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According to data obtained during expeditions in the Black Sea (1987-1993), linear relationship between
the light flux density incident on the sea surface (Ey) and the starting point of photosynthesis light satura-
tion (E, o) 18 revealed. For calculations, measurements of phytoplankton photosynthesis rate obtained by
the radiocarbon method were used. The equation of the relationship between the values reported is pre-
sented for the first time for the Black Sea. E,, o is the average daily, optimal value of photosynthesis light
saturation. The parameters of photosynthesis — light curve, determined in short-period exposures under
constant illumination, differ from the parameters obtained in long-term experiments under conditions
of variable illumination. This is due to different effects of the intensity and dose on the phytoplankton
photosynthesis rate. The values of photosynthetic parameters for a certain time are integrated into a single
value which is the optimum for the entire period observed. The approximation of daily data integrated
is carried out both separately for seasons and in general for the period of 1987-1993. Using statistical pro-
cessing of data of average daily values of the intensity of solar radiation incident on the sea surface, slope
of the photosynthesis — light curve, and maximum photosynthesis rate, the approximation is determined
for the functional dependence of E, , on Eq. The equation is applicable in the range of light intensity
3 to 75 mol quanta-m™2day'. It describes with high reliability a change of average daily value of pho-
tosynthesis light saturation in the Black Sea during different seasons of the year. The equation includes
a parameter easily accessible for measurement. It can be used in analysis of physiological characteristics
of phytoplankton and calculation of integrated phytoplankton productivity in euphotic layer with using
both satellite and expedition data.

Keywords: phytoplankton, photosynthesis light saturation, photosynthesis rate, photosynthetically active
radiation, deep-water area of the Black Sea
It is known that with increasing incident light intensity, the phytoplankton photosynthesis rate in-
creases. Up to some values of photosynthetically active radiation, it grows linearly; then saturation occurs,
and the photosynthesis rate becomes constant. A further increase in the light flux density per unit of the sur-
face leads to inhibition of photosynthesis, which can be reversible, while with extremely high light intensity
it can become irreversible.
When modeling the photosynthesis — light dependence, the amount of photosynthesis saturation with
light (E,) is an important physiological characteristic showing the light intensity, at which the maximum pho-
tosynthesis rate is observed. Studies [9, 14, 18] show that photosynthesis — light parameters in short-period
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exposures under constant illumination are not equivalent to the parameters if the data are obtained in long-
term experiments under conditions of variable solar lighting. These differences often result from different
effects of the intensity and dose of the radiation on the phytoplankton photosynthesis rate. The dynamics
of photosynthesis during the day or the daylight hours is integrated into a single value, which is the optimum
for the entire period observed.

As a rule, a model for calculating phytoplankton primary production includes equations with photosyn-
thetic parameters: the maximum photosynthesis rate, the photosynthesis efficiency, and the amount of light
saturation. Depending on the type of the model, different types of parameters are used to calculate the in-
tegral primary production [in particular, the values of photosynthesis light saturation both with constant
lighting (E,) and with variable lighting (E, o)]. The average daily, or optimal, value of photosynthesis light
saturation (E, o) deserves special attention. Usually its values are not determined by direct measurements
in field studies or remote observations. However, it is convenient to use it when calculating the integral
primary production over a long period or evaluating photosynthesis profiles in a water column.

The aim of the research is to determine the relationship between the optimal value of photosynthesis
light saturation for phytoplankton and the light incident on the surface in the Black Sea.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

The database formed for the study includes materials of 4 expeditions conducted in 1987-1993
in the Black Sea (Table 1). The basic data set was obtained by D. Sc. Z. Z. Finenko (IBSS RAS) [6, 7]
and supplemented by data from the literature [1].

