEARHE L~V EBRIZI 1T 5 A NBLX T ORI AL ORI ZE L () = R HE(R
72, N =10). D. galeata 514 %E:7& O 3 (a), B. longirostris 3 HE & D% (b).

FEARTE R DR E RN DWW CT—RAGBIE T 7 L TlRET L 72 /52K (Table 5-1) , 1H#
F % D. galeata & LT=%2DEFTI)VTIL, D. galeata & D EFEL (logie (Daphnia)
/logio (algae)) NIEDERNTHY (P<0.001) , L & BZK-Brig#E & O HEH (P
<0.01) KO SOS DR EAMEM (P<0.001) BEAOERKE LTRSS, £, B
longirostris BNHEH DETT VT T Y, B. longirostris & HIEDE L (logie (Bosmina)
/logio (algae)) B XU & BZK-Br IRED L HEAEMIZZNENIEDOE (P < 0.05)
EADE (P<0.001) Z/R L7720, B L SOS R DA AAENZ DWW TIXIED R R

(P<0.001) Z/RL7T-,
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Table 5-1 4 B X E L I V2 a® 2 AR ERIZHB W CEIZ SN RHATEZ R EEIZ B IE 3
SV a OB E D 20RO SOS, BZK-Br & D32 BAEA %15 GLM fEMT
(2 & DR,

Parameters Estimate (= SE) t-value P -value

Algae-Daphnia systems

Intercept 0.77 (£ 0.05) 17.15 <0.001
logo(Daphnia )/log;o(algae) 0.61 (+0.10) 5.99 <0.001
logo(Daphnia )/log;o(algae) - BZK-Br -0.11 (£0.04) -3.01 <0.01

logio(Daphnia )/log;(algae) - SOS - 0.28 (£ 0.05) -5.86 <0.001

Algae-Bosmina systems

Intercept 0.14 (£ 0.11) 1.25 0.21
logo(Bosmina )/1og;o(algae) 0.59 (£ 0.25) 2.32 <0.05
log o(Bosmina )/log;(algae) - BZK-Br -0.23 (£0.06) -3.56 <0.001
log o(Bosmina )/log;¢(algae) - SOS 0.68 (= 0.06) 10.61 <0.001

D. galeata % {HEF & LT3R D D. subspicatus (233 T, XHRRIXITx9 5 SOS MEFEX. T
DOAETOREMRIEITIAEAKYE 0.001 K TR -7 - HiEERE CVIiTEm < (Fig. 5-
6a, P < 0.001) , F KIRHE logio (max/min) 1K< (Fig. 5-6b, P < 0.001) , 5% 1T
M7= (Fig. 5-6¢, P<0.001), %72, BZK-Br i X|Z31F 5 D. subspicatus D iR E
RTPRIX L 0 B2y~ 7= (Fig. 5-6, P < 0.05), D. galeata |3, BZK-Br BtE X2 BT
CVIARIRIX L 0 A EITME<  (Fig. 5-6a, P<0.01) ,logi (max/min) 1IXRX IV AE
\Z@Enro 7z (Fig. 5-6b, P<0.05), 7=, RAKE X SOSIBEXICB W THBK LY HE
WA » > 7= (Fig. 5-6¢, P < 0.05), — 7 C, B. longirostris = {4EH & L7-% Tl, D.
subspicatus ¥ J. O8N B. longirostris DfE & 12, & COLEMEFRRIEIZ DOV TxF X & AL

X CHBEENRIE SN ho T,
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Desmodesmus-Daphnia systems

Desmodesmus-Bosmina systems
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D. subspicatus D. galeata D. subspicatus B. longirostris

Fig. 5-6. fH{REE L~V EBRICI T 5 KAEO B LB 5 EH L 7= & LBLX TOLEBR
H (a, b), BEKIRIE (c, d), B & U\Hﬂf&’{f}}; (e, ) D Fhie. 134 TP H R % TR (N
=3).
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5-4. EBR
BZK-Br 1 £ OV SOS DV RAUEFE L, FHIZ D. galeata % {HE# & LT-RICE T DR
DOIEEREENRE 2 K& < 2 b &8 7=, BZK-Br BEFEX TIX, D. subspicatus 1IXTHRX X0 &
BWEECEELCTEBY (Fig. 5-2a) , D. galeata |33\ MEKEENE & @0 e — 27 BE 4
L7272 (Fig. 5-2b) , HEFIZ L 2B OB EFENHE RN L EZIBND,
BZK-Br Mg X(Z81T D EHATE ALY, B2 EBRIS (Day-3 75 Day-24) CTxIHRIX X
DARVMEIA 238 V), D. subspicatus TR @\ WEIG TIAE L 7o/ S 728K 230131 D D.
galeata TAAREDRRICHE LIz Z & 2R $ %, Panet al. (2020) (2XLD 2 flR (S
obliquus & D. magna) TORMEFEFERIZIBWTE, FUAEYE norfloxacin DIE#EE T S.
obliquus ERFED 4 MIFIFERDOEIG MR HEFF SN TWDIGG, D. magna DIERRERLR
WY, E— BELE Ko I ERINTWD, £io, E—7%ICBEIh
SR EAREEEE 0K T (Fig 5-2b) 1, MWEE T TOREHEEICLD D.
subspicatus THRFEPN OB —# D (Fig. 5-3a, Day-30 7> 5 Day-36) =<°, Daphnia O
KRN V7 = 0 U HEWE (crowding substance) DI X BIE1ERD EF{-LH
APFEROIET (Lirling et al., 2003) , £ 7240k AL (RIR TN HEE 1A o A= pE,
Kleiven et al., 1992) RN ERER LFZ R b D, BZK-Br BREEX & 135 lRAYIZ, SOS B
# XTI D D. subspicatus DAMILE I I L0 @ < MeRr s 4v (Fig. 5-2a) , £72 D
galeata DEREEE FE IR L T 7= (Fig. 5-2b), Day-4 75 Day-12 £ TO
SOS MRFE XTI 1T DRI I Z @ W THERS L Tz 2 & s (Fig. 5-3a) , SEERA)
MZEBT D D. galeata DIRINESCHAEERICHEEZRITLI-EEZ NS, 1z, R
BN I W TEFHD M FE 1T K HE (K9 5X10% cellsmL™)  THERF S 4172728, ik
(2% LT 10% D85 I H# (6 HIZ 1[A]) 12X 2R ~OREBRUE TIIEsE O R &R E