Table 1. Years of the expeditions and number of measurements included in the database

Year Month Number Year Month Number
of measurements of measurements
1987 12 12 1989 4,5,6 52
1988 1 10 1993 4 14
1988 3 48

The database contains information on the time (year, month, and day) and location (longitude, latitude,
and depth) of sampling. The measurements were carried out in the water area of 41° to 46° Northern
latitude and 28° to 35° Eastern longitude for the depths of the euphotic zone, which ranged 12 to 100 m
in different months at individual stations. The database also includes the parameters measured:

« the solar radiation intensity incident on the sea surface, Ey (mol quanta-m™2.day™");

* maximum photosynthesis rate, P5, (mgC-mgChl™!.day™);

* slope of the photosynthesis — light curve reflecting the photosynthesis efficiency, o
(mgC-mgChl™-(mol quanta-m™2)™").

The optimal photosynthesis light saturation, E, o (mol quanta-m™2day™), is calculated as the ratio:
E, opt = PBopt / o

Phytoplankton photosynthesis rate was measured by the radiocarbon method during the first or second
half of daylight hours [6]. To obtain daily production, the values were doubled, since the phytoplankton
photosynthesis rate is a function of light, and the total solar radiation flux on clear days during the first
and second half of the day is approximately the same. The flasks were filled with water from the depths
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where 0.5 to 100 % of surface light penetrated. Then radioactive carbon was added, and the flasks were
exposed on the ship deck under natural light which was weakened by neutral filters to the light conditions
observed at the depths from which the samples were taken. Lighting was measured with a Yul16 light
meter from dawn to sunset with an interval of one hour. Values in luxes were converted to energy units
(1 kIx =20 uE-m2s7"; 1 mol quanta-m™2s™" = 10° uE-m™2s7") [5].

RESULTS

For all the parameters studied, the sample for each month of 1987-1993 was averaged. The measured
values of Ej have high variability, especially in summer and spring (Fig. 1). Therefore, for calculations,
we used the integral average daily values determined for each specific month in the considered period.
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Fig. 1. Variability of solar radiation intensity incident on the sea surface (Eq) in different months
of 1987-1993 in the Black Sea

The approximation of daily data was carried out by seasons and in general for the period of 1987-1993.
The integration of average daily values of the solar radiation intensity incident on the sea surface, the slope
of the photosynthesis — light curve, and the maximum photosynthesis rate for each month in a single year
made it possible to determine the best approximation for the functional dependence of E,, o 0n Eq (Fig. 2).

As a result of the analysis, a linear equation was obtained for the optimal value of photosynthesis light
saturation in the absence of inhibition for the deep-water area of the Black Sea. The general equation relating
the average daily values of E, o, and Eg is:

Eopt = a X Ey+ b, (1)

where E,, o is measured in mol quanta-m>-day " ’;
a and b are constant coefficients (a =0.12; b = 1.92).
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Fig. 2. Variability of optimal value of photosynthesis light saturation (E, ) depending on intensity
of the solar radiation incident on the sea surface (E;) in 1987-1993 in the Black Sea

The equation (1) is significant at p < 0.0001, r? = 0.76. The value of E, opt 18 determined for the eu-
photic zone. The dependence found is applicable in the illumination range 3 to 75 mol quanta-m™2day ™',
The equation (1), obtained from empirical data, has a regional character and is calculated for the first time
for the deep-water area of the Black Sea.