DERTZIVT, D. galeata \Zx53 5B 72 fEE A% FEl> 7= AIREMDR & 5, il 21, BFAIC
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GENDRFE U U OLENEIE (220) % FREISHA, Daphnia \Z31F %5 DNA : RNA
FEME T U, AREER K T2 (Vrede et al., 2002), F 7=, SOS & /3L AgFE L 7=

ZHED 5T, Day-12 AR TREATE AL 23 o0 JLBRIX L 0 ARV MECTAE) L7 DiE (Fig.
5-3a) , BEEHOMIH EHLRIEIZIE L CTHB Y, D ORMATZ A B L D SR B R Z 12
THIFREI D Z & (Watkins et al., 2011) 72 ENFEREZZ HND,

D. galeata 734 D% & el U C, B. longirostris % %4 & L7122 TiE, BZK-Br B &
' SOS DBRFRIIHE AR [EATFENRE B R B A MT S e o o, FIIEGET, D.
subspicatus ORI FE L2 TOMEX THK 1—3 x 10° cells mL"' TFfr & 720 (Fig. 5-
2¢) , B. longirostris {E{A#EIX SOS BRZE X IZ W CTHIALERX L 0 ) @\ BE Gl 2 8 L
7= (Fig. 5-2d), Daphnia & %720, Bosmina |ZEEEAA~OBERTEA/NE <, BT FEH
BRERINA ) (BHIREEZ2 &) ITIRTE L CRERIRIE & 22 0, NI BERIIME S —E L 72 5

(Ertan et al., 2011), E£7=, B. longirostris 1% Daphnia & Ht~"C, EUARER R %4 2 Bl
EHIREEAME < (Urabe, 1991) , 220 WEHRIE TIZEFDOHE (C: NIEBLWC: Pl) (2
%35 BUEAMEV /28 (Urabe and Watanabe, 1992) , 808 & B O A% U CE AR
BB LTIV, S 61, KROH 4 BT, SOS ZRE L THIETZ A Z 5
Sz D. subspicatus % B. longirostris \ZfE & U TH X 72556, FrZ 4 MIAREARICRT 5
AERRMERFHNZ E BT LN > TWnD, KEBRTORMRIEAIIZONWTHRS &, %
FRIX & BZK-Br BB X CRIEROZEB 4~ LT Y, SOS BRFEX TOHEMETEB) L T
/= (Fig.5-3b), £ D7, SOSMEFEIX D B. longirostris [AAEEIC B W CTHIEZ SN E W
FEEAE, RE QYA XK (4 MRl L) AEnwEIS CHICEENTEY, B
longirostris \ZxF T 2 BRIBINA N Z @O TR TH RN B 2 bl b,

A FCRE 0D W) A S R 2 B N 7 SEBR MR T 2 d5 1 D REIRIERRLEIE, X v v a0 fEIZBD

57, logio (LY aFHE) Nogro (BEFEEE) X L CIEDMIRNH > 7= (Table 5-3),
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DU aDBENEBWVIEEZNO DA 0 UEENEGL R, FEARL0 TV —

771

L DOFIE A UIRANZBA T D72, BFRTERL b B 2D L B2 bivd, Fio, #M
DEFEEDPEEE T A 1 F RSN DMLY, N OBEREWIE EMY 2D
DRV 27 PIK T 570, BUERERIITIRLS 725, 165 T, A FILFHEL #2361
AW & B DB FETARAT L CHRBMEN T D & ) BERA Tl & — 892 (Miner
et al.,, 2005), ZAULiZx L, BZK-Br IREIZA DR AR L TE Y (Table 5-1) , Tl
BZK-Br O/ VARG X V2 OB E SIS E OB AICB O T ORI K H
HREEMH L2 &2 BND (Fig. 5-3a, b), —J7, SOS OULERGN RIZHEH )Y D.
galeata DIFE (ADE) & B. longirostris D¥E (IEORNE) THEA > Tu /= (Table
5-1), AU, )HRXICx 5 SOS Mk X CORKIER LD, D. galeata IMEEH D6
IHMEL 722> T Y (Fig. 5-3a) , B. longirostris T H DBHAITEVMEABICH > 72720
EEZ b5 (Fig. 5-3b), B. longirostris DEEENE— 7 12 72> 72 Wif#] (Day-27 LA
) Z1X U, SOSIREEIX DR A A o ST O BT R IX L 0 muvMEmRIic S D

(Fig. 5-4d) , B. longirostris RO A 0 F L BENEE > TV LB EREEZ S
N5,

FROLENEICEAT 211X, D. galeata % HEE & L2 RICEB W TOHLBXETO
AR BTz (Fig. 5-6a, b, ©) . WEBRE CV ILE E OFEHE L EER KT D
LEMEDIRIETH Y, mWIE EEEREOFRED B SR TE 5 (Pan et al., 2020),
F 72, B KIENE logie (max/min) 1XE W EBELENE LW L2 ERL, KIKBE &
& B ATHERFE D FERFRA IR BRI Y A 7 & RTHEENRIEFE L WA S5 (Verschoor et al,
2004; Sakamoto et al., 2016), BZK-Br l##& X T, D. subspicatus DN E MK (Fig.
5-6¢) , £7= D. galeata |2\ TH CV! MK L, logie (max/min) &\ & 225, BZK-

Br (& X D BHTE RO MBI DRI Y R 7 2@ 5 2 LR E LTz, AR L (R
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KR, S. obliquus & D. magna @ 2 FERIZEBWTH AR OGN EFED CV! 2K F &
LT ENRENTEY (Pan et al, 2020) , RN T L7z D. magna D3B8 % £\
R L, #iRE LT D magna OEEEEE G ERITEVEE 2570 2 ENERERT
boHEEZ BN, —J57T,SOSMEFE X Tl D. subspicatus |22 TR S 7= & Fa
IR & LR TIRWEIR Y 27 2R LTE Y (Fig. 5-6a, b, ¢) , D. galeata T3 iK%
JFE D BMENMEEI AN - 7278, T D. galeata DYTHURKTERLE OIRIE AN B S 4171
RTHY, SOSIZ L DBATEROFFEIL 2 FRIZH T DRI X7 %@ 5B K TR
WEEZBND, B. longirostris N EH DRI THAIEOFEFEE IR X THE
PN SN o =BT (Fig. 5-6d, e, f) |, B. longirostris DfEREME L, (HO B

B, JERER ORI

S

BE 2T Wew, WfE & b IS RE ALk
Mol fERTHD E NV Z D,

Daphnia & Bosmina 132 < OIMHBEIZHIT 2B EFETH Y (Demott and Kerfoot, 1982;
Nevalainen et al., 2014; Oh et al., 2019) , 77 > 7 b U RBAFIZ L 5V A AR 72 &
JEDRSFIWGEIX, BEBE IR Daphnia 7318549 %  (Huelsmann, 2011), L 72>L, B944C
BT D Daphnia OEAFEEIEX, WiBICED Ny X T U 2T T, BIOEREIC L
LR LT v THRICHRE LA SID (Huelsmann, 2011), A58 T, BZK-Br (2
K DRHRTZ R O 23 D. galeata DIREEER R 2R U, 5 E L) & N2 EL S H, 2KV
AT kb Z L ER UL, AT, B. longirostris DEIREEENRBIZ B 22 1T 7 v o 72
FIIL, BZK-Br |2 L o THAEEELAIGI SN D & ZNOE SR D. galeata 775 B.
longirostris ~[E &M D Z L RS %, B. longirostris DME LT 52 TlE, £ OfRHE
ERR DR (B, oI vrae s m) BNHET D720, RKEEMEN
1OWMZ5ZETCHRNOYERSZ XN —DREHENKFTTDEEZLND

(Hanazato, 2001), & DR, FRATE O & i AR O RFARIE-CIE AR K2 b 52
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B RIFTAREMEN S D, BZK-Br 7217 T/ <, BREAISLESE, PUAWES Ok~ 721k
FYENRIRE COHABROMELG SEZITZLRME SN TWD (Zhu et al,
2016; Huang et al., 2016; Zhu et al., 2019; Pan et al., 2020) Z & h, 2O X H R EED Y
AZIFmWEEZ NS, Fiz, SOS IZ K DRHAEEROFEIL, ROLERICEDL L1
B DRI U 7o 2R, B & B D 2 RBBE I RIT T BT W & & 2 B L7z, D.
galeata DIBERER R 21K T &4, AT B. longirostris DBERER R 2 @ s 12 S 2 B+
Dl HREE G 3 RBEMEOR T 2 MOMBHEEIRIC N3 2 BT 5 2
H LR, A1, Daphnia J& & Bosmina J&DFEERS0, T 0 DIEH & & H72 3 %
FEPELL E OB TR L, BEARTE A O BELS BHEBN BRI ST B A T O T 2 03

WHDHIEAD,
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6-1. FF R DHEE

ARFZETIE, AL X B KEAMEIZ I 5 FHERE OBELAME R L OREE
BRI RITTREBOMALZ A E LT, BAF Y - BBA A RmiEANC L 54 0 7
DOFARERROBE GEER LOWME) 27— L L, BENA WFELID 2
YA 2T ANEH > AT LG 2 2508 A 51l LTz, AFmSCTlE, —#EOERIIE U T
PART 1 (%1%, %52%) ,PART I (353 %, 54 %) , PART Il (35 #%) |24

2|0 YT =729, LA F T PART & &1 BRI RIS OV TR T 5.

6-2. PART I REEHANCKT DA WX E L I PV aHORBRSEME

EH#EEE (ARAEROEKAE) &MERE FEEABROBED) ORERF
PART 1 TiZ, f&A A4 SimiEHER (SDS I L NS0S) & BhA A4 > FimiGteAl (BZK-
Br) IZK5EME~OEBE EROEKOME) MRS BRI O®EEL
IZOWCIREBRZ BT 572, A I X EFA3FE (D. subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus)
BIOI Va2 (D. galeata, B. longirostris) % %5\ AEW) GG SR % Ik Lz,
I THROLNTEERE (ECsod LN EC) &MBEEE (LOEC) DZE, MHEZEIC
SUNTERRE - BEEERR 534 5 BT, BT L X U CR S % 7= 05 R &
2%, o, MERELS SEZTRE (LOEC) MEEHFOARBRETMIICHNON S
EHCEORE R (ECsod LWNEC)) RCEREEHIRE L VAR Z &1, Zh 6 O R ETEMEA]
(1L, BEARTERR OBEEL 2 /i U CARE SRS AR O [E (KBTI EERE 2 B S H 9 5
BV AT NHDHZ L HRmE L TnD,