DISCUSSION

In our studies, we used empirical data on the values of the optimal maximum photosynthesis rate
and the slope of the photosynthesis — light curve integrated over the day for the period of 1987-1993 [1, 6, 7].
Unfortunately, regular measurements of these parameters, which could be used in modeling in the Black
Sea for other years, were not carried out. Many studies have estimated the photosynthesis light satura-
tion. This characteristic was used when modeling the photosynthesis rate and the integral primary produc-
tion of phytoplankton [2, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. E, or E, o, parameters were usually deter-
mined empirically for various regions of the World Ocean. A detailed analysis of the difference between
these two parameters was made by M. Behrenfeld and P. Falkowski [9]. Empirically, they determined
relationship between Eq and the optimal value of light photosynthesis saturation E” | in the absence of inhi-
bition; linear relationship was obtained. This function was used in modeling the integral primary production
for the analysis of optical depths and vertical profiles of photosynthesis rate [3], since it gave similar results
to the Black Sea data [7]. However, for the Black Sea, there was no such mathematical dependence that
allowed one to determine E,, ., using one parameter that is easily accessible for measurements, such as E,.
Previously, we examined the maximum value of photosynthesis light saturation; according to the model
calculations, we estimated the greatest influence of the factors on E, [4]. As a result, a multiple regres-
sion was obtained for E,; it was determined that the maximum E, values are observed at low chlorophyll
concentrations and high PB,, values, while minimum values are observed at high chlorophyll concentra-
tion and low photosynthetic activity. It is indicated that E,, values are more dependent on the maximum
photosynthesis intensity than on the chlorophyll concentration. E, differs from E, oy, but such an influ-
ence of factors qualitatively reflects the change in E, oy, especially if we take into account the vertical
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heterogeneity of the phytoplankton distribution in a water column. We found a linear dependence of E,, oy
on E,. For the dependence (1) obtained empirically, the vertical uniformity of the phytoplankton distri-
bution is assumed. Consequently, the photosynthesis profile in a water column without photoinhibition
is presented on the surface by the area of light saturation, and at depth — by the area of light limitation. Such
a change in the photosynthesis profile is usually observed in the deep-water area of the Black Sea [7, 8].

Conclusion. According to the results of the analysis of the data obtained during expeditions
in the Black Sea (1987-1993), a quantitative relationship between the optimal value of photosynthesis
light saturation for phytoplankton and the average daily light incident on the sea surface is obtained. This re-
lationship is considered important in a number of modern studies, since the optimal value of photosynthesis
light saturation is one of the fundamental characteristics used in modeling the phytoplankton productivity.
For the first time for the Black Sea, an equation is obtained that allows one to determine E,, o in the surface
layer, having the measurement data of E,. This is especially convenient when using a large array of satellite
observation data.

This work was carried out partially within the framework of government research assignment of IBSS RAS “Func-
tional, metabolic, and toxicological aspects of the existence of hydrobionts and their populations in biotopes with different
physical and chemical regimes” (no. AAAA-A18-118021490093-4) and partially — according to the project of the Pre-

sidium of the RAS “Influence of physical and chemical processes on the change of species composition and productivity
of marine phytoplankton” (no. AAAA-A18-118020790209-9).
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KOJIMYECTBEHHAA{ CBA3b

WHTEHCUBHOCTH COJTHEYHOW PAJTMAITAN
1 CPEJIHECYTOYHON BEJIMYNHBI HACBITIIEHA S
®OTOCHHTE3A ®PUTOIJIAHKTOHA IO CBETY
IS TIVBOKOBOTHOM YACTH YEPHOTO MOPSI

N. B. KoBajésa

denepanbHbI UCCIEA0BATENLCKUI IEHTD «HCTUTYT Grosioruu 10xkHbIX Mopeit umenu A. O. KoBanesckoro PAH»,

Cesacrorosb, Poccuiickas ®enepanus
E-mail: ila.82@mail.ru

[To maHHBIM SKCHEIUIIMOHHBIX UCCIEJOBaHUM, NMpoBeAEHHbIX B YépHoM Mope B 1987-1993 rr., ycra-
HOBJICHA JIMHENHAs 3aBUCUMOCTh MEK/1y TUIOTHOCTBIO CBETOBOTO IOTOKA, TOCTUTAIOIIETO MOBEPXHOCTH
Mops (E), 1 HauasioM CBETOBOTO HaChIIeHHs (poTOCUHTE3a (puTOILIaHKTOHA (E, Opt). Jls1 pacuéToB uc-
TTOJTL30BaHBI U3MEPEHHA CKOPOCTH (POTOCHHTE3a (PUTOIIAHKTOHA, ITOJyUYeHHbBIE PAaaroyTIepOJHBIM Me-
TOAOM. YpaBHEHHE CBS3M MEXAy YKa3aHHBIMH BEIMYMHAMH TPE/ICTABIEHO BriepBbie st YépHOTO MO-