PART 1 TH L2 RERFE ST DWW T, AR AFEK 2 FEEEIC 3 L 72 EClo 3 X OBEATE
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R FREEIZ B L72 LOEC, &1 48 X UG A A v FmmiE tEF o) 1| HF ¢ O i KR
HE O SCHRE (Gonzélez et al. 2010; Jackson et al., 2016) % Table 6-1 (ZHEHE L 7=, BEIK
TERAZ%4 % SDS <2 SOS, BZK-Br @ LOEC (%, A 71 Z EHHIZH 5 ECio &t THI 12
226 1/1000 K<, FriTka A A o FUmiEMERITld LOEC & ECi DN (1/10—
1/1000) Th o7z, LFWEOYM Y 2 7 50 TlE, ZaMEICBUE L 72 B E 2 5% 0E
D 1o DI FENMERREL (10205 100 F2EE) A3 UTZIREA WS 528 (1L, 2003)
ZNT ORI OFEIZOWTITAERY A7 OBERH DL VR D, £z, REF T
D KB HREE & T HEIRIE AU KT D 21 A4 o FmiEPE#R 0 LOEC 3RV Z &
NG, BB OFBEIEREE P THLHET LV A PENEZRLHND,
—J57C, SDS X° SOS [T iE =R (7T LHE) 1T X - TEMER R 5 55, BZK-
IZ X DBHETE RO ME ORREL, I Vv DHOTSEE KT T D04 nE RIS L
S TET 2R S K oivic, o T, BHRIEROBEL % EfEICTHMT 57201213, #
ELOMERBET (B OIS IR S T2 BRI & OMBEAEM 7R L) 1220 T

MAZE L, KIRETOENT 2RMEELZE LICHMiICRT 5 Z LN EETH S,
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Table 6-1 AWFIE TH: HIVT-A B X EFH 3 F (D. subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus) 3 OV V> = 2 B (D. galeata, B. longirostris) \Z%f
I FHIETEAID 72-h 38 LT 48-h ECio (95%IRHHIX ) & 1 U Z BHO BT A 2 ftEL9 5 LOEC, I KL UERELH T O i AR TR IE (3L
BRAE) O LE#EZ. EC1o 35 X OV LOEC D Hif 1L, SDS 3 & OV SOS {22V Tid mg L, BZK-Br {22\ Clid pg L TR

Surfactants Taxon

Species

Growth/Immobilization

Colony formation

Environmental concentration

ECi0 [95% C.1.] LOEC Maximum value
SDS Algae D. subspicatus 8.75 [4.68—12.7] 0.11 0.50 mg L
S. acutus 6.01 [-1.19—13.2] 1.07 as total anionic surfactants
T. dimorphus 12.5[1.42—23.7] 0.10 (Jackson et al. 2016)
SOS Algae D. subspicatus 1.16 [0.268—2.06] 0.16
Crustacean D. galeata 227 [157—297]
B. longirostris 336 [249—423]
BZK-Br Algae D. subspicatus 34.8 [24.2—45.5] 10 70 ug L?
Crustacean D. galeata 22.7 [15.5—30.0] as concentration of BZK-Cl

B. longirostris

36.5 [27.9—44.9]

(Gonzalez et al. 2010)
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FLEOBELILAT A BT A AL SN O BIERBR T3 A NEETH 2729,
RELER 2T 287 2B R OB N EE L 70 b, A X EORHAERKIL, flif-
WRBIROBEELN G S N DL P E OWIIEHE & L TR ELZ RN T 5729
DAYV —=2 IR S L CIEATE 2 AMREMER D 5., B2 1E, (WFWEIC L 28
IR OBEAEITRIRE CTE Z 57290, 4 W X EOERICKT o @mMHE (ECso%) D
A RKIRE L L, IREXZ 3 D1Z 85T 725:M4T OECD ®7 A M A K7 A > No.
201 (OECD, 2006) %179, #BRFNEE L TiX, 72hLINT 24 h T & I2A I X EDERE
AL CRHAERLE (D2 RGET 5720, NEIX 3 DL L& #ERE) 2% L, 2ha
xtBRX & P U CHERHI R A B AR SN 0SB CHEMEH O BA2 HRITX 5

(Fig. 6-1), #l1ER OB HITIE, AWFFE T 258 E R 23 S 7z SOS Z B tExt
RIX & LTIINL, Zhn e miilmE 2B E0eE Lo AKX 2 4 5, s s LT,
OECD DT A M A RTA BT LRBRHEEED 1 TH Y, E7ANFTH i bk
ZPEDSE &l S 4LT2 D, subspicatus 735 L CWN S, ZOHEEZTERTHZ LT LT

WE I & DB ORELER I SO WTEBI 2B FIREIC R 5 L B A b D,
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Fig. 6-1. {LFMEIC L D RERIE O FHEQ, IHIQTEH z ki 4 % AURIA.

6-3. PART I [&A 2 2 SRETEMAICHE SNIBERTERL I PV aHOFERR
CRITTRE

B OREELIC B D D BEAFARFJE T, R L~ LTI SN BERELZ S LT
BIME L AETHY, L 2 FEEL DAY AN MAF T 508 4 34 L 72 iF 726
TR0, AN EOBEBROFENHES (I 28 ICRIFTRECONT
I%, Daphnia FIRD T A 0 LG 2BRMEL G T 221 4 FmiEHHA O FFD-6
DIFFEIZ L > TA BHE S. obliquus DFEARTERR ZIKIRE CTHFEL, A4 IV 2 D.
magna \ZAGEE L CHEEERPMMET L7 2 L 2 & LI HBIE2 & 228 (Lirling et al.,

2011) , ZDHFFETITHRDA DX LIV @R —XTH Y, FERRNEE
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EZIFRTVWERSKMETIHM SN b DO Th o7, AR OBELIC SV TREKEE -
B L~V O ER R CREL IR 5 72011, BEATEROBELE 32 10 O RECREHA
TR X ¥ v OB ERITHET DR MOV T HEMICHTT 2L ERH D,

AKWFFEDE 3 3 TlE, SDSIZ & B4 B X EHEORHRIERK O EITFEIC L > TSE ML
720, W7 NIV 3 D, galeata DIERFRITIHHRTERN LEEAZE CThH - 721 (D.
subspicatus & O% T. dimorphus) ZHGEE LT2GAIIK T L7 2 L 2R LT, BT, Shasin
(REM/NESY) @ D. galeata TEEFEMET T LMW1 H Y, BEAFROBELILA 7
ARSIV a0z k> TH 2 MEOMAEIEM (HR-HAER) KT HEN
BALT D EN LTI oTz, 4 T TIE, SOS T X 2B AL D BEZE 725535 H e
SHV7= D. subspicatus €F & LC, B2 % IV afl (D. galeata, B. longirostris, B. fatalis)
OB T THBELZTE Lz, ZORRE, IV a3l Lo THHE-MnORHE D
SRR BANEZ Y, BALEOETIZLEVA RO, EEESCI VY ag O
(AR) 2%E L CIEALEREZ (L U254, Daphnia J&1% Bosmina J& X 0 BERTERL

DL Z TR0T N LA LN 5T,

WIEIZ 1T 2R X Vv D OMRTEBI B X FHN 2B 2R L, B 2 ITFRFHK
FETIREEOAERNEML, B8 REEMET T Vv aHOMKRER I L1k, &
M OB T AP =T 2235 5 (Scheffer et al,, 1997), Z @ X 5 7 {E{K#tEIE T
I, BEIOEE L IV aBOBERRRICIT 2 s R E T 5, A W XED
BRI X 2 OB RRICKIT TR, BEORE L IV 3ol (RE)
ITIRTE L (BB3E, 554 %) A WX BT HERMEMENE IV aHomERL
BHEHE MK T4 5 (Liirling and Van Donk, 1996), fit - T, RaEiEMEANC X 2 BAATE K O
RELDMEARTEBNRE IO KT T8 T, OB & X U v OIS KA LT LT

LHEEZB5ND (Fig 6-2), BlzIE, 2 ¥y ERBEOFIHABE NI BV TIIShEE R
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PMEBKEDOZ S 25050, IV aHOBEIRIE -7 ITZELTWRNWED, A WX E
DIEERET 5 60 DA DFAELL R IR E B X BN D, ORI TR, BEEEAIC L -
TV ORI R & < HIBR S 72 as, BaA A o FUmiE AN X - THEER
RS THE D 5\ VITEE SN2 A, 2 Y aHOMAERBEMRIIE T T5 L5200
D, —Ji, IV AHOMEAEHBENE — 7 IZEL TV A5G, BRI B, &
WRS LIZE DA W FEDEW) A7 BT SEDLEELLND, ZORUTIE, BA
F o RIS PEANS K 2 BEARIER OMENTA 7 &2 EMERORBEBE L, IV 2D

AR 2K T &8 2 afetE 2 @V (Pan et al., 2020)

@( TS, . RRERHYZ
% % — AHAPE
& t ==
bl BHAHZ R DD
_____ >
VE~

G2 > =>>0)

Fig. 6-2. 4 B X EDEE L I U adiii k- TR DRHATE RO FHE & il 5228,
L & ORENIERFER R ISR L TIEORELZ L L, FHEORANTADREL LT

T, 8 4 BTHOLNIAERND, Bl U SR FR 2B R OB L &N I ¥
VaAMDBIZE o THLRELS ERDZENHALNIC/ -T2, ¥FIZ, Daphnia J& &
Bosmina J&H T & 1172 B & LH R O 728 (Daphnia J&IZHHE B2V T
Bosmina J& X 0 BRI DB Z TR0 <, BB D Daphnia J&1X Bosmina J& & H~
THERTERL D5 2 32 T < WY) I, SENETERNC & 2 BT O F5E & Ml 3 2 J& o
EAREIBIC R R 2B A 26T 2 L2 RET 5,
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REA A v FIEETERIOMREE > U A i, M1 OEREER R CIRE S 254, 9)
il T OBEERDE Y Daphnia JBOFERRERCE R MH S 528 (Fig. 6-3a) , ik
FERR BE N i3 ORI O B B C IS O Daphnia J& D8 A FHLE SR\ 72 8 Daphnia J& O
EARERRIIRE REBEZ T 2N EEXOND (Fig. 6-3b), BhA A4 v R Al o
WREE ST U AT, BB R ClA B 4 OBBTERITR < @/en Bz b b
7=, MR O ERFFEIBII R E <A LisnE B x b (Fig, 6-3c) , BHBEAIZTRL
(A 72 0 OERRNE) Daphnia JBBESETHEEBEZ2OND, —F, BENE—
7 WEOWRFETIE, A W X EHORER R AMH S D720, A X ERBVRL Shiz
iR L LTV atd (Daphnia 3 XY Bosmina ODWJE) NEWTHLEEZLND
(Fig. 6-3d), Z D X 9 1Z, FmiETER OBEEL N — 2 OiEWCIREE R L - TR ED

EARFENRE I 2L T 2,

4 a EGRERESTORA A REEERIOBRE b SEELMTORA A REE I DRE
1 ; _ N,
i 2 .
g 4
: &
BB R
4 CEGBERESTORA A REEERIDBRE \ d BEELHTOBRA A REE I DRE
il ; ’ \\\‘
i £ .
g i
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BB R
.......... Bosmina

Fig. 6-3. [&A A4 « BiA 4 2 FmiEERIORITE X A 2 7 (KRE) WG UCiA B &
&, Daphnia J& X > 3, Bosmina J& X ¥ > 2 OfEAEEE)TE.
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BRERIIXT 2HEERL I Vv aiolle & ORMFHREECHEEL Y — itk o
e B A0 B A BHE R OE M, FEiE AN X 0 [EARREE RS R & 52 1T R0 VIR &
A IV T ORI, BEE (EEE) L EEMT RO TR L, FREA ML A4
REU A 7 FHEICIEH C& 2 B /R & 72 5, Bl21%, PART [ TRRELIZAZ Y —
=V 7EBCHEEUER GHENH) 2 RE TEIUE, 20BN RER Tl S DR
WIS U T AMERBEN B EZZ TR0 T WI A I T2 TTHZ M TED, F
e, WHDEME=2 ) 7T =2 LA E D 2 LT, BHEOEMKHEIRE) LR

OaFItEZHRIT 2 Z LR EBAREIZRD EEZABND,

6-4. PART I A E{EMHFNC X ABEAEROBILONERBEEIEIC KT TRE
HBSETIE, BAETELNTRREE A, D. galeata & B. longirostris DEARFEENAE|Z
ETREAEARE L~V CTOERIZ L LRI Lz, ROREMEICE D 5