pa. E

nopt ~—

CpE€AHECYTOYHAs, ONTUMaJIbHAA BEJIMUYMHA HACBIIICHUA CI)OTOCI/IHTGBB IO CBETY. HapaMeT—

ju KpPIBOﬁ q)OTOCI/IHTCB — CBET, ONpPEACIACMbIE B KOPOTKOIIEPUOAHBIX SKCIIO3UIUAX IPHU IMTOCTOSAHHOM
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OCBEIlIeHNH, OTJIMYAIOTCS OT MapaMeTPOB, MOJYYEHHBIX B JUTUTENBHBIX OIBITaX B YCIOBUAX MEPEMEHHO-
rO OCBEIleHHsI. DTO 0OYCIIOBJIEHO Pa3HbIM JEeWCTBUEM MHTEHCHBHOCTH M JI03bI OOMy4YeHHS Ha CKOPOCTh
(porocunTesa putoruiaHKTOHA. BemMunHbL (POTOCUHTETHUECKUX TAPAMETPOB 32 ONpeIeIEHHOE BpeMs UH-
TErpUPYIOTCA B €JJMHCTBEHHOE 3HAYEHUE, KOTOPOE SIBJISIETCS ONITHMYMOM 32 BeCh HaOJI0aeMblil IEpHO/I.
B pabote npoBeeHa anmpoKCUMaIysi THTETPUPOBAHHBIX CYTOUYHBIX JAHHBIX OTAEIbHO 33 CE30HBI U B Iie-
sioM 32 1987-1993 rr. C NOMOIIBIO CTATHCTUYECKOH 00PaOOTKY IAHHBIX CPEHECYTOUHBIX 3HAUSHUI UH-
TEHCUBHOCTH COJTHEUHOH pa/iialivy, MaJaiolieil Ha TOBEPXHOCTh MOPSI, TAHT€HCA yIyla HAKJIOHA KPHUBOKN
(poTocuHTE3 — CBET M BEMUYMHBI MAKCUMATLHON CKOPOCTH (POTOCHHTE3A OIpe/iesieHa armpoOKCUMAIIHs
st yHKLIMOHANBHO 3aBucuMocTd E, 1 o1 E). VpaBHeHHe ¢ BHICOKO 10CTOBEPHOCTBIO OMUCHIBACT 3~
MEHEHHEe CPEeJHECYTOUHOW BEJTMYMHBI CBETOBOTO HACHIITIEHUs (poTOoCHHTE3a B YEPHOM MOpE B pa3InvHbIE
CE30HBI TOJIa, OHO TIPMMEHKMMO B MaNa30He OCBEIEHHOCTEN OT 3 10 75 MOJIb KBAHTOB-M 2-cyT |. Ta 3a-
BHCHMOCTh BKJIIOYAET JIETKO AOCTYITHBIN JIsI U3MEPEHHs MapaMeTp M MOXKeT MCIOJIb30BaThCs MPH aHa-
n3e (PU3MONIOTMIECKUX XapaKTEPUCTHK (PUTOTIAHKTOHA W PACYETe MHTET PAITbHOUM IPOYKTUBHOCTH (bU-
TOIUIAHKTOHA B 9B(OTUYECKOM CJIOE KaK IO CITyTHUKOBBIM HAOIONEHUSIM, TaK U 10 SKCIIEAUIIMOHHBIM
JAHHBIM.

KaroueBnble ciioBa: (bl/ITOIUIaHKTOH, CBETOBOC HACBIIICHHUE q)OTOCI/IHTe3a, CKOpPOCTb (l)OTOCI/IHT€3a,
Q)OTOCHHTGTI/I‘ICCKI/I AKTHBHas paguanusd, FJIY6OKOBO,I[HEI$[ 4acCTb I‘IépHOl”O MOpA
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