2 X BRI T, D. galeata DIEKSREENRESNY BZK-Br OBREFRIC L DB A% 17 7-— )7 T,

Ff

B. longirostris 1Z SOS X° BZK-Br (2 X 2 2% 577, WEE ORIZ L > THEEIZA D
RELIC K DR RN D Z L3R s, BERTE R O EL A 8 (R FE L~ L CTREE L
T=BEAFIFIEIE D, magna D& %35 E LizH D THY (Panetal., 2020; Wan et al., 2020)
LD I ¥ A FEOBERRFENEIC KT T B DN TIID TORE L o7z,

HE DO EREAEIE 2R ET D2 EERER O 1 DI A X203 (Brooks and Dodson,
1965) WZETF B, KA XORR 28T T 7 b ATxHT HERMRAE (FH)
CEDBIRAHRICE - TT 77 PUHEME L A A~ A, KOKRED AT — RO
AR TE L Z ENBIETH LFFIN TS (e.g., Detmer and Wahl, 2019),
AN TIE, YA AOKRE 2V 3 & LT Daphnia FEDMUE SV H 75— A

13% <, 1> T Daphnia FRITIAE D F — 2 h—Ff & L CREKAERTICRIT 2 EHERE
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FIAM) & 725> T % (Seda and Petrusek, 2011), — 5 C, Bosmina T3 & 5 %24
HESVIE S AT DMZBITHEEFETH Y, A ARG I/ L L THRbiLd
&M% (e.g., Bennice et al., 2009), 1> T, BHAT AL DRELE 2% Daphnia & Bosmina
EMEBEEE LUTRE LIV AT ATHIET 2 2 L1E, TORBOEOPARROMEES
BERBICE D X S Ik s D0 a2 B4T 5 ECEHE L 0D, B2, Daphnia FEME 5
T DR TIEEWAIEDAEFEEDHERF S VD D3, Bosmina FEDME 53 253561 Bosmina %
& T OMBEDPEMT DO REERE O A, TRV F—REDRNMETT 52 LI
L0 RBEOAEEMEBIR T 5 (Hanazato, 2001), FRICHEAT RO ML, RNIZH T 5
Daphnia FE O EIERER 2K T &, Bosmina FEOBEERIMZET 5 Z L1280, RN

OWE - XNV F—Tn— I e 525 2 L fatiang (Fig 6-4),

JEEL) (5 — > DiEL @
- N

CH. -ET—SCH CHy B °>\ O\/\/\/\/ ; /
@— . éu; 2)11CHs O/S\/o_ i Daphnia’x
Na N UTEE ’
BZK-Br (i) > sos (&) ,,_\\
%2;%3 DR \. Daphn/a
N \ -
ﬁggﬂ ' BHATURL T // Bosmina >
— BEA T &g\md//
S5 Bosmina’
/ N UT=sEeH
Daphnia Bosmina = BEHDS T MIKD BY)EHEBE (CRE

(RADYE - T)LF—Srifhs (C5E)

BEDZ IS

Fig. 6-4. 2 DZZEMIZ %I % BZK-Br (BEAIZ AL O] & SOS (BEATE R OFEE) O
X7 B Y 2 7 & ?ﬁ%%b:wﬁﬁ“é%OD%%“@ﬁﬁ%ﬁé,
BXOBEILIC L 2B EDT 7 S OSBHERGE I RIET 2
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ARBFFECIE, F5ELH OBELMEAREBIRIC T HB 2 M T 2= E LT, RO
LM (EEREL, BoRIRIE, FAR# &) 246 L7z (Verschoor et al,, 2004), ZD 9 b,
FRC BRI TB AR BE O TR E 2 3l 2 RE & L TEZ < OARRFEETHN LT
Y (e.g., Hadded et al., 2011) , BHATZECOIMGI B & I ¥ 0 O FEIREFEIREIZ )&
FTREOFHIC LA SN TW5 (Pan et al, 2020), Kondoh (2003) 1%, Z OfE AR
DI EPEFERE & EEIRE & ORBURMEIC SOV THIIET L2 AWCEHIi L TH 0, &
N O LG (HA-HEREREES ) V7 0MS) ORE IAEMT 5 & MEiK
BEIARLZEL 220, MEFEOEIGEE CRHRRENEROAA v F 7)) #BET D L
Z ORRITERT 2 LAY 7o, AEIC L DERIRO AT, FEBHEIC L > TH
ZAGLL D DT d, BN ORERE D THE I 2 =356 b EREEO ZEMEITHT %
EBEXDIEMTED, o TC, FHEBHPROLZEMEICKITTHELHIET VITH
TRl DT, ALFIEN X D REE I OBEEL N ERRE O EVEC RE T REE TR TE 5
PH LR, ZORDIIEFHEE OBRED LTI BB LT 5
FT — 2 DUENLIEL 72D,

BYHEREE OB 2 HEE T 2 T E LTE, RO § BC <0 6 PN D LRI e B
DEWVEVBEC BTN 2 EICE B Lz RHE - ERLERNRLST 03 S
Tk (Cole et al, 2011) , REIZFHELE & BWHEN O£ - 9 & BILR & D B o fig
FriZ HIEH STV %  (Sakamoto et al., 2015), RDOZLEEMEZFEIE & LT REE IR & R
H - BREEFNRLINT &M A DEIUE (AR -3, 2013) |, FHEBEH LW E
IC RV BELSNIHEORNOBEEREEE L FEEE (V7 ORE) OBEFTHRD
Z LT (Fig. 6-5) , FEBH OB ELEEIC SOV TREERECE B RIS (RWESE
WHE « =X —ERRR L) NHAHMET S Z E N FREIC D, OISR K

D, 2N ETHEETSH - 72 BRI TR OFREESS (Kondoh, 2003) |, ZEMZ kR0 A REREE
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REZ RHIAICHERF 3 2 IR OIRFE I L OB 7 2R A RR R ERR O FENZIZ BN D 2 & DS iAs
SNhD, Fo, 20X aTFEeAREEABRICEN TEE, M ~DEEN 2EE
2T, BRI EAEH OREELZ I U7 RN 72 B b Z i L7 AR Y 2 7 Bt o

RRIZEND EEZBND,
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Fig. 6-5. [AIATFENRE CROZEN) & BWHEMEE R ERERO Y & 7 O/ G )
HAREE & UToRHAT R A BEL 3 2 B O S BT O BE & .
6-5. KELERZLSFICBIT DAMEREOER
ARFFEOH; 4 TR DITAERIL, ALFIEORFEIC LD EBR~DOREEL L T2
T, 87T v b UREPEEREIC KT TR OW TR A AN EE R ER
(2725 &) JUTC, KRR B IS T DT I i & 72

BIADRLA YA XITEY T T 7 B AL X DB OBIRBESCERIEZRET S
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FREREZZONTEY, WH7 77 b OMAEER BUFERE ORI
D—IRAFE L (HR) OMERE) 2T 572 0ICEHETHS (e.g, Sommer et
al., 2001) . 5l (X, BL 7V A AL REICIE SN CTEREEZ 7L —E U 7 LiciA e LT
Morphology-based functional groups (MBFG) 23HI 5L TV % (Kruk etal., 2010), MBFG
TIX 7 DO N—TICEHEE DE L TEY, KA X&1X U0, w0 B REN
FEOBENIEB L TEMT T 7 b OEREICKT 2 BE DR 2 5 S
LT o> T D (Table 6-2), Colinaetal. (2016) 1%, B~ 7 7 v OB RER %
1T 2 T2 INFE R BEAFIT T2 B 15 D VT SCRMIEIC D &, 3 D OREWREWM T Z 7
SRERE (U AV, BARE, 1A 7 ) I XD EEEOBECRIZ OV T, MBFG & OXf%
BAGR & AT L7, T ORER, U AT HEIX MBFG 1 IZkHG9 2/MVESRE (B 5 um 2
FE) | KAFEIE MBFG IVICKHS T 2 NERO R R A X0 (B2 22 um %) 12Xt
TOHEBENTNTNENZ L0, A 7 VHITEKO MBFG (1ML, IV, V, V) #&ie
JRNY A ZAOEFE (B 11.6—90 pm FE2E) (T T 2 BEERICK & 2@ W T Mm 2 & A
A OMNTTe o7z, ZOMRGNIRERMRSBEICESWTREEEM T 7 7 b O
HAEHPH IR Z AT 2720 O ARG R 2L L TWh D0, 4 W ¥ E 2 Gkl
YA XNAETREROEIE S V—7 (MBFG IV) (ZxT 2 AEOBIRERIZOWNT
FRERATOEHLRLNTND Z 0D, FE HIIRHEEMD RV MBFG IZ DWW T
7 N—7" N T O RA R TEE OBENMEE & &8 U235 2 ARG A EE TH 5
ZE&BIEML TS (Colina et al., 2016), Z D FUTDOWT, KHFZETIEA U ¥ E D.
subspicatus DFERIEZAINZ X DR 7 A XD EME (B 72—27 um) MEY A X5
RO OBRELIAB LS E DL L EFEITE I, B, BEREK L D
subspicatus TIZER 13.3 um @ 4 HIBEHAROE SRS EWME DA Lo 2 Enb,

K% A <10 pm & 10—15 pm 23 FVE 4V Daphnia J& & Bosmina J&7)3 @ WERE R AR
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TEEY A REPHCH D EEZOND, FT2, TOERIII VU a N THEIC L - TR
2% (B 2L, AR Daphnia J&1% 10—15 pm OEFICKTT 5B ERITE V) S THEE
MULETHDH, MBFGIZY TIIwd L, 71— 1 L NOREORL A4 X (ER) 2
<10pum TH Y (Table 6-2) , 25 OHEIAITY L HEHIZ T T2 < Daphnia J@IZ%F LTI
ZMERENEBEZ BN D, MBFG VIZ/HE S 2 T IR -9 X% 10—15
um OFIFHIZ & 5 728, Bosmina JEIZ X D1ERAB R ZZ T D /RN H 5, FiE DKL
P A ZNZONWTHE LT I ¥ I HOFR R 22 (B RME S, BREE D T O peaR RS

DEALZ BT DI RBE AL VR D,

Table 6-2 Morphology-based functional groups (MBFG) (Z &5 < #EH D 4344,

MBFG  #¥# RERNIEDHE g, um’  RE um B
I REMEDASIVNELEIE  Chiorella 12.6 5 ®mU
Monoraphidium

I BEENEBBIBEZHID  Chromulina 629 7.3 U
INBAEESRERR Dinobryon

I HRBEBITDRERIR  Dolicospermum 1,541 90 Bao
ey | Cylindrospermopsis

i\ AEROHRED A 3R Scenedesmus 1,543 21.8 ::: 40

\% REINSKEIDE—MR  Chlamydomonas 2,444 11.6 an
LSS Rhodomonas

VI BENEISIBEZRICIR  Thalassiosira 3,143 34 ®mU
U\IEEFESEAE Cyclotella

VI REITHMEZB I DB Microcystis 43,152 19 ao
AR Aphanocapsa

6-6. F5Em
ARG ClX, FEHEI OB ELMEARREENAE (2 ST 9 2 2 Sl 5 72 6, A misHAl

(X DA B ZEDORKIEROBEEL Z €7 )V — 212, ik - R L~V TR 2 i
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Lz, AR~V ORI T, B2 DA h X Ef (D. subspicatus, S. acutus, T. dimorphus)
RV af (D. galeata, B. longirostris) \ZxI$ B aA 4 Fmig Al (SDS KT SOS)
EWGA A FUETEMEA] (BZK-Br) OEHEE (AR - WEk~08) LM E (B
KR OIBEL) ZHHL (PART I 5518, 56 2%) , T O ORERRE IR L, £
DFER, A X EFOERRS IV A ADIFKIZ T E A K IF S 70 W EE TR TS A 23
PERTE R A AL 5 2 E MWLM Y, BRI OBELITB AR EE T DR E T
LS DAMREMEN RN L ARIB I T,

PART II TiZ, SDS X° SOS IZ & ¥ FHE SN2 HEABTERA X ¥ v a OB RARIIKITT
REAIMI L GE3 %, H48), TORBR, BEBRIFEINT A WX EELMHE L
ThH 272 D. galeata DIEEFRIIK T T HHEMNBIERSN, TOEBOHEEIA HZETD
FRFRMIC R o7, o, BRBERIC L 2BRAERIII VPV afilc o TH AR,
B — MO REAA 12563 2 BRI 21X Daphnia J& & Bosmina J& DRENE VR H 5 Z &M
HONNTRoTz, SHIT, ZOMBITEFELI Y aflioly (KR) Lo B RR
DEMRAT L CET 2 2 L3 52272 0, BEATER O BEELAME (R RE - BEEENREIC
AT THBELFTNT 2 L CEEITREZENRBENT, £, BRIV afloE
RERTBIE SN R DRV A RNk 2 BRRIRPEOTRA L, BRi OBl Es
EOEMZHIT L ETCEEOH DAL 20T,

PART Il (%5 5%) <TI&, PART I & PART I CHELLZMR AR, A WX E—I Y
Yo 2 FEOMLREERIC XA KR L~V TOFEBREITV, SOS X° BZK-Br (2 L 5 AT K
OIRELME RN IC KT TR B LM Lo, £ OREER, FimiEtEANC X 2 BRI R D
MELNZ = (BB LME) 2, HEE LD IV antE (D. galeata X T B.
longirostris) |\ & o TIEKHEENREIC KIZ I BT R0, 55 4 EOHR LM% 3k

T HRERDG HITZ, Daphnia &0 X 9 721H DO F— A b — RPN O#EELIC X
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S THBZZIT0T 0 &) B3I, Daphnia J& OIS E OEE 200 L CREERE
ROREN AT 2 FREME A 3R L TR Y, AWF5E 2@ U CIRELWE D15 4 h3 5k 5 o
BEELZ I U CHEIIRBICRET 5 L W) KRR A FEIET 5 2 LN TE T,
TEORFZ, TA FT A A ST BEFO mHERER TII 23 T & 22 Wik a b
DIRELIZDONT, T ORBEE AR - HEDEN ST 27200 EBHER2MATH Y,
BFWEOAERR Y A 7 5l L OEREEFICHRT 2, AT TRE LI FEICHE
SE,ACFWE L DB OBEELASIE > A T S O R- A B & BRI EIC
FOF TR A 5 720 OB FER 225l 7 1 —% Fig. 6-6 (£ L 70, 1 BT
BELBIRE SN DL FEMEIZ W, BERE R OFEIE I L OOy D.
subspicatus DFEARIZRIL Z FBERIARRESRGETOR 7 ) —= 0 ViR 2 Ei 45 Z &
THEMICHEEEROFENRIHTE 5, ZOMRICESE, 55 2 B IR MIERK O
PR KON K 2 KRB R~ OB RN AR S D Daphnia J& X ¥ > 2% AN T 2
KRB COMINEEENREERR 2 EMi L, ROLEEZHEIEE L TREBOAELRET 5,
ZITHEND ILAITENT, X EMERTEE L VERE ET D 2 EMER S
o ZOBIE LT, BRI L K - EHREEFR R AT U T R AR 2 4
HEDE D I L TARRMEOME (BYEEECWE « =2V X—(REHR) 28

1:35& l/f&_ﬂéﬁfk— /I E‘T‘ﬁﬂi/ﬁ’i’ﬁf L/f:—o
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OECD TG201(C &K 2{tFME DS 4B i
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6-7. HiEE

ABFFEDFAT & M EENFR L OPEICH Y, BN KRFEHRERO R H—8d%iciX
ZLOTHEENWZEEE LI L, DRV EESEGHFP L BT E, BREAED DX
DIREERLALEDOH DI SIEAICE D £ TIRIE THREW-72 &, 80 E
HRIZBWTHEZLOZMEE WL EE Lz, £, AL &I, (BMRFREY
MO EAEBE, B L OMEMREHE AR e R EBRT TR T 2 %A —
DEHE & BRI OBREIT AT 0 2%, KFROMERLERLZHEL B, KA
b2 B TEREESTEY 9, Ll EOMGIERHIEERTT OERIZIE, oo TES
L L B ET,

EMRERBRE oA, R Bd, B AR, Wl BB IR 5
DHEIZBNT, KREGERIBRZWEEE L2, DEVIEIEHT L RiFE
T, TEFPOREA I TR W72\ 2 & T, RFERRIC DWW TR R IR 4 B
PO DEHRS T D7D D AREM, 4% OFBIEIZONWTIRIRS BERX D LN TE,
RSO TERUC AT TRV e Z &N TE T L o TR £7°,

B LRSS - A R TR OBR  ERUEEIZICIE, ERT V1 %
IR B O Tik7e &, EEMRRNEO ZHE G &0, A LRSTOBEICE L
THERIWELZWEEEE LI L, DL VIEEHE L ETFET,

ULEORAFTTIEER L OFEEZB LRI EZ T TWEREEE LI L, BT
LB L B &9, BEFICFAZEZLEZEN LT, SR bARMET —~DHERD
HEZERL, BEELIEWEESTEBY £,

B, LA &, 4 F THFRICHES L CE RO T, KEZRFHIWVWOTY
FIERORN, KO i 2 1A TWeE&EE L, BRI ZRIT 52 LN TEDIE,

BHREDZ AW DT B ZEZTHH D ET, ZOHZED T, H<EILE L T E T,
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